VOORHEES TOWNSHIP PLANNING BOARD MINUTES MAY 13, 2026

Board Chair for the meeting, Mr. Schallenhammer called the meeting to order and stated it was
being held in compliance with the “Open Public Meetings Act” and had been duly noticed and
published as required by law.

Mr. Norman swears in Board Engineer, Mr. Paul Dezzi.

Mr. Ravitz makes a motion to appoint Mr. Schallenhammer as temporary chair for the meeting,
seconded by Mr. Rashatwar.

Roll Call:
Present: Mr. DiNatale, Mr. Vandegrift, Mr. Nicini, Mr. Rashatwar, Mr.Ravitz, Mr. Schallenhammer
Absent: Mr. Kleinman, Mr. Platt, Ms. Branch, Ms. Augustine, Mr. Schwenke

Also present were Chris Norman, Board Solicitor and Paul Dezzi, Board Engineer.

Mr. Schallenhammer makes a motion to table the minutes of the April 8, 2026 meeting to the
following meeting, seconded by Mr. Rashatwar.

NEW BUSINESS

Redevelopment Plan
201 Laurel Rd
Block 150.02, Lot 1.04

Mr. Norman explains to the board that the Redevelopment Plan for 201 Laurel Rd was produced
by the Township Planner Mika Apte, who was unable to attend the meeting. He states that the
property currently contains a 9-story office building and 2-story parking garage, and the plan
allows for potential commercial usage on the ground floor and a maximum of 178 residential units
that the existing office building would be renovated for. Mr. Norman provides the following further
information on the project outlined in the Redevelopment Plan: residential units will consist of a
combination of studio 1-bedroom and 2-bedroom units and there would also be various
recreational amenities. He explains that the board is reviewing the plan for consistency with the
Township Master Plan, and covers a number of objectives from the Township Master Plan that the
redevelopment plan is consistent with. Mr. Norman explains that the current office building and
parking garage onsite have been nearly vacant for several years and much of the property is in
disrepair, and the redevelopment plan provides options for redeveloping the property for mixed
use.

Mr. Vandegrift makes a motion to find the redevelopment plan for 201 Laurel Rd consistent with
the Township Master Plan, seconded by Mr. Ravitz. Motion carries by the following Roll Call Vote:

AYES: Mr. DiNatale, Mr. Vandegrift, Mr. Nicini, Mr. Rashatwar, Mr. Ravitz, Mr. Schallenhammer
NAYES: None
ABSTAIN: None

Redevelopment Plan
Portion of Block 198, Lot 7 (Behind AMC Theatre)

Mr. Norman outlines for the board that the redevelopment plan is for the portion of the lot behind
the existing AMC theatre, and the plan calls for a maximum of 60 affordable housing units as part
of a 100% affordable housing project which is a substantial part of the township’s 4" Round
Affordable Housing Plan. He explains that the plan advances multiple purposes of the Township
Master Plan, such as on encouraging the redevelopment of vacant and underutilized property,
among a few others. Mr. DiNatale asks if the board may know what will be happening to the
remainder of the subject lot where the AMC theatre is located. Mr. Norman states that he is
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unaware of what may be occurring the other parts of the lot and notes that the plan is just for the
specified portion of the site. Mr. Ravitz states that he does not know what will be happening to the
remainder of the lot either. He adds that the movie theatre may be closing sometime in the future
as AMC has been closing theatres.

Mr. Nicini makes a motion to find the redevelopment plan for the portion of block 198, lot 7
consistent with the Township Master Plan, seconded by Mr. Rashatwar. Motion carries by the
following Roll Call Vote:

AYES: Mr. DiNatale, Mr. Vandegrift, Mr. Nicini, Mr. Rashatwar, Mr. Ravitz, Mr. Schallenhammer
NAYS: None
ABSTAIN: None

