
 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS – Commissioner’s Meeting – July 15, 2014 
 

The meeting was called to order at 7:30 p.m. in Room 102 of the Borough Hall.  The 

announcement of Public Meetings was read by Commissioner Kasko.  After the Pledge 

of Allegiance and a moment of silence, roll call was taken.  Commissioner Kasko, 

Commissioner Moscatelli and Commissioner Rochford were present along with the 

Borough Administrator, the Borough Solicitor and the Borough Clerk. 

 

Resolution 2014-07-15-124 was introduced authorizing the appointment of a new 

member into Haddon Fire Company No. 1.  Chief Joe Riggs briefly spoke and then 

asked Brian Poliafico to present Connor Smith to the Commissioners.  Commissioner 

Rochford then swore-in Mr. Smith as a new member of Haddon Fire Company No. 1. 

 

Ordinance 2014-09 was introduced for second reading, which creates a Senior Citizens 

Commission.  Commissioner Moscatelli opened the Public Hearing and explained the 

ordinance, specifically noting that this creates a Board of Trustees.  Basically the existing 

advisory committee with work through them.  This will provide more control of their 

budget and the functions.  As there were no further questions Commissioner Kasko 

made a motion to close the Public Hearing and adopt the ordinance.  Commissioner 

Moscatelli seconded the motion.  The Commissioners then voted unanimously on the 

motion. 

 

After Ordinance 2014-12 was introduced, which amends the Shade Tree Commission 

Ordinance, Commissioner Moscatelli briefly explained the ordinance and then opened 

the public hearing.  He noted that this amendment is to combine two current 

ordinances, the current Chapter 56 and Chapter 224 entitled Trees.  Additionally, 

language is brought in from the State Statutes to better define the fines, aw well as 

creates an escrow fund.  Commissioner Kasko stated that this is a good step forward 

because it clarifies the role of the Shade Tree Commission.  He also noted that there are 

more boards and commission ordinances to be updated and clarified. 

 

Mark Rusc, Potter Street, asked how a resident knows if they have a borough tree or 

not.  He does not want to be fined for something he planted.  Commissioner Moscatelli 

replied that if it is planted on Borough property then it is the Borough's.  We maintain the 

trees, through our employees and the Shade Tree Commission's (STC) Branch Managers.  

Robin Potter, the STC Chairperson, noted that generally the park strip is a good marker 

as to whether a tree is the Borough's or the resident's.  Although, sometimes the right-of-

way goes further into the yard.  Mr. Rusc stated that to fine someone for something they 

have planted is wrong.  Ms. Potter replied that if a resident is unsure of their property line 

they can check with the Borough.  She further stated that the STC has been responsible 

lately for moving mulch that is placed too deep around trees in the right-of-way for the 

health of the trees.  It is the goal of the STC to work with the residents. 

 

Anne Hearing, Walnut Street, stated that there needs to be additional clarity in this 

ordinance regarding the number of voting members, the number Alternates, and 

whether a quorum is required.  Ms. Potter replied that a quorum of the voting members 

is required, which is regulated by the State Statute.  The Borough Solicitor stated that as 



 

 

there is a State Statute guiding the requirements of the STC, that specific information 

does not need to be incorporated into this ordinance; whereas, with the Senior Citizens 

Commissioner ordinance there is no State Statute and those detail therefore need to be 

spelled out.  Ms. Hearing stated that she feels this information should be included in this 

ordinance also. 

 

Carl Rittenhouser, Avondale Avenue, stated that he is unable to get homeowner's 

insurance because there is no curb and the sidewalk is raised.  He asked whose 

responsibility it is to maintain these items.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that the 

Borough ordinances state it is the homeowner's responsibility.  The Borough Solicitor 

stated that this has been the policy for approximately the last 100 years.  The Borough 

only installs these items in certain projects.  Mr. Rittenhouser asked if he could sue the 

Borough if his home burns down.  Commissioner Moscatelli reiterated that it is the 

homeowner's responsibility to maintain the curbing and sidewalks in front of their 

property. 

 

Darleen Kelly, Mt. Vernon Avenue, asked for more information about the fines.  

Commissioner Moscatelli replied that basically it is $27 per square inch of tree, per the 

State Statute.  Commissioner Kasko clarified that it is up to $27 per square inch.  The 

Borough Solicitor added that the Courts can fine someone up $1,500 in addition to that.  

Commissioner Moscatelli stated that the Borough does not want resident removing 

Borough trees. 

