
WORK SESSION OF JULY 18, 2017 

 

The Work Session of July 18, 2017 was called to order at 3:05 p.m. in Room 201 and the 

open public notice announcement was read by the Borough Administrator.  In 

attendance were Mayor Rochford, Commissioner Kasko, and Commissioner Moscatelli, 

the Administrator, the Borough Solicitor and the Borough Clerk. 

 

The Administrator opened the public comment portion of the meeting.   

 

Susan Principato, Hickory Lane, and Julie Hughes, Colonial Ridge Drive joined the 

meeting to express their concerns regarding dogs who have attacked Ms. Hughes dog.  

Ms. Hughes stated that she is concerned about the safety of her family.  She then 

provided the Commissioners with a description of what occurred when she was walking 

her small dog in her neighborhood.  Her dog was attacked and bitten five times and 

received lacerations from a dog owned by the Taffets.  All she would like to do is live 

peacefully in her neighborhood and questioned if the Taffet’s right exceed hers.  The 

type of dogs owned by the Taffets was discussed, as well as how many are in town versus 

at their farm in Alloway Township.  Ms. Principato reviewed the history of dogs owned by 

the Taffets.  Ms. Hughes commented that there is a lot for her to learn so that she can 

outmaneuver the Taffets seven years after their issues with their dogs started.  The Borough 

Administrator reviewed the previous lawsuit and subsequent designation of their dog 

Rocky as a Potentially Dangerous Dog.  The Solicitor noted that the Borough can only do 

what the law lets us do.  He then reviewed the differences between the Vicious Dog 

classification versus the Potentially Dangerous Dog classification.  Commissioner Kasko 

asked about the possibility of adopting an Irresponsible Dog Owner ordinance in 

Haddonfield.  Ms. Hughes indicated that she was not originally advised that she could file 

for designating the dog that bit hers as either vicious or dangerous.  Ms. Principato asked 

the Commissioners what they could do about this issue.  She pointed out that there are 

currently 10 kengal dogs owned by the Taffets and asked if the Borough couldn’t limit the 

number of dogs owned.  She also questioned what would stop them from bringing all the 

dogs to their home in Haddonfield.  What about adopting an Irresponsible Dog Owner 

ordinance.  The State of Michigan has done such a statute.  She also suggested setting 

up that residents can only have a certain weight of dog per the size of their property, 

which is how Voorhees regulates the number of pets.  Mayor Rochford stated that this 

has been looked into previously and the Administrator noted that when we have 

reached out to surrounding municipalities on their ordinances limiting the number of dogs 

we have been told that they do not enforce that ordinance.  She then asked for the draft 

documents that Ms. Principato had worked on with Senator Beach regarding 

Irresponsible Dog Owner legislation.  Commissioner Kasko pointed out that civil lawsuits 

could be brought against the owner in question, which could potentially end with 

restrictions on the owner.  Ms. Hughes then commented that there are issues with the 

Taffets’ back fence being partially on her property and falling down in areas.  This causes 

her concern about the safety of her family and her dogs.  The Solicitor stated that the 

Borough cannot force a resident to put up a fence.  Discussions ensued regarding the 

number of dogs, the breed of dog, and what the Animal Control officer is allowed and 

not allowed to do.  Commissioner Kasko stated that he would like to check into what can 

be done about the number of dogs per household.  Ms. Principato asked what Ms. 

Hughes could do in the meantime.  Mayor Rochford suggested amending the complaint 



to be a more serious offense.  She then asked what could be done about the items 

owned by the Taffets that are on the Hughes’ property.  The Administrator stated that she 

has contacted the Construction Code Official to have him check out this issue.  

Commissioner Moscatelli stated that Ms. Hughes can have the items on her property 

taken away and she can have a fence put up in that area.  The use of mediation was 

mentioned as an alternative to deal with the issues where the properties meet.  Ms. 

Principato and Ms. Hughes left the meeting at 3:51 p.m. 

