
GENERAL COMMENTS – Commissioner’s Meeting – January 14, 2014 

 

The meeting was called to order at 7:30 p.m. in Room 201 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. 

 

Commissioner Rochford made a motion to waive the reading of the minutes and approve 

them as posted for the previous meetings of December 23, 2013 and January 6, 2014.  

Commissioner Moscatelli seconded he motion, which was then approved unanimously by 

the Commissioners. 

 

Commissioner Kasko, Commissioner Moscatelli and Commissioner Rochford voted 

affirmatively to pass the following resolutions with no questions asked: 

 

2014-01-14-008 Authorization to Pay Vouchers 

2014-01-14-009 Authorization to Issue Checks – Fair Share Housing Refunds 

2014-01-14-010 Authorization to Adopt Cash management Plan 

2014-01-14-011 Authorization to Designate Official Newspaper for Legal Notices 

2014-01-14-012 Authorization to Approve Appointments – Municipal Court Personnel 

2014-01-14-013 Authorization to Advertise Request for Proposal – To Hire a Consultant to 

Create a Green/Sustainable Element for the Master Plan 

2014-01-14-014 Authorization to Amend the Personnel Policy and Procedure Manual 

 

Once resolution 2014-01-14-015 was introduced, which approves the final change order 

for the 2013 Road Program, Walter Weidenbacher, Centre Street, stated that he had 

recently seen the temporary style sign on Washington Avenue about not texting a driving.  

He asked if the sign was on Washington Street in conjunction with this road program.  

Commissioner Rochford replied that this is a police initiative and uses new traffic trailers 

from the Police Department.  There have been recent issues on this road with traffic and 

we are trying to make people more aware of the laws.  Mr. Weidenbacher then asked for 

confirmation that this is a municipal activity, to which Commissioner Rochford replied 

affirmatively.  Commissioner Moscatelli noted that these trailers are portable so that they 

can be placed where there are issues. 

 

Commissioner Kasko, Commissioner Moscatelli and Commissioner Rochford voted 

affirmatively to pass the following resolutions with no questions asked: 

 

2014-01-14-016 Authorization to Approve Taxi License 

 

The fourth grade students from Elizabeth Haddon School were asked to stand, introduce 

themselves, as well as ask any questions they had.  In attendance were Lili Hoffman, West 

Euclid Avenue, Abby Sipera, Homestead Avenue and Benito Caruso, Mountwell Avenue.  

No questions were asked at this time. 

 

Commissioner Kasko opened the public comment portion of the meeting. 

 

Anne Tarbell, Maple Avenue, started by thanking the Commissioners for working with their 

group regarding the trees at 645 Maple Avenue, although they still have some reservations 

about the outcome at this time.  She asked why the sidewalks were still mentioned in the 

resolution from the Shade Tree Commission (STC) when they have been told that the 

builder has agreed to not put a sidewalk on Bryn Mawr Avenue.  We were told that the 

STC did not have jurisdiction on sidewalks.  Commissioner Kasko replied that it was his 

understanding that the STC did not have the updated plans showing where the sidewalks 

would be and then confirmed that the builder has told him that sidewalks will not be put 

on Bryn Mawr Avenue.  Ms. Tarbell asked if the resolution would then be amended to 

which Commissioner Kasko replied that he did not believe that it was necessary.  

Commissioner Moscatelli responded that the resolution does not give permission to put 

sidewalk in; they are just dealing with the potential impact.  Ms. Tarbell asked who makes 

the decision on sidewalks; what is the process?  If the STC is advisory then who is ultimately 

responsible.  The Borough Solicitor stated that the STC makes the final decisions on Shade 

Trees.  The Planning Board (PB) or Site Plan Review Committee would supersede the STC in 

minor instances.  If the Construction Code Official determines there is a safety issue and 

decides that a tree should come down then the STC is over ruled.  He pointed out that all 

agency decisions can be appealed to the Superior Court.  He finished by noting that to 

ignore a recommendation from an agency there must be a basis to do so, otherwise we 

would yield to the recommendation.  Ms. Tarbell pointed out that a certified tree expert 

recommendation was presented to the STC regarding protection to the trees in a 

construction zone.  She asked who is responsible if a tree is damaged if these 

recommendations are not followed.  She feels that there is more water in the street 



because the 100 year old pine tree was removed from that property; that these decisions 

impact the residents.  The Solicitor replied by discussing the differences in professional 

opinions from one professional to another and that a discretionary choice has to be made 

in situations like this.  Ms. Tarbell asked if we shouldn’t give the best support that we can for 

the trees.  Commissioner Moscatelli noted that we have not had trees die from 

construction projects on a property in the past.  He also agreed that different experts give 

different opinions.  Ms. Tarbell stated that the underlying problem of water cannot be 

dismissed.  Commissioner Kasko noted that the borough trees are being preserved.  The 

