
Zoning Board of Adjustment

Regular Meeting Minutes

August 15, 2012
The Regular meeting of The Borough of Florham Park Board of Adjustment was called to order on Wednesday evening, August 15, 2012 at 7:30 p.m., in the Municipal Building, 111 Ridgedale Avenue, Florham Park, New Jersey.
Members Present:

Mr. Michael Cannilla, Chairman
Mr. Jeffrey Noss, Vice Chairman
Mr. Lambert Tamin

Mr. Russ Corrao 
Mr. Mark Iantosca

Mr. Matthew DeAngelis 
Mr. Martin Chiarolanzio (1st Alternate)

Members Absent:
Mr. James Gallina
Also Present:

Mr. Kurt Senesky, Esq., Board Attorney
Michael Sgaramella, Borough Engineer
Call to Order:

Mr. Cannilla, Chairman called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.

Statement of Adequate Notice:

Mr. Cannilla issued the following statement:

“I hereby announce and state that adequate notice of this meeting was provided by the Secretary of this Board by preparing a notice, specifying the time, date and place of this meeting; posting such notice on the bulletin of the Municipal Building; filing said notice with the Clerk of the Borough, forwarding the notice to the Florham Park Eagle, and forwarding, by mail and fax, the said notice to all persons on the request list, and that said notice will be included in the minutes of this meeting.  This action is in accordance with the N.J.S.A. 10:4-6, et sec., “Open Public Meetings Act.”

Approval of Minutes:

Approval of Minutes from the July 18 , 2012 Meeting.
Mr.  Iantosca made a motion to approve the minutes, second by Mr. Noss .

Roll Call:  On a roll call vote all members present and eligible voted to approve the minutes.

Resolution of Approval:

Mark Barros / Silvia Fernandes


Application #BOA12-7


45 Ridgedale Avenue



C Variance


Block 2605, Lot 37

Applicant is seeking approval for reconstruction/replacement of a damaged front porch.
Mr.  Iantosca made a motion to approve the resolution, second by Mr. Corrao.
Roll Call:  On a roll call vote all members present and eligible voted to approve the resolution.
C – Variance:


Marcia Chaput



Application #BOA12-8


6 Sutton Place



C Variance

Block 2305, Lot 10


Applicant is seeking approval for a pool.
Marcia Chaput was sworn by Mr. Senesky.  She stated that she moved here about one year ago and would like to install an in-ground pool.  

Mr. Senesky asked who prepared the lot coverage figures on the application.  He also asked if they accounted for all of the coverage.  
Ms. Chaput said that the surveyor from Pool Town, who is the pool company, supplied the numbers, and they have accounted for all existing coverage components, ie. walk driveway etc..  The pool dimensions are 19' x 35'.
Mr. Cannilla stated that lot coverage is a very sensitive issue in Florham Park because of the affect it has on drainage.  All storm water must be managed.

Mr. Cannilla also said the he can see from the survey that there is a municipal drainage area in the rear of her property which is a benefit, but can, at times, be overwhelmed.
He asked if there are any drywells planned and Ms. Chaput stated there is not.

Mr. Senesky confirmed that the sidewalk around the pool is the standard three feet to support the pool.

There is also an 8 foot patio area in front of the pool.
Mike Sgaramella said that he looked at the plans and typically the walkway area is sloped away.  He recommended that a French drain system be installed to insure the run-off does not affect the neighbor's property.  He said that there is a drainage system in the 15 foot municipal utility easement in the rear of the property that a French drain can be piped into but would need to coordinate that with the neighbor.
Mr. Sgaramella stated that there is no drywell requirement for improved coverage; only building coverage.

Mr. Cannilla asked Ms. Chaput about the shed in the rear of the yard.  He asked if it was necessary to her, or can she live without it.  He stated that if it was removed, it would reduce the amount of coverage relief that is being sought from 4% to 2%.
Ms. Chaput said that the shed is a beautiful custom-made shed that was built by the previous owner, who was a contractor.  She uses the shed and would like to keep the shed.
Mr. Sgaramella asked if she has a place for pool equipment and Mrs. Chaput stated that she intended to use the shed.