 

The Commissioners reviewed a sample ordinance regarding micro-breweries.  The 

Administrator updated the Commissioners on a recent meeting with the Borough Planner 

on how best to address these breweries.  The Planners will look into whether or not the 

Borough can limit the number and location of such in town.  The Commissioners were 

asked if they would prefer to hold off on any actions until the Planners provide their 

information.  After Mayor Rochford asked if the Planners would be looking at what has 

been done in the surrounding areas, Commissioner Moscatelli reviewed the sample 

ordinance provided and noted the areas of the document for which he had questions.  

The Borough Solicitor expressed his concerns on the sample ordinance.  Mayor Rochford 

asked if this needed to be moved on quickly.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that there 

is still time for additional review.  Commissioner Kasko asked if the resolution from the 

Zoning Board (ZB) limited the sales allowed.  The Solicitor replied that there were 

restrictions on kegs in the resolution.  Commissioner Moscatelli noted that enforcement of 

that resolution falls on the Borough, and asked if something in there violates State Statutes 

does the resolution have to be redone.  The Solicitor replied that it did not, but a letter 

acknowledging which items violate the Statute should be sent.  He then offered to write 

the necessary letter as the restrictions on the kegs violates the State Statute.  It was 

agreed that he would write the letter and copy the ZB Attorney, ZB Officer and the 

Community Development Officer. 

 

Commissioner Moscatelli then asked if there were any additional items the Commissioners 

would like for the Planners to review.  Commissioner Kasko replied that there was nothing 

at this time. 

 

Next, the Administrator reviewed information that she has gathered on composting.  She 

explained that this has come about because there are a handful of instances of residents 

complaining about their neighbor’s composting.  It was noted that this composting is not 

really being done correctly and the Construction Officer is having some difficulty in 

dealing with these issues, so they are suggesting having an ordinance put together on 

the topic.  The Commissioners were asked how many feet from a property line or home 

would they want to allow composting.  Commissioner Kasko stated that he has tried to 

compost at his home and that it did smell.  The Administrator noted that the smell occurs 

because of moisture.  Mayor Rochford asked if there was a standard regarding the 

distance from a home or property line, to which the Administrator indicated that there 

was nothing that she had found.  Commissioner Kasko questioned whether or not this 

would end up being a case of how far the borough is willing to go to tell people what 

they can and can’t do.  Commissioner Moscatelli indicated that he believed that the 

complaints were happening because this was being done right up against a fence line.  

The Solicitor suggested requiring the composting be done in a container.  Commissioner 

Kasko agreed that this would be a good idea.  The Administrator asked if the 



Commissioners would like to restrict the location from the property line first to see if that 

solves the issue.  She then noted that she would like to send everything to the 

Environmental Commission first for their review and suggestions.  The Commissioners 

agreed to have the Environmental Commission look into a composting ordinance. 

 

The Commissioners then reviewed the memo from the Land Use Committee on their 

recommended land use changes.  The Administrator stated that the Commissioners 

should review the memo and determine if there are areas that they agree or disagree 

with before moving forward with forwarding it to the Borough Planners.  She noted that 

there is a two page memo from the Construction Code Official on the items that he does 

not agree with.  Commissioner Moscatelli stated that he does like the direction in which 

they are going, although, he is concerned about the section on garage location.  He did 

not agree that garages should be placed at the back of the property requiring a larger 

impervious coverage allowance due to the longer driveway and stated that practicality 

should trump aesthetics.  The other Commissioners agreed to email their comments within 

the next two weeks. 

 

Candidates for the vacancies on the various Boards, Commissions and Committees were 

then reviewed.  For the vacancies on the Human Relations Commission, the 

Commissioners agreed to have the Chairperson and Mayor Rochford review the 

candidates for August appointments.  For the vacancies on the Zoning Board the 

Commissioners agreed to advertise now and in September before making any 

appointments.  The Commissioners then discussed the Municipal Alliance Commission 

and how difficult it is to get member attendance at their meetings. 