PC#26-006

Russell Speeder’s Carwash
Minor Site Plan w Bulk C Variance
401 Berlin Rd

Block 139, Lot 31

The applicant’s attorney, Damien DelDuca of law firm DelDuca, Lewis & Berr approaches the
board to begin testimony. Mr. Ravitz points out for the record that he had consultations with Mr.
Delduca within the last year, but he was not retained. Mr. Norman asks if there is any current
attorney-client relationship between Mr. Ravitz and Mr. Delduca. Both state that there is not. Mr.
Norman states that there would be no conflict if no attorney-client relationship currently exists.
Mr. Rashatwar discloses that the applicant’s engineer, Mike Avila, is also his engineer for separate
business, and asks if this would be a conflict. Mr. Norman states that it would not be a conflict.
Mike Avila, applicant’s engineer and Darius Mountain from Russell Speeder’s Carwash are sworn
in. Mr. Delduca goes through the subject application, noting that Russell Speeder’s currently
operates a carwash at the subject site, and the property is the former Ritz carwash. He states that
in March 2025 Russell Speeder’s purchased the carwash, continuing to operate it as the Ritz and
only rebranded it to a Russell Speeder’s about 3 weeks ago. Mr. Delduca explains that the
carwash was converted from a full service to an express carwash, and part of the applicant’s
minor site plan proposal includes the addition of another pay lane, for a total of two for the site.
Mr. Delduca testifies that the second pay lane will be for express carwash subscribers and having
an express carwash design for the site will lessen the stacking of cars. Mr. Delduca states that 7
of the existing parking spaces will also be converted to stalls with overhead vacuums, and
freestanding as well as some other smaller signage such as directional signs are proposed for the
site. He explains that the applicant seeks some variances for parking and signage.

Mr. Vandegrift asks if additional parking stalls will be added in place of the ones being converted
to vacuum stalls. Mr. Delduca explains that the 11 parking spaces that are presently onsite are
proposed to be converted into 8 spaces total, 7 of which will have vacuum booms added, and 1
will be a regular space. He adds that 1 of the 7 vacuum spaces will also be an ADA space. Mr.
Vandegrift asks if any of the employees will be parking in the same spots. Mr. Delduca states that
the 1 regular space will be where an employee parks and the carwash will have a max of 5
employees onsite at a time, with several employees not driving to the location. Mr. Delduca
explains that if more employees drive to the site, they would need to use the vacuum stalls,
however, most do not drive. He adds that as a carwash, the parking stalls are intended for
customers to use the vacuum booms, and patrons would not stay long at the site unlike at a retail
location. Mr. Ravitz asks if the proposed parking with vacuum booms, the ADA space and regular
stall will be sufficient to prevent over queuing at the site. Mr. Delduca states that Mr. Mountain
would be able to provide further information on that matter. Mr. Ravitz expresses his support for
the proposed lane design, explaining that other carwashes he’s observed that have a dedicated
express lane and regular lane have been effective designs. Regarding the company history, Mr.
Delduca testifies that Russell Speeder’s carwash was founded in 1963 out of Norwalk, CT and is
now owned by Summit Wash Holdings. Mr. Delduca notes that they received the board engineer’s
April 16, 2026, review letter and will be providing the requested testimony on the application.
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Mr. Delduca identifies the following exhibits for the hearing: A-1, Minor Site Plan, A-2,
Architectural Plans, A-3, Sign Plans, and A-4, photos of the old Ritz building and new Speeders
building.