Jeff Noss stated that the coverage would be 32.16% without the shed. 

Ms. Chaput asked why decks account as 100% coverage, even though they are partial.

Mr. Cannilla said that it is too cumbersome to differentiate between the different products and just too difficult to manage so they do not make a distinction between improved and impervious coverage.
Mr. Noss asked if there was a fence to be installed and Ms. Chaput said that a 54" pool compliant iron style fence is planned.  They will install it to be self-closing.
Matt DeAngelis asked if the plan involved tree removal and Ms. Chaput stated that there are no plans to remove trees except for three old arborvitae shrubs that she  will add bushes to.

Mr. Senesky recommended that the drainage be directed to the drains in the right side of the rear easement since it is not on the neighbor's property but on the property line.
Mr. Noss asked if a slide was to be installed and Mrs. Chaput said no.

Mr. Cannilla stated that the resolution should offer no comment or ruling about the shed on the property which does not appear to be 10 feet off of the property line as required.  

Mr. Cannilla opened the meeting to the public.  Seeing no questions or comments, he closed the meeting to the public. 

Ms. Chaput agreed to install the French drain as recommended to manage any run-off.

Mr. Senesky stated that the pool itself will also hold a lot of run-off as opposed to other improvements.
Mr. Cannilla said that it is also a benefit to storm water management.  
Mr. Noss asked about the waterfall and Mrs. Chaput said it was a very small water filtered system.

Mrs. Chaput appreciates the Board's concern with storm water management since she lived in Chatham near the Great Swamp and  her property was very wet.

Mr. Cannilla called for a motion.

Mr. Noss made a motion to approve the application subject to the installation of a French drain system,  second by Mr. Tamin.
Roll Call:  On a roll call vote all members present and eligible voted to approve the application.
C – Variance:
Ami & Danuta Tureczek


Application #BOA12-9
30 Beechwood Road



C Variance

Block 4003, Lot 7

Applicant is seeking approval for an addition.

Mr. and Mrs. Tureczek were sworn in by Mr. Senesky.

Their architect, Douglas Asral, was also sworn in.

Mr. Tureczek said that they are a family of 5 who live in a small Beechwood Road home.  They would like to expand the kitchen area and are looking to construct an 8 X 12 addition.  This would be accomplished by taking 1/2 of the area that an existing deck is now located.

There would be no change in improved coverage, only an increase in building coverage.
The architect, Doug Asral, initially confirmed that the 8 X 12 foot addition request was a final number.
Mr. Cannilla asked if it included the roof overhangs on the front and rear of the home.  Building coverage must include all roof overhangs to the fascia line.
Mr. Asral checked the drawings and then stated that the numbers in the application are incorrect as they did not include the overhangs.  This accounts for a difference of 76 square feet of building coverage.

The numbers were re-calculated and the application must be amended to include the following information:

The size of the addition will be 8 X 13 feet.  

The existing home is 1376 square feet.

The proposed addition will result in a total of 1472 square feet.
Mr. Cannilla asked Mr. Asral to submit the amended application page for the file.

Kurt Senesky stated that the side yard setback is the same and Mr. Asral confirmed that fact.
Doug Asral said that the home is consistent with other homes in the neighborhood, although some homes are within the setback.

Mr. Noss verified that the addition will be vinyl sided to match the existing siding and the owners confirmed that.

Mr. Cannilla asked if the front porch has a roof.  

Mr. Asral stated that it did not have a roof.

Mr. Tamin asked if there was any deck space left, and if they had any future plans of adding a larger deck area.

Mrs. Tureczek stated that there would be a small landing left, and have no plans to enlarge the deck at any time.

Mr. Cannilla confirmed with Mr. Asral and the homeowners that the maximum building coverage will be 1472 square feet (20.63% of the property).  The overhangs are 12 " wide.
Mr. Noss stated that the request is reasonable and necessary for a family of five and Mr. Cannilla agreed since the lot sizes are small.

