
GENERAL COMMENTS – Commissioner’s Meeting – March 13, 2018 

 

The meeting was called to order at 7:33 p.m. in Room 102 of the Borough Hall.  The 

announcement of Public Meetings was read by Mayor Rochford.  After the Pledge of 

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

Kasko and Commissioner Moscatelli were present along with the Borough Administrator, 

Borough Solicitor and Borough Clerk. 

 

Commissioner Moscatelli made a motion to waive the reading of the minutes and 

approve them as posted for the February 27, 2018 Commissioner Meeting and the 

September 18, 2017 and October 2, 2017 Work Session meetings.  Commissioner Kasko 

seconded he motion, which was then approved unanimously by the Commissioners. 

 

Mayor Rochford announced the two proclamations – National Poison Prevention Week 

and Women’s History Month.  He noted that the Borough would be promoting the 

National Poison Prevention Week, which is March 18 to 24, 2018 on our social media 

pages.  The Women'’ History Month proclamation will be presented to the residents and 

workers at Brandywine Senior Living facility on Friday, March 16th. 

 

Ordinance 2018-03 was introduced for second reading, which amends Chapter 162 

entitled Peddling and Soliciting.  Mayor Rochford stated that this amendment is to 

increase the cost of the license to $60 per year.  He then opened the Public Hearing on 

the ordinance.  As there were no questions asked Commissioner Kasko made a motion to 

close the Public Hearing and adopt the ordinance on second reading.  Commissioner 

Moscatelli seconded the motion, which was then approved unanimously. 

 

Next, Ordinance 2018-04 was introduced for second reading, which creates a new 

chapter entitled Pre-Construction Video.  Mayor Rochford explained that this ordinance 

requires that a homeowner have either a video or digital pictures taken of the site where 

construction is scheduled to take place, as well as the surrounding public property and 

neighbor’s property.  Once the construction is complete the condition of the surrounding 

properties will be compared to the pre-construction site to see if there is damage that 

needs to be dealt with prior to obtaining the CO.  He then opened the Public Hearing on 

the ordinance. 

 

Kevin Leckerman, Grove Street, stated that he felt this ordinance was too broad and 

burdensome.  This should be better defined as to when this fee would be imposed and 

mentioned a number of instances, i.e. indoor work such as painting, etc.  Although, he 

could understand if there were cases when large quantities of materials had to be 

delivered for interior renovations are being done that this fee might need to be imposed.  

He stated that he did not have any current stake in this issue, bet he feels that this is unfair 

and does not make any sense.  In his opinion this is a $250 tax on the residents.  

Additionally, due the amount of work this would add to the already understaffed and 

overworked Construction Office may be the Commissioners should hire additional staff for 

the office.  For the larger construction projects he pointed out that there is already an 

additional tax imposed.  In his opinion this ordinance could dissuade people from doing 

work on their homes.  He understands imposing this fee when certain types of work are 

being done, but not for every type of permit obtained.  The homeowners are “getting it” 

from all angles.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that Section 3 allows for waivers to this 

requirement.  The $250 fee is for the Borough Engineer to review the videos before 

construction and after construction.  The Commissioner then pointed out that this 

ordinance is to prevent the Borough from having to use taxpayer monies to make repairs 

to areas that were damaged due to construction, but we have no proof of the conditions 

prior to the construction.  Mr. Leckerman pointed out that Section 3 adds an even bigger 

burden to the Construction Office because they then have to review each permit 



application to determine if this video is necessary; whereas, if there was a list of types of 

work that would require no review then it would be much easier on the officer, as well as 

the residents.  The Borough Solicitor noted that the $250 fee is to cover the costs 

associated with the work involved.  The Borough is prohibited from having something like 

this be a revenue maker.  The reason behind this ordinance is so that the resident who 

causes the damage should be the one to pay for the repairs.  Mr. Leckerman asked why 

this work had to be assigned to the Borough Engineer, whose cost is higher.  Mayor 

Rochford agreed with Mr. Leckerman’s earlier comments that there may be staffing limits 

in the Construction Office, and this evaluation may be more technical than it seems on 

the surface.  The Borough Administrator noted that it is our Borough Engineer that 

generally deals with curbing and roadway construction.  The Mayor also noted that the 

other tax reference earlier on larger construction projects is required by the Council on 

Affordable Housing, which the Administrator explained is a 2.5% fee on the cost of the 

development for projects over $50,000.  Mr. Leckerman then asked if a cost analysis had 

been done on the fees being charged in the ordinance.  Commissioner Kasko agreed 

with Mr. Leckerman and said that he had his concerns at first, and pointed again to 

Section 3 that offers a waiver for those projects that would not require this step.  The intent 

of this ordinance is not to include it on all projects for which permits are required.  

