
 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS – Commissioner’s Meeting – June 27, 2017 

 

The meeting was called to order at 7:36 p.m. in the Auditorium 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 June 13, 2017.  Commissioner Kasko seconded the 

motion, which was then approved unanimously by the Commissioners. 

 

Mayor Rochford, Commissioner Moscatelli and Commissioner Kasko voted affirmatively 

to pass the following resolutions with no questions asked: 

 

2017-06-27-107 Authorization to Pay Vouchers 

2017-06-27-108 Authorization to Insert Special Item of Revenue – NJDOT FY2017 

Municipal Aid Program for Reconstruction of Reillywood Avenue 

2017-06-27-109 Auth. to Amend Resolution 2017-023-28-041 Authorizing the Borough to 

Apply for the Year 39 Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) 

2017-06-27-110 Authorization for Partnership for Haddonfield, LLC to Hold Drafts and 

Fine Arts Festival 

2017-06-27-111 Auth. for Partnership for Haddonfield, LLC to Hold Sidewalk Sale Event 

2017-06-27-112 Auth. to Approve General Event Permit Application – Pick Up Band 

2017-06-27-113 Authorization to Approve Appointment – Police Department 

2017-06-27-114 Authorization to Approve Appointments – Various 

2017-06-27-115 Authorization to Accept and Advertise the 2016 Audit 

2017-06-27-116 Authorization to Advertise for Request for Proposal – Banking Services 

 

Once Resolution 2017-06-27-117 was introduced, which authorized the advertisement 

for sealed bids for pothole repair services, Andrew Goncharoff, Lake Street, asked who 

designates which pot holes are to be fixed.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied that the 

Department of Public Works (DPW) is responsible for these repairs and maintains a list of 

pot holes, although, notices from our residents are always appreciated.  Additionally, 

the County is responsible for the pot holes on the County roads.  DPW repairs many of 

the pot holes, but we use a contractor to augment the work that is done.  He finished 

by reviewing the process used to permanently fix the pot holes, i.e. saw cutting the 

road and sealing the holes once filled.  As there were no further questions, the 

Commissioners voted unanimously to approve the resolution. 

 

Mayor Rochford, Commissioner Moscatelli and Commissioner Kasko voted affirmatively 

to pass the following resolutions with no questions asked: 

 

2017-06-27-118 Authorization to Award RFQ – Borough Planner Services 

 

Resolution 2017-06-27-119 was then introduced, which authorizes Boxwood Arts to 

present their development plans to the appropriate Boards for 65 Haddon Avenue, 

Block 11, Lot 3, at which time Commissioner Kasko made a motion to amend the 

resolution to read as follows: 

 

RESOLVED, by the Board of Commissioners of the Borough of Haddonfield, 

County of Camden, State of New Jersey, that Boxwood Arts Theatre and 

Cultural Center is hereby authorized to move forward with presenting their 

development plans to the necessary boards within the Borough of 

Haddonfield, County of Camden and State of New Jersey for the property 

at 65 Haddon Avenue, Block 11, Lot 3, all of which must be completed 

within one (1) year. 

 

Commissioner Moscatelli seconded the motion, which was then approved 

unanimously.  After the approval of the amendment the following comments were 

made: 

 

Kristen Poliafico, Lake Street, stated that her home is adjacent to the 65 Haddon 

Avenue property.  She is coming to the Commissioners prior to giving approval to 



 

 

Boxwood Arts to proceed that you consider further the impact that this project would 

have on your constituents surrounding Boxwood Hall.  Her family is a huge supporter of 

the arts and her daughter is involved in many of the art programs within town.  Their 

opposition to this plan has nothing to do with the arts, but has everything to do with 

their quality of living at their home and how they expect to be able to live in their home 

as a taxpayer in Haddonfield.  She then briefly reviewed the history of the lawsuit that 

resulting in the Borough purchasing the property and noted that it had never been 

placed on the market in an effort to recoup any of the costs, yet the arts center group 

has been given time to put their plan together.  It was further noted that not much due 

diligence has been done by Boxwoods Arts on how their plan would affect the 

neighbors on Lake Street.  One of the questions asked is where are all of these people 

going to park?  Ms. Poliafico then stated that for this group to be able to cover the rent 

and/or other costs associated with the facility it would be necessary to hold weddings 

and such every weekend.  She feels that other options should be reviewed before 

moving forward with this one.  How are the traffic issues going to be dealt with, what 

about the noise?  She finished by stating the she and her neighbors are constituents, 

also, and asked the Commissioners the put the residents of the community first. 