Mr. Cannilla opened the meeting to the public.  Seeing no questions or comments, he closed the meeting to the public and called for a motion.

Mr. Tamin made a motion to approve the application, second by Mr. Chiarolanzio.
Roll Call:  On a roll call vote all members present and eligible voted to approve the application.
D - Variance


Green Vanderbilt Co.


Application #BOA12-10

4 Vreeland Road



Use Variance


Block 303, Lot 10

Applicant is seeking approval for a warehouse.  They are first requesting a zoning interpretation.
Cheryl Erghott, Esq. from Burns and Schaffer represented the applicant.  She stated that they will do 2 presentations; one on the interpretation of the affect of the prior use variance granted in 1986 and then alternatively,  a use variance for warehouse use of a portion of the building space.
She verified that everyone received all of the documents pertinent to the application.

The applicant's planner, Michael Tobia, was sworn in and accepted as an expert.

Also present was Chuck Stewart, the engineer for Green Vanderbilt, Marty Heller who is the owner of the property, and Jeff Rosen, president of Green Vanderbilt and Michelle Feigelis, the architect for Green Vanderbilt.

Mr. Cannilla reminded the applicant that the Borough Planner, Robert Michaels could not be present tonight. The Board would need to evaluate the testimony on their own to the extent that we can.
Michael Tobia gave an overview of the property.
The building was first constructed in 1980 by Heller Industries.  An addition was built in 1986.  The building is 69,500 sq. feet in total. 
A-1 - picture of building taken on August 7, 2012 from the front of the street
Mr. Tobia stated that nothing is changing on the outside of the building, other than the sign which will be re-worded to include "Green Vanderbilt" as a tenant.

A-2 - picture of the side of the building (L-shaped) where Green Vanderbilt will lease

A-3 - picture of the northeast side of building (2 loading docks)

Mr. Tobia stated that the applicant will use 5 trucks per day that are 45' to 53' in size.
Mr. Tobia said that the inside of the building is mostly fitted for warehouse space.  There is 4700 square feet of office space and nearly 20,000 square feet of warehouse space.  The ceilings are 25 feet high.



A-4 - picture of the building interior (warehouse space)
Improvements to the building will include carpeting and paint on the walls.
The last tenant was Q-Logistics who used the space for warehousing.

The number of employees is anticipated at 3-5, plus the president, Jeff Rosen, who will be on site several days per week.
Mr. Tobia explained that Green Vanderbilt is an import/export business.  The nature of the business is warehousing and re-packing, storage, redistributing. 

There would be essentially 2 types of materials that would be handled:

First material:

 70% of the business is recycling post industrial plastics (PVC scraps) that will be re-packed and sent to China.

Material is baled and boxed trucked to the warehouse. The boxed plastic material will be broken down, sorted, and then re-packed and put on trucks for exportation to China.  This is the aftermarket of recycling efforts.  
It leaves the site as raw material and shipped to China where it is converted into pellets and re-used.

The material is separated by types of plastics because it is shipped to different destinations. There is no manufacturing involved.

 Second material:
Green Vanderbilt also imports construction material such as glass tile, stone tile, flooring, and carpet tile.

This is also boxed and baled, get broken down and re-distributed.

They may have a compactor on site if a bale becomes broken.
The orders are taken electronically and there no retail on property.
They will have 2 forklifts on the property.

Mr. Tobia said  that the building also houses " Imagine That" discovery museum.  
What is being requested is the majority of the remaining 29,000 square feet that would be used for warehousing. This remaining space  has been empty for 2 years, and there has been no interest shown for office or manufacturing usage.

The space has never been used for office or manufacturing and the last tenant was Q-Logistics which was a pharmaceutical sample warehouse.

There is still 5,000 square feet available for lease in addition to the application request.

The warehouse is located in the C-1 zone which permits office space, labs, and light manufacturing.