 

In reference to a Vacant Property ordinance, Commissioner Moscatelli stated that he 

would like to move forward with adopting the ordinance so that we can prepare to start 

applying that in 2018.  The Administrator reviewed her recent discussions with the 

Collingswood Mayor and the response they have had since adopting their ordinance.  

The mortgage holders have been more responsive to maintaining the properties since 

the program was started.  Additionally, they have spent approximately $200,000 to-date, 

but that has mainly been in legal fees.  The process used is to obtain a rehab designation 

for the parcel so that they don’t have to auction the property once the work has been 

completed.  After a brief discussion it was agreed that it would be discussed again at the 

August work session and possibly introduced at a meeting in September.  

 

A policy for construction fencing to protect Borough-owned trees, which has been 

developed by the Shade Tree Commission (STC) and is currently posted on their page of 

our website, was reviewed by the Administrator.  They are asking that it be formally 

adopted by the Commissioners so that they are able to enforce the policy.  The 

Administrator also reviewed an email from the STC Chairperson regarding trees that are 

in the Borough’s right-of-way which were not planted by the STC.  There has been a case 

where such a tree was damaged by a storm and the Borough had to clean it up at our 

expense.  The Commissioners discussed the idea of sending letters out to those properties 

where we know there are trees that have not been planted by the Borough and letting 

them know that we would not be assuming responsibility for those trees.  The Administrator 

noted that should it be decided that the Borough would take responsibility for these trees 

we would then need to include them in our inventory.  Commissioner Moscatelli pointed 



out that there is an ordinance on the books dealing with items put in the right-of-way that 

are not the Borough’s responsibility.  The Solicitor commented that if we cannot prove 

who put something in the right-of-way, then there would be an issue should something 

happen there.  Commissioner Kasko asked how many trees were not planted by the 

Borough.  The Administrator replied that we don’t know the number.  The only reason to 

have the STC determine the number would be if we told them they had to be added to 

the inventory.  The Solicitor stressed that if the Borough does not know who put something 

in the right-of-way, then the Borough is responsible should something happen.  The 

Administrator suggested adding the current planted trees into the inventory, but moving 

forward we notify homeowners when they plant one without our approval.  When asked 

how many of these occurrences with trees have occurred by Commissioner Kasko, the 

Administrator replied that there have been two instances in the last eight years that she 

knows of.  The Solicitor suggested that we can identify the trees currently in the right-of-

way that were not planted by the Borough and either take them down now or add them 

into the inventory.  Commissioner Kasko questioned whether or not something should 

really be done since it has not happened that often at all.  The Administrator pointed out 

that the Borough has been lucky this hasn’t been a huge expense because of major 

damage from one of these trees.  The Solicitor commented that “if it is on your property 

then you own it”.  He further noted that if something serious did happen because of one 

of these trees, then the Borough would never be able to prevail.  The Commissioners 

agreed to inventory these trees and start managing them.  The Administrator asked what 

happens if someone plants a tree after we have taken these steps.  The Solicitor replied 

that the Borough would then own that as well.  Commissioner Moscatelli suggested 

sending a letter to any adjacent homeowner on those trees planted after we inventory 

these trees and if they admit they planted the new tree we should tell them they have to 

take care of it. 

 

The Administrator and Commissioner Moscatelli reviewed the 4-year road program, 

which covers 2018 through 2020.  The Administrator noted that the spreadsheet would be 

cleaned up once the Commissioners approve of the final list so that it can be posted to 

the website.  We would also begin notifications to homeowners and the utilities.  It was 

pointed out that all decisions for this program have been made based on the ratings 

assigned to roads as of 2016.  Everything listed in this 4-year program are rated a 54 or 

worse.  Anything between 86-94 may be slurry sealed and the 66-84 portion would be a 

mill and overlay job.  The Administrator noted that most of the cost of the work on 