 

Ken Tomlinson, N. Haddon Avenue, stated that he owns the funeral home on N. 

Haddon Avenue, which is also his home.  He pointed out that according to the current 

zoning for that area the proposed project cannot be built.  Additionally, if it does get 

approved he wants a refund of his recent costs for zoning to get his garage built.  Mr. 

Tomlinson then commented on how he needs to make all his appointments for the 

funeral home before 2:30 p.m. because of the traffic issues in this area when Christ the 

King School lets out.  He then pointed out that the conceptual drawing for the project is 

not to scale.   He then showed various pictures of extensive flooding both in the front 

and back of his property when it rains and does not go down for 2-3 days.  He finished 

by stating that this is not the right location for this venue.  There are plenty of other 

places. 

 

Matthew Doherty, Lake Street, gave his address and pointed out that this is where they 

want to build the theater.  Haddonfield is a beautiful town and the area in question is 

harmonious to the rest of the street.  This town has an energy to it that is peaceful, 

which he did not feel should be disrupted in any way.  What really matters to him the 

most is that he’s lived there now for approximately the last three years and this has 

been a refuge for him; a place of security.  It’s hard for him to understand that people 

want to take away his home to build a theater.  He commented to the Commissioners 

that he no one sits on a commission or board and votes to decide where you and your 

family can live. The most ironic part of this is that he is an actor. 

 

Kathy Tassini, Washington Avenue, read excerpts from the current Historic District 

ordinance without detailing the exact references and stated that this application 

destroys everything about this property, with the exception of the actual house.  Her 

second point is that the prior application for the housing was turned down because it 

was not historically appropriate and was too intense for the property and 

neighborhood.  When that happened the Board of Commissioners at that time 

discussed that Boxwood Hall and the cottage could have be preserved as free 

standing residences.  The Commissioners commented at that time that perpetual 

preservation easements on these two houses could have been on these two houses to 

the New Jersey Historic Trust and purchase the garden in the rear with Green Acres 

money, thus protecting the site forever while getting back much of the purchase price, 

as well as generating income from taxes on those to home and saving the entire 

neighborhood from the parking, traffic and noise nightmare that the planned 

development imposes on the residents.  The vote that the Commissioners are about to 

take creates the appearance that they believe the historic district and the areas saved 

is no longer of importance.  It also clearly violates the Master Plan and zoning for that 

site.  It brings the over building that has occurred for years into the protected historic 

district.  She agrees with the neighbors and their issues.  Buying off the property due to 

the litigation at that time, in her opinion, was not necessary because she is convinced 

that the Borough would have won.  Now we have to start the fight all over again 

because no one had the back bone to see it through. 

 



 

 

John Picking, Euclid Avenue, pointed out that the Commissioners are not endorsing the 

proposed plan; just saying to go ahead and do the studies.  He feels that any 

roadblocks should be put up through the Boards, not by the Commissioners. 

 

Dorothy Rivers, The Mews, started off by thanking the Commissioners for the work that 

they have done.  She noted that she comes from an arts background and has been 

involved with concert and art halls on a national level; ones that have failed as well as 

ones that have succeeded.  Ms. Rivers then expressed her concerns about the 365 

seats, which she did not feel would be enough to keep such a facility open.  There are 

already facility within town for Markeim Arts and Plays & Players.  Additionally, the union 

costs, i.e. music union, theatre union, etc., are very large expenses, as well as staff costs.  

The traffic that will be caused by the large delivery trucks was mentioned.  There are so 

many ingredients that need to be looked at in a venture such as this.  In closing Ms. 

Rivers offered her time to help with any questions regarding such an endeavor. 