 

Susan Hoch, Coles Mill Road, asked for confirmation that the islands to be installed on 

Grove Street will be the Borough's property.  Commissioner Kasko replied that they 

would be the County's property because it is a County road, but the Borough would 

maintain them.  He further noted that the circle in front of the Acme is maintained by 

the Rotary Club through an agreement.  Ms. Hoch showed the Commissioners pictures 

of various areas within the Borough where the plantings in the islands have not been 

maintained. 

 

Margie Kanupke, Estaugh Avenue, talked about the section regarding tree 

replacement assessments [56-10(B)] and questioned if it was possible to create a fund 

regarding trees on private property to be moved/replaced due to construction on the 

site.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that the Borough cannot fine anyone for private 

trees.  He did note that there is a requirement in the Land Development Ordinance for 

landscaping and trees on construction sites, though.  Ms. Kanupke stated that it was 

sad to see that there is no way to stop people from cutting on the trees down on their 

properties.  Commissioner Moscatelli noted that the Commissioners can consider that 

for this ordinance as the State Statute does allow for the regulation of such, but it is 

controversial.  Additionally, the question of how to enforce such an ordinance and 

regulate private property issues would be difficult. 

 

Joe Haro, Haddonfield Commons, referenced Section 56-5(f) which gives the STC the 

power to "remove or require the removal of any private tree, or party thereof, whose 

condition represents a danger to the public health and safety", and asked who 

determines the danger and who pays the costs.  The Borough Solicitor replied that 

Section 56-6 identifies the procedures for hazardous trees on private property. 



 

 

 

Maryanne Shay, Maple Avenue, noted that per the Public Works Foreman there is a 

formula that is followed to determine if a tree, which is partially on the Borough's right-

of-way and partially on the resident's property, is considered a Borough tree or a private 

tree.  She asked if this formula could be added to the ordinance.  Ms. Potter noted that 

the formula is in the State Forestry Guidelines.  She can have that added to the STC 

page on the website.  Ms. Shay then asked what the penalty would be for removing a 

fence to protect a tree from damage during construction on multiple dates.  Is each 

date that the fence is removed, or down, considered a separate fine?  The Borough 

Solicitor replied that the Judge determines the fines; which are assessed upon 

conviction.  Commissioner Kasko clarified that what Ms. Shay is referencing covered in 

the Land Development Ordinance, and would not be a part of this ordinance.  Ms. 

Potter followed up by asking that she be notified when there is a problem. 

 

Walter Weidenbacher, Centre Street, asked why it is specified exactly how to 

determine or define where a tree is located, either public or private.  Commissioner 

Kasko reviewed the ordinance in general terms and stated that it is hard to determine 

because of different widths of the right-of-ways per street.  Ms. Potter noted that, 

additionally, trees are not always circular.  Mr. Weidnebacher stated that he felt this 

formula should be in the ordinance.  The Borough Solicitor reviewed the standards of 

how to determine where a tree is located.  Mr. Weidenbacher then asked why it was 

not in the ordinance.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that the best we could do in 

including something in the ordinances would be to have something like "if the tree 

straddles the property line, to the best of our ability we will determine the ownership." 

 

Ms. Hoch stated that this issue has come up on several occasions that she is aware of 

and it should be clarified.  The impression that is given is that it becomes the 

homeowner’s problem.  Commissioner Moscatelli stated that the STC is going to address 

this issue and put information up on the website about it. 

 

As there were no further questions the Commissioner Kasko made a motion to close the 

public hearing and adopt the ordinance.  Commissioner Rochford seconded the 

motion, which was approved unanimously. 

 

Commissioner Kasko, before the next ordinance was introduced, presented Mark 

Swanson, the retiring editor of The Retrospect, a proclamation thanking him for his 20+ 

years serving the local communities through his work on The Retrospect. 

 

Once Ordinance 2014-14 was introduced for second reading, which authorized the 

Borough to put a referendum question on the November General Election Ballot asking 

the residents to approve or disapprove the sale of the Borough's utility, Commissioner 

Kasko brief explained the ordinance.  Commissioner Moscatelli stated that all this does it 

put the question on the ballot. 

 

Mr. Rusc asked if the proposal was available for review.  Commissioner Moscatelli 

replied that there are a large quantity of pages, from the actual Request for Proposal, 

the three responses received, as well as a host of additional material is available online.  

