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Photo courtesy of Cranford Fire Department
HISTORY OF SERVICE...The Cranford Fire Department will commemorate
its 125th anniversary of continuous service to the township with a celebration
this Sunday, October 15, from 11 a.m. to 5 p.m., in the parking lot adjacent to fire
headquarters on Springfield Avenue. Past department personnel are shown in
this vintage photograph. See editorial on page 4.

South Ave. Redevelop. Bedroom
Layout, Parking Draws Concern
By MICHAEL BONACCORSO

Specially Written for The Westfield Leader

GARWOOD — At Tuesday
night’s borough council meeting,
Councilman Joseph Sarno ques-
tioned the finalized South Av-
enue Redevelopment (Russo II)
bedroom layout. The bedroom
layout refers to the total unit
number and their locations des-
ignated for one, two and three
bedrooms. The property has been
designated per the settlement
agreement for 52 stacked town
homes. The official layout has
not been publicly disclosed pend-
ing ongoing negotiations with
South Avenue Redevelopment,
LLC (Russo Development II).

Council President Sara Todisco
assumed Mayor Charles
Lombardo’s role for the meeting
in Mayor Lombardo’s absence.
Mayor Lombardo will be present
at the next council meeting.

“I want to talk about the bed-
room makeup of Russo. How and
when was it decided? This has
been a mystery to me until a
couple of weeks ago,” said Coun-
cilman Sarno.

Councilwoman Todisco stated
that a March 1 e-mail was dis-
tributed amongst the mayor and
council entitled, “Drawings from
Last Night.” The South Avenue
redevelopment’s bedroom lay-
out, whether conceptual or a pro-
posed finalized rendering, was
not confirmed to the public.

Borough Attorney Robert
Renaud suggested council mem-
bers, adhering to proper legal
protocol, should discuss any
pending negotiations in execu-
tive session only. Mr. Renaud
stated he is not in negotiation
oversight, but provided general
legal guidance as to how the
council should conduct on-going
redevelopment discussions,

analytics and personal infer-
ences.

“You don’t want to discuss (lay-
out or binding contractual) op-
tions in open meeting. Not a
discussion you want to have. With
negotiations going on, you would
not want to prejudice those ne-
gotiations,” said Mr. Renaud.

Councilman Sarno asked Mr.
Renaud if the borough is bound
to the financial agreement with
South Avenue Redevelopment,
LLC.

“Yes, is the answer to that. But
no particular terms,” said Mr.
Renaud.

Mr. Renaud stated that because
negotiations were removed from
his purview, his knowledge is a
bit limited on topic specifics and
how contract terms came about.
He stated there were discussions
regarding reducing total units
from 315 to 298.

“I didn’t handle those negotia-
tions,” said Mr. Renaud.

Councilman Sarno stated the
negotiations were handled by at-
torney William Northgrave.

“It’s Northgrave and if he can’t
communicate in a clear and con-
cise manner, we should stop
working with him,” said Mr.
Sarno, voicing frustration over
having minimal oversight or in-
put on the bedroom layout nego-
tiation thus far.

“Council makes ultimate deci-
sions,” said Mr. Renaud, respond-
ing to Councilwoman Ileen
Cuccaro’s questions on who is
responsible for approving the fi-
nal site plan.

Councilwoman Cuccaro stated
concerns to Mr. Renaud regard-
ing the redevelopment being
deed restricted. Ms. Cuccaro said
she wanted to know what will
happen to Garwood when the
current low-income housing re-

quirements start all over again.
Deed restrictions are rules and

regulations governing one or
more land parcels. They are writ-
ten agreements that restrict or
limit the use of activities that
take place on a property.

“Every 10 years, the borough’s
low-income housing requirement
will change or start all over again.
That’s exactly what fair housing
told me,” said Ms. Cuccaro in
commentary to The Westfield
Leader after the meeting.

Resident Bruce Paterson said
complications will arise regard-
ing the parking situation after
the South Avenue redevelopment
is erected. Mr. Paterson said
Russo Development mentioned
that finding every single car a
parking spot is not the
developer’s responsibility.

“We have to do something at
this moment before it’s too late.
The way he (Russo Development)
is acting is as if he is in control,”
said Mr. Paterson.

Mr. Paterson stated that the
borough may want to consider
eminent domain for the public
good. He advised the council to
keep on top of negotiations for
the borough’s best interests or
“maintaining control” as a bor-
ough and council.

“Eighteen municipal spots have
been set aside at this point for
parking. The parking situation is
under negotiation as well,” said
Councilwoman Todisco, acknowl-
edging a common theme regard-
ing site-plan specifics and public
discussion for the time being.

In other business, Council-
woman Cuccaro, in her laws and
licensing report, discussed a pos-
sible ordinance providing guide-
lines for addressing the Garwood
Brook rodent problem.
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Bd. Discusses Master Plan;
Hartz Still on for Oct. 18
By CHRISTINA M. HINKE

Specially Written for The Westfield Leader

CRANFORD — Hartz Mountain
Industries LLC’s application seek-
ing to rezone 750 Walnut Avenue
from commercial to residential
remains on the planning board’s
agenda for Wednesday, October
18, the board’s scribe Ruthanne
Della Sera said Wednesday at a
workshop meeting.

As of Wednesday, there has
been no word from Hartz if it is
asking to adjourn the hearing, as
it has done previously, because
Hartz has been waiting for a de-
cision by the township commit-
tee on whether to make the 30-
acre property that borders Clark
an area in need of redevelop-

ment. However, Hartz has re-
quested that the township com-
mittee delay its decision until at
least the Tuesday, October 24
committee meeting, the town-
ship committee has said.

The board spent most of the
evening discussing how to go
about updating its master plan.
The board must adopt a re-ex-
amination report of the master
plan by December 2019. Some
board members questioned
whether it should be re-exam-
ined or have a complete over-
haul.

The master plan was last
adopted in 2009. Prior to the new
master plan in 2009, the board
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