 

Kathryn Raiczyk, Lake Street, expressed her concerns about the maintaining of the 

historic building, as well as the impact of the traffic to the area.  She asked why the 

Commissioners were proceeding with something that might not work out.  Ms. Raiszyk 

further noted that the neighborhood streets are so small and would be severely 

impacted with additional traffic.  There are times she can’t get out of her driving way 

because of cars parked across the street.  She noted that there may be times that 

people use the speedline to attend an event at this facility, but they won’t do so when 

it is raining, or when it is cold, etc.  She finished by asking when the policy changed that 

a traffic study is not done first.  Commissioner Moscatelli replied what is happening with 

this resolution is that the Commissioners are allowing this group to start the hearing 

process.  Because the borough owns the property they need our approval to be able 

to go to the various boards to begin the hearing process.  When Boxwood Arts goes 

before the boards is when all this information would be brought out – traffic studies, etc.  

At any time in this process, if they get negative results, then they will either have to re-

think the project or abandon it.  Conversely, if they get positive results then they can 

move forward.  We are not giving them approval to build anything, or waivers to build 

anything.  He does expect a traffic study to be done, as well as a parking plan, a 

drainage study, etc.  All of these are critical and if they do not have it, then he fully 

expects the boards to summarily dismiss their application.  Ms. Raiczyk stated that she 

felt that the Commissioners were putting the cart before the horse in this issue. 

 

Kim Custer, Evergreen Avenue, commented that she has been attending meetings 

about protecting this property for eight (8) years now.  At this point she almost feels that 

the prior property development plan looked better than the current plan. At least the 

Borough would have low income housing done instead of a theater.  She feels that this 

is insulting to residents, as well as the Zoning Board, Planning Board, and Historic 

Preservation Commission.  She feels that the Commissioners are actually showing 

approval of the project by letting it go forward and stated that it is illegal what is 

happening now.  Ms. Custer stated that the Commissioners agreed two (2) years ago to 

keep this property as three (3) uses:  Office, Residential and Park.  She implored the 

Commissioners to not make everyone go through another year of this; she has spent 

eight (8) years of her life on this and it has been enough. 

 

Rich Hluchen, Redman Avenue, commented on the fact that Boxwood Arts has been 

provided over 1-1/2 years to work on this project and they should be able to move 

forward.  He then provided the Commissioners with a list of ways the current resolution 

should be amended to include:  1) should say that Boxwood Arts should be ready to 

submit their plan within weeks and have an auto-revoke section after 6-8 months; 2) 

should also mention that there is no option on the lands; and 3) that no taxpayer 

money will be used in this project; and 4) that the Borough would be held without 

liability for anything dealing with this project.  He also stated that the Commissioners are 

being irresponsible and contrary to the current zoning, after which he reviewed the 

current requirements for the site.  It is his opinion that this project would destroy the 

character of the site.  Other items that were noted were that a 365 seat theater would 

require 122 parking spaces; that this project exacerbates the current issues for the 

residents in the area; valet parking is not allowed per our ordinance.  Additionally, this 

property is specifically mentioned in the Historic District section of our ordinance and is 

listed in both the State and Local Historic Registers.  You expect your residents to 

comply with historic district regulations, but not this project, which is bad public policy.  



 

 

Mr. Hluchen then ended with citing a portion of a brief to the Superior Court of Camden 

by the Borough’s former Zoning Board Attorney, Pete Lundgren, in conjunction to the 

Burris v. Haddonfield Zoning Board of Adjustment and Borough of Haddonfield case. 

 

Allison Doherty, Lake Street, stated that she, along with her brother who spoke earlier 

and her father, live at the property that would be torn down if this project moves 

forward.  She further noted that the fervor of the speakers so far shows the distaste for 

this project.  She has seen the Boxwood Arts people already walking around the 

property like they own it.  Ms. Doherty asked the Commissioners to prevent this project 

from moving forward.  This project is a betrayal of the sentiments of the residents.   The 

area is sacred and beautiful and should be preserved. 

 

Philip Zoebisch, Dance Haddonfield, stated that residents do want this project, which is 

more than just an arts center.  It will have dance, art and plays.  He and other residents 

are excited about the proposed 4,000 square foot dance floor.  The current Boxwood 

Hall building may look historic on the outside, but the inside is definitely not due to all of 

the renovations that have been done over the years.  This project proposes to restore 

the inside to look like it did originally.  The cottage that is currently there is not historic 

and would be removed, but the back portion of the property would not be changed.  