He further commented on the tentative timeline should the referendum pass the NJ 



 

 

American Water be awarded the sale.  Mr. Rusc noted that as a result the Borough 

facilities would need to have meters installed.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that 

they would, but that as long as we did not increase our usage there would be no bill; 

only the additional use will be billed. 

 

Mr. Weidenbacher asked for clarification on the name of the ordinance "Privatization 

Ordinance Approving Sale."  He wanted confirmation that this was just allowing the 

ballot question.  Commissioner Kasko replied affirmatively. 

 

Melany Bowers, West End Avenue, asked for what items the Borough is in debt for.  

Commissioner Moscatelli replied that until 2003 the Borough hadn't put much money 

into the infrastructure.  He further noted that the Borough cannot continue running the 

utility system the way we have.  In moving forward we need to fix this system, which is 

going to be expensive.  He then briefly reviewed the talking points that he had 

presented at the special Commissioner Meeting held June 25, 2014.  Ms. Bowers then 

asked what would happen to the property that NJ American Water did not need for 

the system.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that the Borough has to look at what to do 

with that property.  The biggest reason, in his opinion, to move forward with the sale is 

because NJ American Water is a professional operator of such systems and can 

provide better stewardship that the Borough has is the past.  It is believed that the 

Borough would have to pay more to keep this utility public, but that is for the residents 

to decide.  Commissioner Kasko stated that we don't want to sell, but that for all the 

reasons already provided it is the best way to do what is best for our residents.  NJ 

American Water is better equipped to handle the issues with this system. 

 

Jack Tarditi, Washington Street resident, member of the Citizen Advisory Committee 

and a former Mayor of Haddonfield, complimented the Commissioners for the work 

done on this topic.  It is his opinion that we need to look at whether or not government 

should be in charge of everything.  We have learned that private companies can 

sometimes do things better.  He noted that the Borough does not own the water, nor 

are they completely independent as they have to purchase a certain amount already 

from NJ American Water.  Although he hates the idea of giving up control of an asset 

to the Borough, he feels that in the long run this is beneficial to all.  He finished by stating 

the residents will decide what is done at the November Election.  He feels this is a good 

economic decision, which the task force recommends. 

 

Mr. Weidenbacher commented that we are only deciding whether or not this will go on 

the ballot, not discussing the pros and cons at this time.  Commissioner Moscatelli stated 

that there will be at least 3 public meetings on this topic: one on a week day during the 

day, one on a weekend day and one in the evening.  This allows for everyone to have 

an opportunity to attend at least one meeting. 

 

Ms. Hoch asked how the Borough got into such a high debt with the Borough at roughly 

$26 million and the Board of Education also at $26 million.  Where did all this money go?  

Commissioner Kasko replied that numerous streets have been repaved.  Additionally, 

he pointed out that the Borough's Annual Audit Reports detail where this money was 

spent.  Ms. Hoch asked how the Borough would keep from future debts.  Commissioner 

Kasko replied that we are not, that this is how we have to do this.  Commissioner 



 

 

Moscatelli stated that the running up of debt was from not fixing what needed to be 

done.  We are trying to balance those needs with those of our residents.  He stated that 

we have to deal with what we've got at this time.  Additionally, if the work and 

maintenance had been done previously then the debt would have actually be higher.  

He noted that this is a national problem. 

 

Mr. Haro asked if the Commissioners could detail their discussions with neighboring 

municipalities on how they fared with NJ American Water; and are they satisfied?  

Commissioner Moscatelli replied that it has been so long since they switched over to NJ 

American Water that it was difficult to find out that information.  He did say that Mt. 

Ephraim has stated they were happy with NJ American Water. 

 

Jean Reicketer, Wayne Avenue, asked if there would be multiple connections and 

sources of water.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that there would be.  She then asked 

what the source of water would be.  Mr. Carman, Senior Director of NJ American Water, 

stated that it would come from NJ American Water.  Ms. Reiketer asked why the 

Borough was already buying water from NJ American Water.  Commissioner Rochford 

replied that it is a State BPU requirement.  Ms. Reiketer then noted that NJ American 

Water will have to recoup the $28.5 million being offered, plus the $50 million projected 

in repair costs.  She would like to see more information about the projected $50 million 

in repair costs and noted that this is a public health issue.  Commissioner Moscatelli 

stated that a lot of the time and money expected to be put into a publicly held system 

is more expensive because typically it is emergency repairs, plus governments have to 

pay prevailing wage.  Commissioner Kasko state the NJ American Water could make 

objective decisions about the system for which they are highly qualified, whereas to 

keep it public would leave three elected politicians making the decisions. 