Commissioners rely of the STC regarding these issues.  The documents provided from the 

tree expert will be reviewed and pointed out that there can be subjectivity in such expert 

opinions.  Ms. Tarbell, in a brief review of the documents provided to the Commissioners 

from Robert Wells, a Certified Tree Arborist, noted that he is recommending a chain link 

fence around the trees to be saved, as well as to take out the driveway by hand rather 

than by heavy machinery to prevent the compression of the tree roots to the gum tree 

there.  She then entreated the Commissioner to take into consideration what the residents 

are stating. 

 

Angela Melzi, Maple Avenue, stated that the STC basically threw this report to the side 

when they made their decision in the resolution.  She then questioned the process used to 

reach a decision on this.  She also asked the question of who would be considered liable 

for damages if the borough follows the less extensive recommendations and a tree is 

damaged and subsequently causes injury.  The Solicitor replied that if the STC relied on 

experts in making their decision they would not be considered negligent.  He then 

continued to review case law on when a borough could be considered negligent and 

liable. 

 

Ms. Tarbell pointed out that each tree does not require the same protective needs. 

 

Ms. Melzi then commented that part of the Grove Street project is to put inlets in to divert 

the water that runs in the street into a ravine that is private property.  She stated that the 

Borough would need to get DEP approval to do this.  She then stated that the Borough is 

not putting water onto her land.  This ravine would put the flow of water into protected 

areas.  In theory she, or her children, could be held liable if she knew that there was 

contaminated water being diverted into wetlands or other waterways.  Commissioner 

Moscatelli noted that there are maps on the NJDEP website that show this ravine as a 

waterway already; the borough is only trying to get this water off the roadway into an 

existing output structure.  Therefore, DEP approval would not be required.  Ms. Melzi then 

stated that the type of help the residents are asking for is not to put water onto private 

property.  What they are looking for is help in preserving the existing property; putting this 

water into the ravine threatens the historic dinosaur bones in that area. 

 

Martine Culbertson, Maple Avenue, stated that there is now more water in the street 

because of the loss of the 100 year old pine tree at 645 Maple Avenue.  The amount of 

water it consumed will not be taken up by other smaller plantings.  It is the intent of the 

Haddonfield Neighborhoods Association to work with the Borough.  She asked the Mayor 

to please look at the tree expert’s report presented and help mediate a solution between 

us and the STC and/or the construction office on this issue.  She questioned why it wouldn’t 

be prudent to set the maximum area to protect trees during construction.  Whether or not 

other areas have not lost trees is irrelevant; each application should be considered 

individually.  She also asked that the Borough request that the builder at 645 Maple 

Avenue put in writing that he will not put a sidewalk on Bryn Mawr, which will put the 

residents in the area more at ease.  The residents there have signed a petition for such, 

which Commissioner Kasko asked to have submitted for our files.  Ms. Culbertson then 

asked what the protocol is for moving forward.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied if anyone 

wanted to contest the STC decision they would have to go to Superior Court.  Whereas, if 

you feel that there are issues with the permission for the construction permit that would be 

brought before the PB.  If there is no contest with either at this time, then we can have the 

appropriate DPW personnel authorize the removal of the tree.  Ms. Culbertson and Ms. 

Tarbell asked if there could be a review of the Tree Protection report before that is done.  

Commissioner Moscatelli stated that he would talk to the STC Chairperson.  He can hold 

off until next week to issue the authorization. 

 

The Commissioners paused the Public Comment period to present the School Board 

Recognition Month Proclamation to the members of the Board of Education who were 

able to join the meeting.  In attendance were Dr. Andy Berlin, Vice President, Dr. Rich 

Perry, Superintendent, and Mary Fagan.  Commissioner Kasko presented the 

proclamation. 

 

Once the Public Comment period was reopened, Dr. Susan Hoch, Coles Mill Road, stated 

that she has read the recent Moody’s report on the Borough’s finances and had a few 

questions to ask on how the past lack of focus on infrastructure affects the bonds in the 



following ways:  1) have the bonds been extended?  Commissioner Kasko replied that 

they have not; 2) has the Borough made timely payments and not missed deadlines?  

Commissioner Kasko replied that we have made our payments in a timely manner and 

that no deadlines have been missed; 3) are the water and sewer rate increases 

connected to the bonding?  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that they are; and 4) the 

Moody’s report states that fund balance draw-downs will affect a town’s rating, why?  