Commissioner Moscatelli stated that the hope with this is that homeowners and 

contractors will be more careful regarding the Borough’s property, as well as that of their 

neighbors.  There have been many cases where the Borough has had to repair damage 

to our streets, trees, and such using taxpayer money because we could not prove who 

had caused the damage. 

 

Cheryl Krause, Chews Landing Road, noted that there are no standards conveyed in the 

ordinance, so residents would not understand when this fee would apply to them and 

suggested including such standards.  This way homeowners would be able to better 

budget their costs for projects.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that the Construction 

Office must review the construction permits and this requirement will be just another check 

off item.  He then suggested that the Construction Office can generate a guideline / list of 

projects where this would or would not be required.  It was his opinion that very few 

permits would actually require this inspection.  Ms. Krause then suggested that if it is the 

expectation that residents would be informed of this fee once their permit applications 

were reviewed, then maybe information about the fee should be included on the 

applications.  Commissioner Moscatelli noted that most residents probably don’t know 

what permits they would need and the Administrator reviewed the process for obtaining a 

permit for work being done.  There was then discussion between Ms. Krause and the 

Commissioners regarding the inclusion of adding clarifying wording in Section 1 of the 

ordinance. 

 

Mr. Leckerman then questioned the inclusion of wording in Section 4 regarding disputes 

between private property owners, when this ordinance is being done to address public 

property issues.  Since this wording is in there, he asked what would happen if disputes did 

occur between homeowners due to construction projects.  The Borough Solicitor replied 

that the homeowners could settle their dispute, or choose to go to court.  What we would 

do is allow the homeowners involved to view these videos.  Mr. Leckerman stated that 

homeowners can already sue their neighbors for damages, so he did not understand why 

this would be included in the ordinance.  The Solicitor replied that having this in the 

ordinance just alerts the homeowners that this could happen.  Often such types of 

verbiage are included in ordinances to make it clear to the residents. 

 

The Commissioners then discussed the possibility of not voting on the ordinance at this time 

and incorporating some of these comments and suggestions into the ordinance.  

Commissioner Kasko made a motion to close the public hearing and take no further 



action on the ordinance.  Commissioner Moscatelli seconded the motion.  The 

Commissioner voted unanimously on said motion.   

 

The last ordinance to be introduced for second reading was 2018-05 which is a bond 

ordinance in the amount of $400,000.  Mayor Rochford opened the Public Hearing and 

Commissioner Kasko stated that bond is for recreation improvements.  Commissioner 

Moscatelli clarified that $250,000 of the bond was for work at Centennial Field and the 

remaining $150,000 is for miscellaneous recreation improvements.  As no questions were 

asked Commissioner Kasko made a motion to close the public hearing and adopt the 

ordinance on second reading.  Commissioner Moscatelli seconded the motion, which the 

Commissioners voted unanimously to approve. 

 

Mayor Rochford, Commissioner Kasko and Commissioner Moscatelli voted affirmatively to 

pass the following resolutions with no questions asked: 

 

2018-03-13-038 Authorization to Pay Vouchers 

2018-03-13-039 Authorization to Issue Checks – Overpayment of Taxes 

2018-03-13-040 Authorization to Approve General Event Permit Applications - Various 

2018-03-13-041 Authorization to Approve Change Order No. 1 – Mabel Kay House 

Structural Repairs 

2018-03-13-042 Authorization to Release Performance Bond – Mabel Kay House Structural 

Repairs 

2018-03-13-043 Authorization to Approve Outdoor Marketing Graphic Display Permits - 

Various 

2018-03-13-044 Authorization to Approve Appointments – Auxiliary Police 

2018-03-13-045 Authorization to Taxicab Business & Driver Licenses – LC Taxi, LLC 

 

The Elizabeth Haddon School fourth graders in attendance were asked to stand and 

introduced themselves, as well as ask any questions they may have.  In attendance were 

John Leibrandt, Peyton Avenue; Charlie Armstrong, Elm Avenue; Johnny Everman, Chews 

Landing Road; Aidan Green, W. Redman Avenue; Tatem Barrett, Redman Avenue; Brooke 

Master, Redman Avenue and Trevor Winton, Woodland Avenue, who asked if the 

Memorial Day Parade would get pushed back to another day for something like snow.  

Mayor Rochford replied that although parades are dependent upon weather, let’s hope 

that it doesn’t snow so late in the year.  He also encouraged everyone to join the 

American Legion and the Commissioners at the high school after the parade for the 

Memorial Day ceremony held there. 

 

Mayor Rochford then opened the Public Comment portion of the meeting. 

 

No questions were asked by the attending public. 

 

The Commissioners wished everyone a Happy St. Patrick’s Day. 

 

The meeting was adjourned at 8:43 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

  

Deanna Bennett 

Borough Clerk 