Mr. Mountain approaches the board to provide testimony, and he states that he is a regional
manager for Russell Speeder’s Carwash. Regarding the differences between a full service and an
express carwash, Mr. Mountain explains that a full service carwash has staff cleaning the vehicle,
shining tires, etc. whereas an express wash brings a car through quickly, and any vacuuming or
other cleaning can be done at a vacuum parking stall. Mr. Nicini asks about the procedure for if a
customer has an issue with a wash. Mr. Mountain states that customers can park onsite and a
manager will be present. Mr. DiNatale asks if the carwash express and regular pay lanes merge
together after the kiosks. Mr. Mountain confirms this. Mr. Norman asks about the throughput and
gueueing capacity of the carwash. Mr. Mountain replies that the carwash can have 110 to 120
cars an hour. Mr. DiNatale asks if there are options for customers to select higher tier washes at
the pay lane. Mr. Mountain states that there are various carwash options for customers to choose.
Regarding vehicle queuing capacity, Mr. Delduca states that the applicant’s engineer, Mr. Avila
can provide testimony. Regarding vehicle stacking, Mr. Mountain explains that since converting
the carwash from full service to express, stacking has reduced significantly and vehicles that use
just the carwash and not vacuum stalls can be in and out within 3 minutes. For the number of pay
lanes proposed, Mr. Mountain testifies that having the express pay lane will help reduce vehicle
queuing and get customers in and out more quickly. He states that 80% of carwash customers are
express members and current hours of operation are 8AM to 6PM, Mon-Sun. Regarding peak
business times, Mr. Mountain states that the carwash is generally busiest Thursday through
Saturday. For the number of employees who typically drive to the carwash, Mr. Mountain testifies
that usually just 2 out of the total 5 drive. He states that the proposed parking would still be
sufficient if more than the 2 employees drove to the site and parked. Regarding noise generation
and power source of the vacuum booms, Mr. Mountain explains that the source is in their
backroom in the building interior, so noise generation would be reduced. For retail sales, he
states that no retail sales are proposed for the site. For Trash pickup, Mr. Mountain testifies that
trash cans by the vacuum stalls are collected by onsite employees and trash for the site is picked
up twice a week, usually before the carwash opens or after closing. He states that the trash trucks
are box trucks with a lift gate.

Mr. Schallenhammer asks what time deliveries are made to the carwash. Mr. Mountain states that
they are done before the carwash opens, generally between 6-8AM. Mr. Schallenhammer asks if
deliveries and trash pickup can be done after 7AM, noting the presence of residential neighbors in
proximity to the site. Mr. Mountain states this can be arranged. Mr. Delduca asks if the condition
on deliveries and trash pickup can be that the applicant will advise vendors and trash service to
operate after 7AM, as they are not able to control when they ultimately arrive at the site. Mr.
Schallenhammer agrees. Mr. Nicini asks what type of vending machines will be present at the
site. Mr. Mountain responds that there will be no vending machines onsite. Mr. Nicini asks if any
sprays and cleaners will be provided to customers. Mr. Mountain states that such items are
included as amenities at the vacuum stalls for customers. Mr. Nicini asks if 10 cars were going
through the carwash, how many might also use the vacuum stalls. Mr. Mountain states that 20-
30% may use the vacuum booms and queuing would not occur even at peak business times. Mr.
Vandegrift asks how many times the vehicle queue has backed up to the Road prior to the
conversion to an express wash. Mr. Mountain replies that it has rarely backed up but since
converting to express, there have been no backups. Board engineer Mr. Dezzi notes that there are
currently vacuums onsite that are not shown on the plan and asks for confirmation. Mr. Delduca
explains that there are building-mounted vacuums at the carwash, but not the proposed booms
shown on the plan and the building-mounted vacuums are not on the plans. Mr. Ravitz states that
concerns about vehicle queuing stem from other carwash locations the board is aware of that
have had vehicle stacking issues, but notes that the subject site is notably deeper than other
locations. Mr. Schallenhammer asks when trash pickup for the site generally occurs. Mr.
Mountain states that at present he believes pickup happens on Tuesdays and Thursdays, between
7 and 8AM. Mr. Schallenhammer asks about the roles of the various onsite employees. Mr.
Mountain explains that there would be a supervisor, manager, and assistant manager, along with
some support employees.
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Mr. Avila approaches the board to provide testimony and explains that the proposed
improvements are not changing onsite impervious coverage. He states that the improvements are
to help improve the appearance of the carwash and make it to be more in line with other Russell
Speeder’s carwashes. For site access, he explains that the applicant is not proposing any
changes to the existing access, and as such they are seeking a letter of no interest from the
county. Regarding requested variances, Mr. Avila explains that they are limited to the proposed
signhage and parking, and none of the existing nonconforming conditions onsite are being
exacerbated. For parking, Mr. Avila explains that the number of parking spaces is being reduced
from 11 to a total of 8 as the vacuum stalls require additional space for each stall they are in. He
adds that the prior 11 parking stalls had been underutilized. For signage, Mr. Avila testifies that
they are seeking relief for two proposed 3.89 sq ft directional signs, where the ordinance allows
for a max of 3sq ft sized directional signs. He explains that the larger signs help with legibility,
especially from the county road. Mr. Ravitz asks what the height of the proposed signs will be. Mr.
Avila replies that the directional sighs will be 48 inches in height. For the signage location, Mr.
Avila states that they request a variance for the location of the pylon sign from the front of the lot,
and notes that the sign locations for both the pylon and directional signs are existing from the
previous Ritz carwash. Mr. Avila testifies that the applicant also requires a variance for the size of
the proposed pylon sign, with the sign size being 91.06 sq ft including an additional electronic
message cabinet, where 27.65 sq ft max is allowed. Mr. DiNatale asks why it is necessary to have
the larger size of the proposed pylon sign, noting that the previous use was a carwash and people
would already recognize it as such. Mr. Avila replies that the larger signage helps with visibility,
and he believes it is consistent with the previous Ritz carwash sign. Board members, Mr. Delduca
and Mr. Avila briefly discuss the size of the previous Ritz carwash sign. Mr. Avila notes that the
existing pylon sign is 60.4 sq ft and electronic changeable copy sign 30.6. Board members, Mr.
Avila and Mr. Delduca briefly discuss other proposed signs and existing signage onsite. Mr.
DiNatale asks if the building fagade sign requires a variance. Mr. Avila states that the fagcade
sighage does not. For the pylon sign, Mr. Delduca notes that the variance is only required as the
previous sign had been knocked down due to a vehicular collision.