Interpretation:
In 1986, a use variance was granted for this location for Comet Messenger & Delivery to use the space for warehousing and storage.   They left in 1996.  
The space was then occupied by Carpet & Wood Gallery via a site plan waiver for warehouse space and storage.
In 2002, Siemans Fire Safety leased the space. 
Then in 2006, Q-Logistics leased the space, describing the use as repacking, redistributing and shipping of  material which is the same as what Green Vanderbilt wants to use the space for.  
Both applicants were approved by the Planning Board via site plan waiver.
Mr. Tobia, Ms. Erghott and Brian Burns feel that this applicant and future warehouse tenants should be treated the same way the previous three tenant have been handled; that is by a site plan waiver. They believe that it should be a site plan waiver application since warehousing was previously approved, and the variance runs with the land.
Mr. Tobia stated that the question of warehousing was asked and answered was in 1986 when the use variance was granted for warehousing as an appropriate use.  It meets the particular suitability test;  having high ceilings, clear spans and an industrial park location.
They again stated that this variance for warehouse use should run with the land.  The Planning Board viewed it that way on three separate occasions when they did not require the last 3 tenants to obtain a use variance; rather a site plan waiver.  There has been a continuous pattern of warehouse use.

Mr. Tobia  commented on  the Stop N' Shop case that Planner Robert Michaels referred to in his report.  He stated that the outcome of that case reveals the same thing:  variances relate to the physical characteristics of the property;  not what someone want to do with the property and, as a consequence, the approval should run with the property.

 In addition, the Green Vanderbilt warehouse use will not intensify over what has been done in the past.
Mr. Tobia said that Comet once had 60 employees and had 40 vans operating out of the location.  Green Vanderbilt is only using 5 tractor trailers, and 3-5 employees. Large trucks were used by other tenants as well.  It is the same use, but a different tenant.  
Mr. Tobia asked if the Board agrees with their interpretation.  If so, then we can stop and get into technical matters that are site plan oriented.   If the Board disagrees, he will present evidence and proofs  about why he thinks that a use variance is easily achievable.
Kurt Senesky acknowledged that although unusual for the Board to ask him the question,  he would like Mr. Tobia to give the Board is opinion of  Condition #2 of the 1986 Comet resolution.
Mr. Tobia read Condition #2:
"Any change in the use of building by way of a change in tenant or change in business activities by the two approved tenants, shall require approval of the Zoning Board of Adjustment or of the  Zoning Officer as the case may be."
Mr. Tobia believes the statement means that any change in use or change in tenant that deviated from a warehouse use, should come back to the Board, or if there is a change in use or change in tenant that was consistent with the permitted uses in the zone or, in his opinion, the use variance granted to Comet,  it would become an administrative function by the Zoning Officer and who then would channel it to the Planning Board for a site plan waiver request.

Mr. Cannilla stated that he does not think the Board is  ready to go on. He has specific questions about what exactly Green Vanderbilt is doing.
Mr. Sgaramella had no questions about the previous testimony.

Michael Cannilla questioned the specifics of the warehousing, adding there is a difference in that all other tenants were handling finished products.  He is not sure of what Green Vanderbilt would be bringing in.  
He thinks it may be more like a use similar to a recycling or transfer station.  You are are sorting of material by type.  Where is the material coming from?  Is it clean?
Michael Tobia stated that there is no post-consumer product that would be delivered.  Post-consumer would be recycling that residents would put to the curb for pick-up.  It ends up in huge plants where it gets sorted.

Green Vanderbilt deals with material would be brought in from industrial and commercial users.  It is already boxed and palletized.  The breaking down of this raw material has already been done elsewhere.  The compactor would be used only if a bale is broken and needs to be repackaged.
Jeffrey Rosen was sworn in. 

Jeff Rosen, President of Green Vanderbilt said that the product comes from commercial factories and distribution centers, sometimes airline companies that have recyclable materials.  There is no hazardous waste;  no environmental hazards. He has a special license and he cannot ship it out if it is not clean. He has an AQSIQ License to import clean industrial plastic materials to China.
If the incoming product is not clean, the shipment gets sent back to the seller.