Reillywood Avenue would be covered by State funds in 2018.  Commissioner Kasko 

pointed out that there are some streets within the first three pages that are not selected 

for work in a particular year; i.e. Snowden Avenue.  The Administrator replied that this 

specific street would have to wait until we know what is happening with the Council on 

Affordable Housing (COAH) and the possible project on that street.  She also noted that 

if we are doing a section of a street that is really bad and other blocks of that same street 

are not as bad, there is a possibility that we may be repaving those blocks at the same 

time.  The current roads being worked on were reviewed.  It was noted that the New 

Jersey American Water (NJAW) work in not included in the spreadsheet.  Commissioner 

Kasko wanted to make sure that when this was posted online it was made clear that the 

list is subject to change.  The Commissioners agreed to the list as is, barring any future 

changes. 

 



The Commissioners then reviewed a draft Use Application for the Mabel Kay Senior 

Center, which has been vetted through the Senior Citizens Commission.  Commissioner 

Moscatelli reviewed the specific changes – no rentals to church facilities and other 

changes to the rental fees.  It was also noted that the kitchen use deposit would start 

being enforced, but could be waived.  Commissioner Kasko asked if there were any other 

borough facilities that are used like this.  The Administrator replied that there are not, 

although the library could potentially be used this way.  The Commissioners requested 

that the Solicitor develop language to be included regarding allowing local chapters of 

national organizations that are not necessarily based in town.  It was also agreed to have 

this use policy, once updated, on the August agenda for approval. 

 

With regards to the parking issues at the various schools during the construction at those 

facilities, the Administrator stated that she had met with the various school professionals 

and officials to discuss these issues that need to be addressed by September.  For 

Central/Middle School they will need 10 spaces in the mini-mall parking lot for 

administration employees.  As there is no parking provided at Elizabeth Haddon School 

there is no one being displaced other than certain on-street parking areas.  It is expected 

that those people will have to move further out into the neighborhood during 

construction.  For Tatem School there are approximately 10 spaces needed, which are 

being provided by Remington & Vernick at their offices near the school.  As for the high 

school there will be approximately 60 spaces lost due to the construction equipment 

where the work will located.  Additionally, the contractor will be using all the parking 

spaces on Sylvan Avenue, which is where students park.  The Administrator advised that 

she had spoken with Bancroft to see if space would be available there for parking.  Since 

they will not be moving out until sometime in the month of January, there will be no way 

for staff to park there.  A plan has been determined that will provide for sufficient parking 

between September through January.  Kings Highway, portions of Roberts Avenue, and 

possibly portions of Belmont Avenue will be changed by resolution to permit parking only.  

These permits will be provided to teachers, administration employees, Bancroft 

employees and residents free of charge.  This will ensure that the parking is available 

during these months.  Once Bancroft has moved out we will move the teachers and staff 

into that parking lot and reopen the Highway to normal parking restrictions.  Additionally, 

the high school will stress to the students the parking issues and ask that they not drive 

during this time frame and none of the permits will be issued to students.  Lastly, the 

Administrator advised the Commissioners that the high school will lose approximately 25 

parking spaces permanently when everything is done with the construction.  The 

Commissioners agreed to add the resolution for the parking permit program to the August 

agenda. 

 

The Administrator asked the Commissioners to send her their strategic plan ideas.  She 

noted that these could be both big picture items; i.e. public safety, capital planning, 

financial management, public works; or more specific as to things they would like seen 

accomplished or services provided if money was no object.  She also asked if they had 

any input on the focus groups that should be included in the data input process.  The 

focus groups will be made up from the school, library, our boards and commissions, etc.  

Commissioner Kasko indicated that he might have a resident who could help facilitate 

this portion of the project. 