For trash truck circulation, Mr. Avila testifies that a truck turning template had been submitted,
which shows that a trash truck can pick up trash from the site without issue, and the pickups
occur before the carwash opens at 8AM. Mr. Avila states that the applicant will comply with the
remaining comments in the ERI board engineer review letter as a condition of approval. Regarding
Mr. Norman’s earlier question on vehicle queuing, Mr. Avila states that there can be upto 9
vehicles queued from the pay kiosks to the access. Mr. Ravitz asks if there is anyway to make the
messaging on the electronic message board more static and asks what the applicant will be
displaying on the board. Mr. Mountain replies that they will be displaying advertising on the free
vacuums and detailing, and the messages will not be blinking. Mr. Mountain adds that they can
also control the timing between message changes on the electronic changeable copy board. He
states that they will not be advertising for other businesses on the board like a billboard. Mr.
Schallenhammer asks if the electronic message board will remain on after business hours or shut
off. Mr. Mountain responds that he is not certain, but they can put a timer on the sign to have it
shut off or only display date/time and temp. Mr. Noman notes that in a previous separate board
application involving an electronic messaging board, the applicant agreed to show time, temp and
date after a certain time. Mr. Mountain states that they can do this on their sign. Mr. Nicini asks if
the carwash anticipates having 20-25% more customers from the addition of the express pay
lane. Mr. Mountain replies that they anticipate having more customers, but they will also get in
and out quicker. Mr. DiNatale asks about the specific location of the vacuum parking stalls at the
site. Mr. Delduca explains that the vacuum stalls would be on the left of cars exiting the tunnel.
Mr. DiNatale and Mr. Mountain briefly continue to discuss the location of the vacuum stalls as
well as vehicle circulation onsite. Mr. DiNatale asks board engineer Mr. Dezzi if there is adequate
space in the lane for cars to turn out of the parking stalls to exit the site. Mr. Dezzi states that the
lane is tighter than normal being 9 ft wide and he asks the applicant if cars could drive straight to
the vacuum stalls without getting a wash. Mr. Mountain states that cars do have access to the
stalls even if they have not gotten a carwash. Mr. Dezzi asks what would stop a non-customer
from using the vacuum stalls. Mr. Mountain states that one of the onsite staff would stop such
visitors. Regarding queuing, Mr. Dezzi asks what would occur if a car went through the tunnel and
the queue was long enough to prevent them from entering the lane to access the vacuum stalls.
Mr. Mountain explains that there likely would not be a chance for such a backup with the rate that
cars get through the wash, and past the gate there is room for additional queuing of approximately
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6 cars. He adds that this is the current setup at the carwash. Mr. Dezzi asks Mr. Mountain for
testimony about vehicles exiting the vacuum stalls to leave and the potential for collisions with
other cars while doing a k-turn to pull out of the site. Mr. Mountain states that the onsite concierge
staff would help direct traffic onsite to prevent such collisions from occurring. Mr. Delduca asks if
any such collisions have occurred to date at the site. Mr. Mountain adds that such collisions have
not occurred currently at the site. Mr. DiNatale states that just because collisions have not
occurred at present on the site does not mean that they can’t occur. Mr. Delduca agrees and
explains that he was seeking information from the applicant on whether such occurrences were
an issue at the property at present. Mr. Mountain confirms they are not. Mr. Delduca asks Mr.
Mountain if the addition of the proposed express pay lane will also reduce car stacking as well.
Mr. Mountain confirms this. Mr. DiNatale expresses concerns about the layout of the lanes with
cars being able to drive straight to the vacuum stalls without having purchased a wash. Mr.
Mountain explains that they can have cones placed to prevent vehicles from immediately driving
to the vacuums. Mr. Dezzi notes that having cones placed out would just be a temporary control
measure as opposed to a hard control measure. Mr. DiNatale and Mr. Mountain briefly continue
to discuss vehicle circulation and safety issues pertaining to pulling out of the parking stalls with
vehicle queues going into the carwash. Mr. Dezzi explains that from the back of the parking stall to
the curb edge is approximately 25 ft, which is a normal two-way traffic space, but with a carin the
queue stopped and waiting and a vehicle backing out, there may be insufficient room to make the
movement. Mr. Delduca replies that cars in the parking spaces may have to wait. Regarding safe
vehicle circulation, Mr. Schallenhammer asks if speed bumps could be added to the entrance
lane to slow down inbound traffic. Mr. Nicini asks if there are other Russell Speeder’s carwash
locations with the same current proposed circulation design. Mr. Mountain states that they have
90 other locations with the same or very similar design. Mr. Delduca asks Mr. Mountain what
percentage of customers use the vacuums onsite. Mr. Mountain states that approximately 20% of
customers use the vacuums. Mr. Delduca asks how often since the carwash has been turned into
an express wash have the existing stalls been filled up. Mr. Mountain states that they have never
had the current parking filled up, with at most 4 spots being taken at a time. Mr. Dezzi asks how
many vacuums are onsite currently. Mr. Mountain replies that they have 7 vacuums. Mr.
Mountain, Mr. Dezzi and board members continue to discuss vehicle circulation at the carwash
and potential collision issues. Mr. Ravitz states to board members that the collision issues would
likely only occur in a worst-case scenario for the site where the carwash has a full queue, which
the applicant has indicated has not happened to date. Mr. Delduca agrees. Mr. Avila explains that
in addition to the entrance and pay lane queue, there is another queue past the kiosks that allows
for additional queueing of cars before they enter the carwash.

