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Predication;

This office recaived acomplaint from aresdent of Guittenberg, NJ. The complaint was pertaining to work being
performed on Gaaxy Towers without proper permits. The Guttenberg Congtruction Offidd wasaware of this
project and gave hisconsant onthework to bedone:

I nvedtigation:

On March 15, 2004 | visted the complainant and the Guttenberg Building Department to discuss the above
dlegations. It was explained by the complainant that the condruction of a center idand in the parking areaof the
Gdaxy Towerswas baing parformed without permits. The complainant then Sated that the mayor was questioned
if permits were needed or if permits were issued. In a letter dated February 25,2004, the Mayor of Guttenberg,
David Ddlia Donna, responded to the complainant that he had been in contact with the Condruction Offidd, Brian
Ribaro, and was asured that dl parmits and ingpections were properly issued for the Gdaxy Towers A letter
dated January 1, 2004 from Brian Ribaro dates that dl dectricd work hed permits dl other work induding
"Sdewaks qars and suchiscongdered flat work and as such doesnot requireapermit”.

During my vist to the work Ste | obsarved that the recongiruction and the inddlation of the additiond wal was
located on the roof of the mdl below. | then contacted Mr. Ribarro and informed him of my findings. Mr. Ribarro
dated that he was unaware that the work area was on the roof of the mal. Mr. Ribarro was ingructed by this
office to issue the appropriate notices in order to obtain the proper permits. Mr. Ribarro then contacted the
contractor performing thework and informed them that they nesded proper permitsfor thework on theroof of the
mad|l. The contractor told Mr. Ribarro that they did obtain the proper permits from the previous Condruction
Officd, Bob Rogers .. Mr. Ribarro researched whether permits were issued and concluded that plans for
the recongtruction of the planteriwaterproofing were submitted. To his condusion, permits were properly issued.
(Bob Rogersissued Congruction Permit number 03-103 on June 2, 2003). Mr. Ribarro then rescinded the Natice of
Vidationinorder to pay pandty for work without pamits



Not knowing if the previous congruction officia was aware that the condtruction Stewas|ocated on theroof of the
mdl, Mr. Ribarro wasingructed to obtain load caculaionsfrom aNJlicenssd enginear ensuring that theload being
imposed on the mdl roof would be adequate. These calculations were submitted to the building department on
March 29, 2003. In addition to requiring the load cdculaions Mr. Ribarro is reguiring an additiond engineers
certification upon completion of the project, Sating thet no greater load was inddled then what the cdculations
sugoested.

During the course of this investigation Mr. Ribarro had issued severd Notices and Order to Pay Pendtiesfor
work without permitsto the building and dectricd contractors

»  February 18,2004/ $2000.00.
e February 21,2004/ $2000.00
February 26,2004/ $6000.00

All work that was assessed a pendty hes submitted dl the required gpplications, plans (when required), and recaved
pamits

An accusation was made that the management of the Galaxy Towers and the previous Condruction Officia, Bob
Rogers J., had a business rdaionship, which alowed the Galaxy Towers to perform work without obtaining the
required parmits Thisinformation was submitted in avideo tgpe recording of an open public meeting regarding the
Gdaxy Towers The previous Condruction Officid, Bob Rogers J., was contacted and asked if a busness
reaionship exised between himsdf and the Gaaxy Towers, which alowed them to work without permits.
Mr. Rogers stated that he had no such rdaionship.

Condruction:

The previous Congruction Officid, Bob Rogers J., issued the permit for the Giant lanter/iwaterproofing on
June 2, 2003, 3 months and 21 days before the current Condruction Officid Brian Ribarro's employment with the
town of Guittenberg. Mr. Ribarro sated, when this office asked him whether permits were issued for work being
performed Mr. Ribarro dated thet they didnt need them for the flat work. Mr. Ribarro then looked into the
municipd file and saw permit 03-103, but didnt think that wasthe permit for thework currently being performed.
The Congtruction Permit 03-103 has written “Waterproofing”, which indicates the type of work taking place, and
on the Building Technicd section "Excavaing earth & waterproofing” was written to describe the type of work.
After Mr. Ribarro read both the permit and the Technica saction, he conduded thet there waan't any permit. Upon
further review from Mr. Ribarro he notice that the "dl "box was checked on the Plan Review section of the
Building Technicd section. Mr. Ribarro then located the plans and discovered that they were the plans for the
Congruction of the Giant Planter/ waterproofing, and permit 03-103 was the correct pamit.

Mr. Ribaro's gated in his January 1, 2004 |etter thet no permits are required for Sdewaks, dairs as such ae
congdered flat work and as such does nat reguire a permit, is a correct datement. What Mr. Ribarro faled to
recognize was thet the congtruction waslocated on theroof of themall, which then
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would require a parmit. This oversght can be contributed to the fact that Mr. Ribarro did not review the
plansor issuethe permit.

It is goparent through Mr. Ribarra's actions that he was properly enforcing the regulaions. When Mr.
Ribarro discovered, or was notified that work was taking place without permits, he issued the
goproprigieNotice of Vidaion, and then issued the gopropriate parmits

Based on the gatements and the permits issued by Bob Rogers . to the Galaxy Towers prior to the
employment of Mr. Ribarro, suggest that Mr. Rogers did not have a business rdationship with the
Gdaxy Towers management, which dlowed them to work without permits. If Mr. Rogers hed such an
arangement thefallowing permitswould never have beenissued:

e Parmit number 00-170/ October20,2000/ Edimated cost of work $172,500.00
Pamit number 01-150/ September 10,2001 / Edimated cogt of work $200,000.00

Basad on the evidence oatained during thisinvestigation, this office has conduded thet thereareno
Vidaionsof the Uniform Congtruction Code Tharefore, | recommend this case be dosad with no further

actionfromthisoffice
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