Mr. Rosen stated that pre-loading pictures of the product are sent to him and he looks at these before he accepts and buys the product.  If it looks to be clean, then he buys it.  Sometimes he goes to the location and check it prior to buying.
He  said that generally, industrial and commercial plastics do not contain contaminants.  He buys from all over the country from plastic recyclers, like resin brokers. But he does not buy from county recyclers since that is post consumer.

Mr. Rosen said that post industrial means that off grade pellets, plastic drippings.

Mr. Rosen stated that he typically buys 50-60 different types of industrial plastics.  He holds the product until he has a sufficient amount of product and a buyer in China.

Jeff Noss asked where Mr. Rosen is currently operating.  

Mr. Rosen stated that he uses 3 public warehousing facilities in Dayton and Hillsborough, NJ  which are used for storage by various tenants.
Mr. Noss asked if there are restrictions in these warehouses.
Mr. Rosen said yes, there are restrictions because many products must be stored separately such as dry goods, food, hazardous materials.   

Mr. Rosen said that he now needs a warehouse dedicated to his business.
He explained that the product leaves the warehouse and is trucked to an export container to be shipped out, primarily to China.

Mr. Cannilla: Do you have a list of clients?

Mr. Rosen said that yes, but he would not release the list.
Attorney Cheryl Erghott asked Mr. Rosen to describe the product and he said it is comprised of off-grade(color) plastic pellets, plastic drippings and re-grinds from a processor who has already broken the plastic into tiny pieces.
Mr. Noss verified that it then gets shipped to China where it is  made into other products.
Mark Iantosca asked how long the business has been in operation and Mr. Rosen stated 9 years.

Jeff Noss asked how large the pieces are.

Mr. Rosen said that they are 4'x4' square and 5 feet high or under so that they are able to fit into a gaylord container (big square carton), be handled by a fork lift, and fit into container for exportation.
Michael Cannilla again asked where the product is coming from.  Is it waste product or residual product?
Mr. Rosen said that they come from a registered recycler, but he does not buy from a sanitation company. 
Ms. Erghott asked what Mr. Cannilla is thinking in the worst case scenario.
Mr. Cannilla asked what would happen if he received hazardous waste and you needed to get rid of it.
Mr. Rosen reminded the Board that he only buys from registered recyclers that are licensed from State. He only accepts clean, industrial plastic.

Mr. Rosen said he is also a licensed CPA, and yes, people do crazy things in any business, , but when it happens, he deals with it legally.

Mr. Cannilla said he is concerned because he has little kids in next door (Imagine That).
Mr. Chiarolanzio asked if the building is sprinklered properly.
Ms. Erghott replied that it will be discussed later in testimony.

Mr. Rosen said he does not know how else to explain  this.  He said that he has an import license from China called an AQSIQ license.  Only qualified vendors are allowed to import and he has renewed this 3 times.  This license gives him approval  to only ship clean, industrial plastics to China.  He is not permitted to ship anything hazardous or contaminated.
Ms. Erghott asked Mr. Rosen who tests the products.
Mr. Rosen said that recyclers are required to test products before products leave. and there are certain standards.

Mr. Noss asked if the import license is reviewed by any N.J. State agency or federal agency such as the EPA.

Mr. Rosen said that there is always correspondence from them about not moving bad goods back and forth but there is no license review.  He also added that it is difficult to get the AQSIQ license.
Mr. Cannilla asked him if he ever had a product that he could not ship to China. 
Mr. Rosen also said that he only needed to refuse and return product twice.  Once when movie CD's were not properly destroyed, and the other was when the container was leaking water.  In that instance, the container never was brought into the warehouse, and it was sent back to be re-packed.
Ms. Erghott asked if there were warehouse pictures available because perhaps that would help the Board better understand the operation.
Regarding the interpretation explanation that Mr. Tobia presented, Mr. Cannilla does not agree that this use is the same. 