Mr. Dezzi asks for testimony regarding employee parking and what may occur if all 5 noted
employees were to begin driving to the property as opposed to only a couple. Mr. Mountain
explains that having all employees drive to work would be very unlikely and adds that most
employees bike to work. Mr. Mountain states that they also have an agreement with the adjacent
Auto Zone for additional parking if needed. Mr. Dezzi asks if the additional possible overflow
parking from the carwash may cause issues with sufficient parking at the Autozone. Mr. Mountain
replies that this is unlikely as Autozone likely would not have agreed to share parking if the risk of
insufficient customer parking for their business had been a concern. Mr. Ravitz and Mr. Nicini
state that they have not seen the Autozone’s parking very filled up when passing by. Mr. Dezzi asks
Mr. Avila if there is an ADA accessible route for the ADA parking stall onsite. Mr. Avila confirms
they have an ADA accessible route and briefly goes through the route on the site plan. Mr. Dezzi
asks if there will be signage denoting which parking stalls are for employees and which are for
customers. Mr. Avila states that no parking stall sighage is proposed, and adds that employees
will be arriving before the carwash opens at 8AM. Mr. Dezzi asks for clarification regarding what is
shown on a sign that is displayed near the trash enclosure on the site plan. Mr. Avila responds that
he is unsure and would need to provide such information at a later time. Mr. Dezzi asks if there are
designated loading or trash pickup areas onsite. Mr. Avila states that there are no designated
loading areas proposed.

