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CRANFORD — The planning
board held its second hearing
last Wednesday on Hartz Moun-
tain Industries’ proposed devel-
opment at 750 Walnut Avenue
that calls for 905 rental units.

At last week’s hearing, Hartz
Mountain Industries’ land use and
development director and assis-
tant general counsel, James
Rhatican, introduced testimony
from commercial real estate ex-
pert James McDonough and pro-
fessional architecture testimony
from Bruce E. Englebaugh, a pro-
fessional architect with Minno &
Wasko Architects and Planners.

Mr. Englebaugh stated that the
proposed development would
total 905 units spread amongst
five separate buildings. The
development’s proposed con-
struction would occur in two sepa-
rate phases. The total parking
spaces proposed after both con-
struction phases are completed
is 1,723, stated Mr. Englebaugh.

Construction is proposed to oc-
cur over seven years, stated Mr.
Rhatican. He said the construc-
tion decision was made based on
what is most “palatable” for the
township.

“If (your) intention would be to
make it palatable to the town,
there would not be two phases.
Is that something Hartz would
consider?” questioned Mayor
Thomas Hannen, Jr.

Mayor Hannen, speaking as to
what is “palatable” for the town-
ship, said perhaps a density less
than 30 units per acre would be
“palatable,” with Hartz choosing
just one construction phase ver-
sus both phases in their entirety.

Mr. Rhatican said he did not
understand the question, and
perceived the questions as being

whether both phases of construc-
tion could happen simultaneously
versus over seven years.

The five buildings’ architectural
layouts were presented under
the titles Building A, Building B,
Building C, Building D and Build-
ing E. Amongst the five build-
ings, the bedroom mix would
include 380 one-bedroom mar-
ket-rate units and 386 two-bed-
room market-rate units, stated
Mr. Englebaugh.

Amongst the five buildings, the
proposed affordable bedroom
mix includes 28 one-bedroom
units, 82 two-bedroom units and
29 three-bedroom units, he said.

Hartz Mountain will not develop
any three-bedroom market-rate
units, stated Mr. Englebaugh. He
said, currently, three-bedroom
market-rate units are not de-
sired or sought after by possible
tenants as much as one-bed-
room and two-bedroom units.

As per court-ordered afford-
able housing rules, a specific per-
centage of units must have three
bedrooms, stated Mr.
Englebaugh.

He said “Phase One” would in-
clude the construction of Build-
ings A and B. There would be 247
total units (both market-rate and
affordable units) in Building A
and 186 total units in Building B.

Buildings A and B are proposed
to have 210 one-bedroom mar-
ket-rate units and 155 two-bed-
room market-rate units, stated
Mr. Englebaugh. Both buildings
are proposed to have 14 one-
bedroom affordable units, 40
two-bedroom affordable units
and 14 three-bedroom afford-
able units.

Phase Two would include Build-
ings C, D and E, totaling 472
units developed amongst the
three buildings, stated Mr.

Englebaugh. Buildings A, B and C
are each designed at four stories
in height, he said.

Buildings C, D and E are pro-
posed to have 170 one-bedroom
market-rate units and 231 two-
bedroom market-rate units, with
an affordable bedroom mix of 14
one-bedroom units, 42 two-bed-
room units and 15 three-bed-
room units, stated Mr.
Englebaugh.

He said there would be a total
of 1,278 spaces in an enclosed
parking deck and 445 surface
spaces.

Mr. Englebaugh said the Build-
ing A garage is proposed to have
468 spaces. The Building B ga-
rage is proposed for 170 spaces.

Planning board member Chris-
topher Chapman said the archi-
tect was charged with the task to
design something that “comple-
ments the town.”

“Which ways does this (the de-
velopment) complement the
town?” Mr. Chapman questioned
Mr. Englebaugh.

Mr. Englebaugh said the devel-
opment would generate tax rev-
enue, which would be beneficial
to the township, and stated that
the development would be “nice
looking.”

Garwood Council Discusses
Hartman Park Project
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GARWOOD — Borough council
members on Tuesday discussed
two possible capital projects and
one existing financial agreement,
including a Union County Kids
Recreation Trust Fund grant fur-
ther benefiting Hartman Park,
Garwood’s financial agreement
with the Fanwood Department of
Public Works regarding street
sweeping, and repainting the
Center Street railroad underpass.

Councilman Marc Lazarow
stated that the recreation trust
fund grant will assist the bor-
ough in purchasing equipment
for two picnic areas with um-
brella-shaded tables. Addition-
ally, the grant money will be
used to acquire equipment to
install a new “functioning water
fountain,” he said.

The existing water fountain at
Hartman Park is unusable or no
longer servicing residents, Mr.
Lazarow said. He said the
project’s estimated cost would
be somewhere in the $40,000 to
$50,000 range depending on a
final cost quote.

The grant is structured to be
“matching,” meaning the bor-
ough is responsible for matching
whatever amount is granted by
the county, stated Mr. Lazarow.
He said the borough would have
to allot between $20,000 and
$25,000 to “match” half the pay-
ment of the total project cost.

“This grant application does not
commit us to spending the
money, but gives us the financial
freedom to make informed
choices that would have less fi-
nancial impact on our taxpay-
ers,” said Mr. Lazarow.

Councilwoman Ileen Cuccaro
said she was concerned with the
Hartman Park revitalization
project’s total cost. Ms. Cuccaro
said more money was being spent
after the park was “now brand

new.”
“Now you want to spend more

money,” said Councilwoman
Cuccaro, suggesting she was
blindsided by the additional work
materializing in regards to the
Hartman Park revitalization.

Councilman Richard
McCormack said he was unsure
why “shade” was now being dis-
cussed for “the first time.” Mr.
McCormack said he had to ques-
tion the project’s timeline, how
certain aspects were prioritized
and its impact on total project
cost. The annual matching grant
process allows the borough’s rec-
reational expenditures to be sub-
sidized incrementally over sev-
eral years, stated Mr. Lazarow.

Councilman Lazarow said Union
County granted the borough
$80,000 within the past year to
revitalize Hartman Park. That
grant money is being utilized to
fund new equipment purchases,
landscaping improvements and
the basketball court’s restora-
tion, stated Mr. Lazarow. The
borough received $25,000 in
grant money with no matching
clause and $55,000 in “matching
grants,” he said.

Thus far, the borough has paid
or budgeted $55,000 (separate
from grant money received) for
the Hartman Park revitalization
project. Mr. Lazarow said the
grant to assist in picnic table
purchases and water fountains
would be considered a separate
project.

Councilwoman Sara Todisco
said in previous years the bor-
ough has not applied for match-
ing grants pertaining to recre-
ation expenditures. She said the
borough did not have a vision for
how the money would be pur-
posed.

Ms. Todisco said she agrees
with seeking additional grants
because the money now has a
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Hartz Says Construction of Apts.
Could Occur Over Seven Years