 

Brian Gill, Lafayette Avenue, asked if there would be employee reductions due to the 

sale.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied affirmatively.  He additionally noted that NJ 

American Water would most likely be hiring 3-4 new employees to cover the new 

service. 

 

Robin Potter, Warwick Road, noted that there are other tasks performed by the 

employees that would be laid off.  She commented that the talking points from the 

June 25th special meeting show an increase in costs to the Borough for these tasks. 

 

Emily Reuman, of Food and Water Watch, stated that the Borough would be losing a 

valuable asset.  The first time the Borough went out to bid for this utility the results were 

low.  She further stated that traditionally rates are higher when such a utility is run 

privately and asked who would go to the BPU to fight for the residents.  Commissioner 

Moscatelli replied that the Borough's rates will not be remaining low.  Ms. Reuman 

commented that many towns across the country have found the privatization has not 

worked for them and reviewed various documents with information the unions 

discussing the deterrents.  Discussions where then held regarding unions and their 

affect. 

 

Brian Kelly, Walnut Street, asked if the referendum gets voted down if NJ American 

Water could come back in and make another offer.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied 



 

 

that this offer was a result of the bid process and was solicited by the Borough.  He 

noted that since 2003 the Borough has invested $16 million in the utility infrastructure.  

Mr. Kelly noted that there are many variables to this issue.  Commissioner Moscatelli 

replied that we may not be able to completely retire the debt and pointed out that 

there is still a road program then needs to be done.  Mr. Kelly asked if the road were 

reaching the same condition as the utilities.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied 

negatively, but noted that they are a challenge. 

 

Gene Shay, Clinton Avenue, asked how we can know just how bad the pipes are.  Are 

there pictures showing this?  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that there is a Remington 

& Vernick Engineer Report, along with some pictures.  The Utility Engineer's estimate is 

conservative and is only to get the system into decent shape. 

 

Howard Bramman, Redman Avenue, asked how much water is being lost through 

leakage.  The Borough Administrator replied that the reports show the amount to be 9-

10%.  Before the new meters were installed that number was over 20%.  The State says 

that 15% is acceptable.  These numbers are for water lose, which is not necessarily only 

through leakage. 

 

Mr. Weidenbacher gave kudos for making good decisions.  He stated that he came to 

this meeting with an open mind, but is concerned when it sounds like the Borough is 

supporting NJ American Water's offer.  He would prefer that the Commissioners give the 

impression that their mind isn't set just yet. 

 

Don Goznay, Marne Avenue, is there a limit to how high the rates can be raised by NJ 

American Water once the initial period of price control has passed.  Commissioner 

Moscatelli replied that there is because the rates are set by the BPU and there are 

regulations that must be followed. 

 

Harry Night, from Collingswood and a member of Food and Water Watch, stated that 

there are ways to pass the increased expenses through rather than raising the rates.  He 

noted that trash collection is not required for life, but that water is.  He spoke of various 

issues with NJ American Water in other municipalities and noted that the loss of control 

of your water is a big issue. 

 

Ms. Reicketer, Wayne Avenue, asked if there are steps that could be done that are so 

"doom and gloom".  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that the first thing to do is spend 

more money to start getting the system into shape.  She then stated that the residents 

needed to be given realistic information.  Commissioner Moscatelli reiterated the 

information that was supplied in this June 25th talking points.  Ms. Reicketer stated that 

she would like to get more detailed information.  Commissioner Moscatelli responded 

that the Borough needs to start spending $2.7 million annually to keep this utility public.  

To go a different route we could look at going out to bid for a management 

agreement, or a lease agreement.  We need to determine the will of the people before 

we decide the next step. 

 



 

 

Ms. Hoch asked the Commissioners if any of them held stock in NJ American Water.  All 

three Commissioners replied negatively.  Commissioner Moscatelli also pointed out that 

they are file Financial Disclosure Statements with the State. 

 

Mr. Bramman asked about whether or not the infrastructure would like another 100 

years if we invested all of this money into it.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that he 

could not confirm that, but that when the Borough goes out to bond for this type of 

work it is projected that the work is good form 30 years. 

 

As there were no further questions regarding this ordinance Commissioner Kasko made 

a motion to close the public hearing and adopt the ordinance on second reading.  

Commissioner Moscatelli seconded the motion.  The Commissioners then voted 

unanimously on the motion. 