Mr. Schallenhammer makes a motion to open the meeting to the public, motion seconded by Mr.
Nicini.

Craig Pearl
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22 Golf View Dr

Mr. Pearl states that his property is to the rear of the carwash and expresses an initial concern
regarding hearing trash pickups before 6AM in the past. Mr. Schallenhammer states that any
concerns regarding disturbances from trash pickups should be relayed to the township. Mr. Ravitz
states that any noise concerns can be directed to the Township Zoning office. Mr. Pearl explains
that there have been issues previously with excessive noise from the carwash’s PA system. Mr.
Delduca explains that there is an onsite PA system used by the carwash to give customers
instructions and direct them into the tunnel, however the speakers can be reoriented away from
neighbors and the volume lowered to address Mr. Pearl’s concerns. He states that he will also
give the contact information of the onsite carwash staff to Mr. Pearl for any further concerns. Mr.
Delduca adds that there is a township noise ordinance that must be adhered to and if there are
any noise issues Mr. Pearl can contact the carwash staff or report disturbances. Mr. Pearl, Mr.
Schallenhammer and Mr. Ravitz briefly discuss noise from trash pickups and the applicant’s trash
pickup vendor. Mr. Ravitz states that it will be the applicant’s responsibility to ensure the trash
pickup vendor adheres to township requirements for trash pickup times. Mr. Pearl expresses
concerns regarding noise from the proposed 7 vacuum stalls and asks if there is a centralized
power source for them. Mr. Delduca states that testimony was provided earlier confirming that
there will be an indoor centralized power source. Mr. Pearl and Mr. Mountain briefly discuss the
operation method of the vacuums. Mr. Pearl states that in the rear of the site, there are some
trees present but no specific sound barrier, and he begins covering various potential measures for
adding a sound barrier. Mr. DiNatale asks Mr. Pearlif he has experienced noise issues from the
site more recently or in the past when the carwash was under different management. Mr. Pearl
states that he experienced the greatest noise disturbance from the rear of the site from staff
members congregating in the rear when it was still managed by the Ritz. Mr. Pearl asks how long
the current staff has operated the carwash in its present state. Mr. Mountain explains that they
have been operating and rebranded the site in the last three weeks. Mr. DiNatale asks Mr. Dezzi if
the applicant will be adding anything to the rear where the trees currently act as a buffer between
the carwash and residential property. Mr. Dezzi replies that the applicant currently has not
proposed any additional buffer in the rear of the site. Mr. Ravitz asks if there is anything in the rear
of the site that may cause noise disturbance to neighbors. Mr. Delduca explains that the site has
become quieter, especially since Russell Speeders began operation and he notes that there are
no tables or any other spaces in the rear where employees would be able to congregate. Mr.
Ravitz asks if additional trees could be added to supplement the existing trees for further buffer in
the rear. Mr. Delduca states that currently there are roughly 20 trees in the rear buffer but if there
are any gaps they can supplement the buffer with additional trees. Mr. Pearl states that any
additional trees planted in the buffer should be maintained. Mr. Dezzi states that the trees would
be on a bond. Mr. Ravitz states that if there are any issues with noise from the property, neighbors
should contact the carwash staff onsite first, and if issues persist, they can contact the township.

Seeing no further public testimony, Mr. Nicni makes a motion to close the public portion,
seconded by Mr. Rashatwar.