 



The July 18, 2017 Meeting agenda was then reviewed.  The Commissioners approved the 

inclusion of the resolution to authorize the Book Sale in Kings Court, although, concerns 

were raised regarding the increase in these types of requests, but the Commissioners 

agreed that it was not to a level that required action as yet.  The Administrator reviewed 

the bids for the pot holes and Phase I of the drainage project.  She noted that the pothole 

repairs would be started on the right foot and the issues that occurred for the 2016 bid 

would not be repeated. 

 

Commissioner Kasko announced that the Fine Arts and Crafts Fair held the previous 

weekend was successful.  Mayor Rochford commented on the higher number of people, 

vaping and smoking cigarettes, as well as medical marijuana at the July Fireworks.  The 

Administrator asked if the Borough could restrict an event to non-smoking, at least for a 

period of time.  The Solicitor did not believe that could be done, but he would look into 

it.  Commissioner Kasko asked for the laws on smoking medical marijuana in public. 

 

The Administrator reviewed various items with the Commissioners: 

 

1. The Friends of the Library have asked if they could use the Boxwood Hall parking 

lot to stage the Book Sale in September.  Concerns were raised about how the 

renters of 111 Lake Street may react to this activity basically in their backyard.  The 

Commissioners agreed to the use and requested that the renters be notified of the 

pending activity. 

2. The Camden County Freeholders are asking for historical information about 

Haddonfield, as well as all the towns in the County, for their County Fair.  It was 

agreed to pass this request to the Historical Society and the Borough historians. 

 

Mayor Rochford advised the Commissioners that Jack Stanton’s son is asking to name a 

field after his father, who was one of the people responsible for starting the youth football 

league in Haddonfield.  He reviewed the possibility of putting a plaque at Centennial 

Field.  Commissioner Moscatelli commented that something could be placed near the 

bleachers so that people would see it.  Commissioner Kasko stated that he did not have 

a problem with the field being named as most of them are already named after 

someone.  After a brief discussion the Commissioners agreed to a small monument or 

plaque for Mr. Stanton.  Mayor Rochford will reach out to the football league to get their 

thoughts as well. 

  

Commissioner Kasko advised the Commissioners that he has received a request for a dog 

park.  He asked if it was even feasible to consider this request.  Are there insurance and 

liability issues?  What about the cost?  He stated that we should find out from Voorhees, 

or any other town that have one, what their process was.  Additionally, the location is an 

issue; where could it be put that it would not interfere with activities that are already in 

the area?  Commissioner Kasko also asked if the answer should be that the requestor can 

investigate the possibilities.   Mayor Rochford reminded everyone of the periodic request 

for a skate park, which never gets followed through on.  After a brief discussion 

Commissioner Kasko stated that he will tell the requestor that they have to get all the 

necessary information, but he and the Administrator will look at financial side. 

 



Commissioner Kasko also brought up the yellow curbing on Centre Street.  The 

Administrator pointed out that those areas have always been no parking, but if the 

Commissioners want that part of the ordinance can be rescinded.  Commissioner 

Moscatelli suggested that the Police Department could be directed to take a look at 

that portion of the ordinance and if there is no reason to maintain that designation, then 

we can do what is necessary to rescind the designation.  The Administrator indicated that 

she would review the sections where the curb painting has been done.  She also noted 

that streets where there is no parking on one side of the street did not need to be painted. 

 

Commissioner Moscatelli brought up the request from the County Freeholders for use of 

the Borough facilities for one of their Town Hall meetings.  Based on the items requested 

we do not have a facility big enough to hold this meeting.  The Commissioners agreed 

that the Clerk would reach out and let them know that there is not enough room per their 

requirements. 

 

At 6:28 p.m. Commissioner Moscatelli made a motion to go into closed session to discuss 

the Bancroft Redevelopment Plan, as well as the rental agreement for 111 Cottage 

Avenue and police union contract negotiations.  The motion was seconded by 

Commissioner Moscatelli and approved unanimously. 

 

The Commissioners returned from closed session at 7:05 p.m. where they had also agreed 

to adjourn the meeting. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

Deanna Bennett, RMC 

Borough Clerk 