Mr. Cannilla stated that this use is different because they are not dealing with finished product to finished product.  
In addition, he is concerned because the building also houses a children's museum that was not there when Comet operated there which is a minor traffic conflict.  But he added that any traditional warehouse would be permitted there and there would be some truck traffic. Because the space is small, those concerns would be somewhat minor.
Mr. Cannilla asked if Mr. Tobia wanted then to rule on the interpretation at this point.  

Mr. Noss asked why they did not apply for a site plan waiver with the Planning Board as the previous tenants did.
Mr. Tobia responded that he had a conversation with Borough Planner Bob Michaels who said that his assessment is that the application should be use variance.
Mr. Cannilla said that if Bob Michaels says it is not the same use, then that will weigh heavily with his decision on the interpretation.

Mr. Tobia said that is why they are appearing before this Board.  
Mr. Tobia again stated that all the warehouse activities of this applicant are the same as what was done by the previous tenants.

He asked if the Board has enough information about the business so they are comfortable with what is being done on the site, the sources of the material, and the license.  If the Board is not, then more homework needs to be done by him.
His opinion is that this is a perfect fit, but he needs to be sure the Board is comfortable.

The application review memo written by Bob Michaels, who could not be present tonight, does not agree that this should be a site plan waiver, and Mr. Cannilla concurs with that opinion.

Mr. Cannilla stated that he is not yet comfortable with the business.  He again stated that he would like more information on where exactly this product is coming from.  He asked about visiting other warehouses, and if he could even get in.
Mr. Cannilla said that the PVC pipe he can understand, but only that is only a piece of the puzzle  and where are the other materials coming from.

Mr. Noss verified that there is no domestic regulation of the product going in and out.

Mr. Tobia stated that when Q-Logistics was there and moving pharmaceutical products in and out, did the Board know for certain that it was being regulated for legitimate product.  We trusted the FDA, but did you really know?
Mr. Noss said that the FDA would regulate that and he is not hearing that there is  any domestic regulation of the applicant's business, so this is not the same as Q-Logistics.
 He asked where the unsalable products go that do not meet the shipping criteria.
Mr. Rosen said that they get shipped to Pennsylvania where industrial plastics can be recycled into other products.  Very little ends up in a landfill.
Mr. Cannilla asked what would be unsalable product.  

Mr. Rosen said that different types of plastics cannot be mixed and that would be rejected from China.

Matt DeAngelis asked how the current operation works in public warehouse.  What will begin happening in this warehouse that is not happening now?
Mr. Rosen said that an inspector would go out to the public warehouses he uses and other places that the product  is located, to check and authorize the shipment.  If he had his own warehouse, the inspector could just come to that location to check the material before its shipped.  Sending these inspectors to many locations is very expensive.

Mr. Noss asked who these inspectors work for.

Mr. Rosen said they are an independent company that is  authorized by the  Chinese government to set up product inspections here in the U.S. prior to shipping.

Matt DeAngelis asked if a Chinese inspector looks to see if the product is okay to ship.  

Mr. Rosen said yes, and if the material is rejected by them, it gets sold locally, such as to a transfer station to be re-sorted.  

Mr. Noss said that it sounds like it is driven by what the clients want at the other end (China).  They are not really inspecting, but  just checking to be sure not it is not mixed with other materials.
Mr. DeAngelis confirmed that the product is not safety tested, but only checked for usability.  

Mr. Rosen said that is correct; the Chinese do not want the useless product in their landfill either.
He asked if the public warehouse has standards of what they will accept and not.  
Mr. Rosen said yes;  they only want clean industrial plastic material.
Mr. Noss asked why he needs such a big empty space of that size.
Mr. Rosen stated that he used to get one large truckload of material from a single location and then he could just send in an export container and ship it out.  Now,  because the economy is slow and there is less manufacturing, he must now consolidate material from different sources. It is too expensive to use public warehouses to do this.
None of the material is loose when it arrives.  All of it is coming in pre-packed into a gaylord containers.  