He acknowledged that people have suggested the Bancroft site or Crows Woods for 

this project, but the site chosen revitalizes the downtown.  There have been studies that 

show property values increasing when art centers are put in the area.  Additionally, he 

pointed out that no restaurant would have been allowed to open downtown if the 

parking requirement wasn’t waived.  He finished by stating that there are 1200 spaces 

within a five (5) minutes walking distance of the property. 

 

Mr. Tomlinson addressed Mr. Zoebisch and asked who would be paying for the liability 

of this facility.  He then commented that people have been wandering onto his 

property when looking at the 65 Haddon Avenue site for this project.  He did point out 

that he does live at this property, which is a business also. 

 

Karen Kriss, Friends Avenue, commented on the difficulty of the fire department having 

to navigate the already narrow streets in this neighborhood and the added vehicles will 

make that even more difficult.  Additionally, the fire department siren would most likely 

affect any event taking place.  She then also noted that the fire department personnel 

would have a difficult time even getting to their parking lot if there is an increase in 

parked vehicles on her street and in that parking lot. 

 

Dave Stavetsky, Homestead Avenue, started by stating that there has been no 

deliberate attempt to exclude the neighbors to this property.  He further stated that the 

Boxwoods Arts group does have a detailed financial analysis.  This group has been 

working on this project for over two (2) years and have looked at the finances for all of 

the art centers within a 90 minute radius.  We have done our due diligence and agree 

that there are still answers that are needed by everyone.  At this point we can’t model 

our expenses until we know what would be allowed at the site.  We have been told on 

many occasions that there is a zero chance that we can success and we understand 

that is a risk, but just ask for the chance to let us proceed to see what happens. 

 

Deborah Garwood, Lake Street, stated that she is in favor of low impact uses for this site, 

as well as preserving Boxwood Hall and has some ideas for what may work.  She asked 

the Commissioners how to proceed with getting these ideas discussed by a larger 

group.  Mayor Rochford suggested that she get a group of people who are interested 

in this site together to begin discussing other options.  Commissioner Moscatelli noted 

that as for other comments throughout the evening about the Borough purchasing the 

property as part of the settlement of the lawsuit, we were advised that this was the best 

way to proceed because it was not likely that we would receive a favorable 

judgement.  So we bought the property with the express intent of doing a three part 

subdivision, Plan A, that called for the park at the back of the property, which was 

always going to be there and is a part of the Boxwood Arts plan as well.  Additionally, 

Boxwood Hall would get severed off and keep its historical protections.  We would have 

no say in who was going to buy it or whether they would fix it up or continue to run it as 

office space.  The 111 Lake Street property would be sold, most likely to a developer 

who could knock it down, but it would be a conforming building lot.  Plan B is Boxwood 

Arts.  If anyone else has ideas for the site the Commissioners are certainly interested in 



 

 

hearing them, but what the Commissioners are not interested in at this point is 

maintaining Boxwood Hall as an historic destination that the Borough owns and 

maintains.  We don’t have the room in the budget, nor do we believe that our residents 

want their taxes spent that way to maintain that.  And we don’t want to be landlords 

any longer than we have to.  The Commissioners are open to other suggestions.  As far 

as disposing of the property it must be noted that public property has to be auctioned.  

The Borough has everything set to move forward with subdividing the lot per Plan A, but 

before we started that process Boxwood Arts came to us and asked for time to put their 

plan together. 

 

Bob Hochgertel, Mt. Vernon Avenue and member of Boxwood Arts, noted that this is an 

emotional topic for those involved, and objective facts are needed to move the 

process along.  He has listed to the opposition to the Boxwood Arts plan and they have 

him thinking about some things.  It is clear that the residents have the best interests of 

this town at heart and he respects that.  What he objected to was that this group is 

talked about like they do not have the best interests of the town at heart.  It is okay that 

we disagree.  We have done our due diligence for this project and the members have 

paid out of pocket for the necessary reports and information over the last year and a 

half.  Our plan was to present the plan to the Commissioners first, but everything got out 

to the papers before that could happen.  In short, we need permission from the 

Commissioners at this point before we can move forward.  We have every intention of 

obtaining the traffic study that has been mentioned tonight.  We also have to get 