Mr. Norman outlines the conditions of approval for the Russell Speeder’s Carwash Minor Site Plan
application for 401 Berlin Rd:

1. Applicant agrees to comply with the board engineer’s review letter dated April 16, 2026

2. Applicant agrees to have trash and recycling pickup occur only after 7AM

3. The onsite electronic changeable copy sign shall be limited to only onsite messaging, no
off-site business advertising and shall display only time, temperature and date after
business hours

4. Applicant agrees to have traffic circulation monitored by onsite concierge staff

Applicant agrees to have the speakers of the onsite PA system reoriented away from

neighboring properties and the volume reduced

6. Applicant agrees to coordinate with the board engineer’s office for planting additional trees
in gaps in the property’s rear buffer

o

Mr. Nicini makes a motion to approve the Minor Site Plan application as outlined by Mr. Norman,
seconded by Mr. Rashatwar. Motion carries by the following Roll Call Vote:
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AYES: Mr. DiNatale, Mr. Vandegrift, Mr. Nicini, Mr. Rashatwar, Mr. Ravitz, Mr. Schallenhammer
NAYES: None
ABSTAIN: None

MEMORIALIZATION OF RESOLUTIONS

Redevelopment Plan
Portion of Block 198, Lot 7 (Area Behind AMC Theatre)
Resolution of Approval

Mr. Rashatwar makes a motion to approve the resolution, seconded by Mr. Nicini. Motion carries
by the following Roll Call Vote:

AYES: Mr. DiNatale, Mr. Vandegrift, Mr. Nicini, Mr. Rashatwar, Mr. Ravitz, Mr. Schallenhammer
NAYES: None
ABSTAIN: None

PC#26-007

Brandywine Mainstreet LLC

Extension of Approvals — Apartments
Mainstreet

Block 207, Lots 4, 4.08, 4.09, 4.24, & 4.25
Resolution of Approval

Mr. Schallenhammer makes a motion to approve the resolution, seconded by Mr. Rashatwar.
Motion carries by the following Roll Call Vote:

AYES: Mr. Vandegrift, Mr. Rashatwar, Mr. Schallenhammer
NAYES: None
ABSTAIN: Mr. DiNatale (Recuse), Mr. Nicini (Recuse), Mr. Ravitz (Recuse)

PC#26-008

Brandywine Mainstreet LLC
Extension of Approvals — Parking Lot
Mainstreet

Block 207, Lot 4.25

Resolution of Approval

Mr. Rashatwar makes a motion to approve the resolution, seconded by Mr. Vandegrift. Motion
carries by the following Roll Call Vote:

AYES: Mr. Vandegrift, Mr. Rashatwar, Mr. Schallenhammer
NAYES: None
ABSTAIN: Mr. DiNatale (Recuse), Mr. Nicini (Recuse), Mr. Ravitz (Recuse)

PC#26-005

Drake Voorhees, LLC

Preliminary & Final Major Site Plan
73 Route 73

Block 272, Lot 4

Resolution of Approval

Mr. DiNatale makes a motion to approve the resolution, seconded by Mr. Nicini. Motion carries by
the following Roll Call Vote:

AYES: Mr. DiNatale, Mr. Vandegrift, Mr. Nicini, Mr. Schallenhammer
NAYES: None
ABSTAIN: Mr. Rashatwar (Recuse), Mr. Ravitz (Recuse)
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Mr. Vandegrift and board members briefly discuss timelines for receiving minutes and other
meeting materials for board meetings. Board secretary Mr. Thapa states that emails can be sent
out notifying members when packets can be picked up from the township offices.

Seeing no further business, Mr. Nicini makes a motion to adjourn the meeting, seconded by Mr.
Vandegrift. Motion carries by the assenting voice vote of all present members. Mr.
Schallenhammer adjourns the meeting.

Rashane Thapa

Voorhees Township Planning Board Secretary

Minutes prepared by Rashane Thapa. The minutes are intended to reflect the basic comments and action. Verbatim
transcripts of all electronic recordings can be available upon proper request and payment