 

Ordinance 2014-13 was then introduced for second reading, which gives municipal 

consent to NJ American Water to run the utility system within the Borough of 

Haddonfield.  Commissioner Kasko opened the public hearing on the ordinance. 

 

Mr. Haro talked about the outside Counsel in attendance at this meeting for this issue 

and asked what their role was.  Ed McManimon, of McManimon, Scotland and 

Baumann, introduced himself and his company.  He explained that his firm is the Bond 

Attorney for the Borough and they have extensive knowledge and experience in the 

sale of utilities in the state.  He is to provide his advice and analysis, as well as to ensure 

that the regulations are being adhered to.  Mr. Haro if he was being paid for his 

attendance.  Mr. McManimon replied that his rate is $215 per hour plus expenses, which 

the Borough was be reimbursed for is the referendum is passed.  Commissioner Kasko 

noted that Borough goes out to bid for bond attorney services every three years. 

 

Mr. Wiedenbacher confirmed that the attorney is paid by the hour.  Mr. McManimon 

confirmed that he is.  Mr. Weidnebacher then asked why this ordinance was being 

done now because if the reference is voted down then it means nothing.  Mr. 

McManimon replied that if the referendum passes then NJ American Water can 

provide services quicker after the vote.  Mr. Wiedenbacher then stated that the only 

cost associated with this ordinance then was the attorney fees, to which mr. 

McManimon confirmed. 

 

Ms. Kanupke noted that there have been pipes under Estaugh Avenue that have 

ruptured in the last two years. 

 

As there were no further questions regarding this ordinance Commissioner Kasko made 

a motion to close the public hearing and adopt the ordinance on second reading.  

Commissioner Moscatelli seconded the motion.  The Commissioners then voted 

unanimously on the motion. 

 

Resolution 2014-07-125 was then introduced for the payment of vouchers.  Ms. Hearing 

asked what check number 29709 to Global Parking Solutions was for.  Commissioner 

Kasko replied that this was for the parking kiosks.  Ms. Hearing then asked what the 

payment was for.  The Borough Administrator replied that it was for maintenance and 



 

 

software costs.  Commissioner Kasko also noted that this was a quarterly payment.  Ms. 

Hearing then noted check number 239713 for a Medicare reimbursement to Ms. 

Colombi seemed rather high.  Commissioner Kasko replied that this is for a couple and 

not just the employee.   He noted that this is a retirement benefit that the Borough 

covers both the retired employee and the spouse.  Ms. Hearing then asked if check 

number 29751 was for the flowers on the highway.  Commissioner Kasko confirmed that 

they are for the planters and urns.  Lastly, Ms. Hearing asked about check number 

29769 to the Partnership for Haddonfield, LLC (PfH).  Commissioner Kasko explained that 

the Borough collects the taxes for the downtown and then pays them to the PFH on a 

quarterly basis.  Ms. Hearing then asked if the Craft Fair and Fine Arts Festival proceeds 

were for the Borough.   Commissioner Kasko replied the the event is sponsored by the 

PfH, therefore the proceeds go to them, which are about $30,000 - $35,000 in vendor 

space rentals. 

 

Ms. Kanupke, on check number 29709 for the kiosks, pointed out that this equals roughly 

$20,000 annually in expenses for the kiosks and asked what the revenue generated 

from them is annually.  Commissioner Kasko replied that the revenue is between 

$240,000 and $250,000 annually.  Commissioner Moscatelli also noted that the kiosks are 

less expensive in maintenance fees than individual parking meters.  Ms. Kanupke then 

asked about check number 3640 to Arcari + Iovino Architects, PC.  Commissioner Kasko 

replied that this is the architect for the Library addition.  Ms. Kanupke asked how much 

is spent on the library.  Commissioner Kasko replied noted that Ms. Kanupke is correct 

that lots of money is being spent on the library, but we are getting getting close to 

finalizing this project.  We anticipate having the bond ordinance on the books for this 

work to be done this year. 

 

Joe Haro asked if the temporary location for the library has been determined or 

finalized during the construction.  Commissioner Kasko replied that they are very close 

to finalizing that peice of the project. 

 

Ms. Hoch asked what portion of check number 29751 is for the plantings in the islands 

that have not been maintained.  Commissioner Kasko replied that all of this money is for 

the planters and urns on the highway. 

 

As there were no further questions the Commissioners voted unanimously to approve 

the resolution. 