Commissioner Kasko replied that all rating agencies are super sensitive of fund balance 

because it could cause a higher tax rate.  He stated that the Borough’s budget is very 

much on solid ground.  The Water/Sewer Fund is a little more tenuous.  We are constantly 

playing catch-up for previous decisions.  The Borough Administrator noted that the 

Borough’s rating was actually almost upgraded.  The Water/Sewer Fund was the reason 

we were not.  She further commented on rate increases, the new meters installed and 

higher rainfalls, which resulted in the water usage decreasing; whereas, taxes are a very 

specific number.  She finished by noting that Moody’s is known for putting comments in 

their reports about fund balance.  Commissioner Kasko stated that the Commissioners are 

taking this report as a serious recommendation.  Commissioner Rochford noted that the 

report overall is favorable.  Commissioner Moscatelli pointed out that the Borough owes 

$12-14 million on Water/Sewer bonds and is from the capital spending started in 2008.  He 

also noted that these debts have to be repaid with income from lower usage.  

Commissioner Rochford noted that we have an aging infrastructure, plus we are doing 

more road work, which pushes up our borrowing amounts. 

 

Ms. Melzi commented that $12.5 million has been spent on an aging infrastructure, but 

prior to 2008 nothing had been done.  Now we have an underground that is falling apart 

and you are “duct taping” a fix to the problem.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that the 

majority of the fixes are on long term replacements.  We are fixing where we can and 

repairing/replacing where necessary; not slapping a band-aid on.  Ms. Melzi then 

commented that we are allowing trees to be taken down in areas with water issues when 

there is a bad infrastructure.  Because of this she feels that there needs to be better 

coordination between the Borough’s boards on such issues.  Commissioner Kasko replied 

that better coordination between the boards is being looking into. 

 

Colin Harvey, Maple Court, commented on the Request for Proposal (RFP) for the Master 

Plan element.  He feels that the RFP is just a band-aid to the current Master Plan, which is in 

serious need of updating.  He asked to see the RFP.  Commissioner Kasko replied that this 

resolution authorizes the Clerk to advertise the RFP this Friday.  This is not to rewrite or 

overhaul the current Master Plan; it is for a specific part.  The Borough Administrator replied 

that because the RFP process is competitive we cannot release the document prior to the 

advertisement. 

 

Walter Weidenbacher, Centre Street, in reference to the panel studying the Water/Sewer 

services asked when something will be made available to the residents on what they are 

doing.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that a report will be completed shortly with rate 

information and other related items. 

 

Carl Maugeri, Maple Avenue, stated that the residents in his area are anticipating the 

demolition at 645 Maple Avenue and asked where the construction equipment will be 

stored during this project.  Commissioner Kasko replied that the contractor is not allowed 

to use public property to store his equipment.  Commissioner Moscatelli noted that how 

the equipment will be handled for the Grove Street project was being reviewed.  Mr. 

Maugeri then asked for an update on the Zoning Board Annual Report.  Commissioner 

Rochford replied that he will follow-up with the Community Development Office for the 

status.  He then asked for Mr. Maugeri to provide information on the upcoming Martin 

Luther King Jr. Day program sponsored by the Haddonfield Human Relations Commission 

(HRC).  Mr. Maugeri replied that a brief candlelight ceremony will be held on the steps of 

Borough Hall at 7:00 p.m.  The Mayor and Commissioners, Boy Scouts, and HRC members 

will participate and then lead a procession to the Mt. Olivet Baptist Church (Lincoln and 

Douglass Avenues).  The program at the church will include remarks, song selections from 

the HMHS choir, and a presentation of the HRC's "What is your dream for 

Haddonfield?" program.  Students from all schools in Haddonfield are writing their 

responses to this question on poster boards over the next two weeks, which will be 

displayed that night. 

 

Anne Tarbell, Maple Avenue, on the storage of equipment for construction projects stated 

that she and her neighbors were previously told that their area would not be used again 

for equipment storage.  The Borough Administrator replied that it was not the intention of 

the Borough to use the end of Maple Avenue for equipment storage.  Ms. Melzi noted that 

it should be remembered that the dinosaur is in that area. 

 

Commissioner Kasko reiterated the information provided by Carl Maugeri for the Martin 

Luther King Jr. Day program sponsored by the Haddonfield Human Relations Commission.  



He then provided an update from the County on their bid for the Bancroft property.  He 

stated that the appraisals are done and at the State for review.  Their next meeting is 

scheduled for January 28, 2014.  Ms. Melzi asked if the Borough was seriously considering 

purchasing Bancroft.  Commissioner Kasko replied that it is not the Borough, but the 

County that is looking at this. 

 

The meeting was adjourned at 8:55 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

  

Deanna Bennett 

Borough Clerk 

 

 
 