He moves a lot of material and he could have 10-15 containers of material stored at any one time.
Mr. Noss indicated that then he concerned about fire.
Mr. Rosen stated that the space can hold 40 containers, only stacking 2 gaylords high.  But the idea in his business is not to store product  in there for very long, but to keep it moving in and out.
A tall ceiling is needed in a warehouse for adequate airspace for safety reasons.

Mr. Noss then stated that the product is intrinsically unsafe if it is not stored in a proper kind of  building.
Mr. Rosen said no, there are many warehouses with plastics in it all over N.J.  It is a huge business.
Mr. DeAngelis verified that there would be 3-5 employees.  Are there any precautions necessary?
Mr. Rosen said there is no special clothing needed except for goggles and maybe gloves because they are not handling anything hazardous.  Proper training on a forklift is needed as well.  Normal safety measures according to OSHA requirements and nothing special or specific to the nature of the material.
Martin Chiarolanzio stated that he found pictures of the operation at a different location on his smart phone when he googled Green Vanderbilt company.   There are pictures of gaylord containers, plastics, pvc regrinds, and auto batteries.  This pictures would have been helpful to us.

Mr. Rosen said he does not sell auto batteries anymore;  that was years ago.
Mr. Cannilla again reiterates that he is uncomfortable with the operation.  He wants to be sure that there is no hazardous material that would be involved in this warehousing operation and this is sounding nebulous.
He is concerned that if, for example, one day China develops a market for auto battery shells, but you have to empty them out, for example, then will you be handling that in this warehouse?  We want to know exactly what you are handling.  He does not want this to be a zoning inspection issue down the line.
Kurt Senesky asked where we are going with the application and have we reached a point for an interpretation conclusion.  Are the questions equally applicable to both interpretation and use?
Mr. Tobia stated that he sees that the Board is not comfortable with the use or the interpretation.  He does not  want a ruling tonight on interpretation.
Mr. Tamin wants to know the license name and what agency in China issues it.

 Mr. Rosen said it is an AQSIQ license from China. He did not know what that stands for.  The issuing agency has a long Chinese name.
Matt DeAngelis asked if there is an equal designation that could be made for the people you get the plastic materials from.
Mr. Rosen said there was not, but he wishes there were because he would not need to pay inspectors.
Mr. Cannilla asked what other materials the business handles and will he be recycling metals at this location.
Mr. Rosen said that he will primarily handle industrial plastics at this operation.

 Eventually, he may have finished metal parts to sell  from China.
Mr. Rosen said that 97% of his business is industrial plastics and 2.7% is metals that are inspected and shipped at the supplier site;  metals are not warehoused.  He also imports construction materials.  
Mike Sgaramella asked if the building was sprinklered.  A fire sprinkler is a concern due to the storage of plastics.
Cheryl Erghott stated that construction code official Steve Jones would be responsible for those matters, and they would abide by requirements.

Ms. Erghott asked the Board what they must do to get the Board comfortable with this application.

The Board members want an interpretation of the AQSIQ license.  Where does it come from, and what is it?

Mr. Cannilla said that the license is important to Mr. Rosen because it determines what China will accept, but it may not be important to Florham Park.

Matt DeAngelis asked that in a public warehouse, are there types of materials and a list of requirements that must be met?  It would be helpful to see a set of warehouse standards that must be adhered to so we understand what we would be approving.
There were more questions about sprinkler system due to the storage of plastics and the Board would like more information on that and the ventilation system.
Mr. Rosen said the closest warehouse is in South Brunswick and there are about 30 gaylord containers stored there.  

The Board indicated that they would like to see pictures of the operation, and specifics on the materials that are involved so they get an idea of what happens.

Mr. Cannilla opened the meeting to the public.  Seeing no questions or comments, he closed the meeting to the public and called for a motion.

Mr. Noss made a motion to carry the application to the September 5, 2012 meeting second by Mr. Iantosca.
Roll Call:  On a roll call vote all members present and eligible voted to carry the application to September 5, 2012 meeting.
On a motion duly made and seconded the meeting was adjourned at 9:50p.m.
Marlene Rawson
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