 

Commissioner Kasko, Commissioner Moscatelli and Commissioner Rochford voted 

unanimously on the following resolutions as there were no questions asked: 

 

2014-07-15-126 Authorization to Issue Checks - Overpayment of Taxes 

2014-07-15-127 Authorization to Accept Filing of Audit Corrective Action Plan 

2014-07-15-128 Authorization to Approve General Event Permit Applications - 

Various 

 

Once Resolution 2014-07-15-129 was introduced, which authorized the award of the bid 

for the backhoe equipment, Ms. Hearing asked what this would be used for.  

Commissioner Kasko replied that the Department of Public Works (DPW) would be using 



 

 

it for various jobs where lifting and digging were required.  Ms. Hearing asked if the 

Borough could rent this out to other towns to get revenue.  Commissioner Moscatelli 

replied that we do have a general agreement with surrounding towns to share our DPW 

equipment.  As there were no further questions asked the Commissioners voted 

unanimously to approve the resolution. 

 

Commissioner Kasko, Commissioner Moscatelli and Commissioner Rochford voted 

unanimously on the following resolutions as there were no questions asked: 

 

2014-07-15-130 Authorization to Award Bid - Pot Hole Repairs #2 - Diamond 

Construction 

2014-07-15-131 Authorization to Reject Bids - Tree Removal Services #2 

 

Commissioner Kasko opened the meeting to public comments. 

 

Ms. Hoch commented that the islands on Ellis Street are disgraceful.  The Borough has 

spent a lot of money on these and the condition of the plantings and the weeds is 

disgraceful.  She also noted that there is not water there for these plants and asked the 

Commissioners to consider paving over the island on Grove Street when they are 

installed.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that there is irrigation on one of the island on 

Ellis Street, but he agreed that they do need attention.  Ms. Hoch asked if it was possible 

to remove the plants.  Commissioner Kasko replied that it will be considered. 

 

Mr. Haro commented on the condition of the speaker system in the Auditorium and 

how difficult it is to hear people up there.  He noted he had attended a recent meeting 

regarding 605 Warwick Road and it was hard to hear what people were saying.  He 

recommended that the Borough spend the money to put in a state of the art system. 

 

Ms. Hearing commented that the board members listed on the website need to be 

updated with the new members.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that we will have the 

worked on.  She also noted that information, or even a link to the Celebrations 

Association's website is not on the Borough's website and suggested that one be 

added.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that is a third party site and not necessarily 

something that we would have included on our webpage. 

 

Commissioner Rochford took a moment to commend the Celebrations Association for 

the excellent fireworks and parade that there held this year. 

 

Ms. Hearing then commented that an Enforcement Officer needs check on the 

violations within the stores downtown.  She does not feel that the borough ordinances 

are being enforced.  Commissioner Kasko replied that if they are not breaking an 

ordinance then there is nothing that we can do, although, we will certainly look into 

this.  He also noted that the businesses would strongly disagree that we don't enforce 

our ordinances.  Ms. Hearing specifically commented on issues at the Acme Markets 

where they are putting merchandise outside.  Commissioner Kasko asked her to please 

submit a list of issue to Commissioner Rochford and he can deal with them with our 

Enforcement Officer. 

 



 

 

Ms. Kanuipke made the comment that this is our only grocery store in town, so we need 

to work at keeping them in town.  She then asked for the status of the Mt. Vernon and 

Estaugh Avenues work that still needs to be done.  Commissioner Kasko replied that it is 

part of the 2014 Utility Program work that has been approved already. 

 

Mr. Weidenbacher stated that be feels the list of applicants interested in various boards 

shown online is misleading.  Commissioner Kasko noted that he is not in favor of having 

this list online. 

 

Ms. Hearing asked who the Enforcement Officer was.  Commissioner Rochford replied 

that his name is Bob Chester and he was hired approximately 1-1/2 months ago.  Ms. 

Hearing asked if there had been no one doing enforcement prior to that.  

Commissioner Kasko replied that Steve Walko can also do the enforcement work.  Ms. 

Hearing suggested transferring the enforcement and regulations to the Partnership for 

Haddonfield, LLC (PfH).  Commissioner Kasko replied that this needs to be a Borough 

employee because the citations come from the Borough.  Ms. Hearing suggested that 

the PfH could report back to the Enforcement Officer.  Commissioner Kasko stated that 

he would take this suggestion to the PfH. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

Deanna Bennett 

Borough Clerk 