approvals from Haddonfield’s Historic Preservation Commission (HPC), as well the 

NJDEP’s State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO).  We recognize the hurdles.  We have 

a detailed business plan and the proformas necessary.  The problem is that we don’t 

know the details.  Additionally, we have six (6) large corporations in the area who are 

willing to help us fund this project who have told us that we need to do one of two 

things; get permission from the Borough or get ownership of the land and that is what 

this is all about.  This is not a catering hall, it is an arts campus that happens to have a 

catering ready kitchen.  He also stated that a 365 seat theater is small.  In reference to 

the comments made about the artist’s rendering not being accurate he pointed out 

that this is just a drawing of the architect’s best guess, it will change as needed when 

get have plans drawn up.  He then reiterated that permission is needed from the 

Commissioners to proceed from this point.  It is his opinion that there is not a better 

solution for this site and that staying the way it is not a better solution.  We felt that this 

would help the downtown.  If at any point the process we are told no, then we are 

done.  If there were a better plan we would be happy to see it.  In lieu of a better plan 

and what could be there if we lose control of that property, we believe this plan is 

being presented as something that will benefit the town.  All we are asking for is a 

chance. 

 

Mimi Sullivan, West End Avenue, stated that she believes in preservation.  In addition, 

she is a member of the Screen Actors Guild (SAG).  As a psychotherapist she has been 

doing a study for the past four (4) years on the impact of theater on people and it has 

caused her to believe that reorganizes people to be involved in theater.  It changes 

their lives and their values, it brings a sense of community.  The downtown is struggling 

right now and she believes that this could bring people together and create a sense of 

community.  She also hears the resentment of the residents, as well as admires Ms. 

Custer and Ms. Tassini for their preservation work.  She would also like to see Mr. 

Tomlinson’s concerns addressed, but she also hopes that this project is allowed to go 

through the process.   

 

Jillian Lawrence, Colonial Avenue, has read the proposal.  She noted that there are no 

traffic, noise or other studies that have been done and feels that a lot more information 

needs to be gathered before they move forward.  There is a lot of critical infrastructure 

that is aging, which is seen with the water issues presented earlier.  She questioned 

whether or not the sewer system could handle the use during intermission at a 365 set 

theater.  The surrounding roads to this property are either one way roads or very narrow 

two-way roads.  She expressed her concerns about the two sets of standards, 

downtown district and residential district, and how it took her six (6) months to get 

approval from the HPC to reside her house.  She did not understand how a proposal to 

put a structure of that size on that property without increasing flooding would happen.  

Lastly, she felt that this would end being a wedding venue facility, which lead to the 

question of alcohol.  This is a dry town would Haddonfield, as the owner of the property, 



 

 

be held liable if a caterer used their license to allow for the serving of alcohol.  These 

are things that should be considered as the owner of the property. 

 

Winston Extavour, E. Kings Highway, is there a legal obstacle for this project to move 

forward.  Is there something that prohibits certain uses or changes to the property?  The 

Borough Solicitor acknowledged that currently the zoning for the property does not 

allow for such a use, but zoning can be modified to allow the use to occur.  Mr. 

Extavour asked if it would be an easy undertaking to change the zoning.  The Solicitor 

replied that there are two ways to deal with such an issue; 1) get a use various, or 2) re-

zone the particular area.  None of this has been discussed at this point and no 

agreements have been given at this time, which has been stated numerous times this 

evening.  No approvals have been given for anything.  The only matter that is before 

the Commissioners is to permit Boxwood Arts to proceed to see whether or not they get 

approvals from the various boards for their project.  They do have a lot of hurdles to get 

over and let’s see if they can do it.  It is like the old saying that people are entitled to 

their day in court; you shouldn’t shut them out before they can even say anything.  

What the Borough is merely doing is allowing them to try to get the approval.  You may 

never get it, but the Borough is not going to shut you down without getting a chance to 

be heard.  Mr. Extavour then confirmed that a change in zoning may not be 

forthcoming.  The Solicitor replied affirmatively. 

 

Ms. Tassini just wanted to clarify something for Commissioner Moscatelli when he keeps 

stating that we cannot protect Boxwood Hall and the cottage.  We could do so 

through a perpetual protection easement with the New Jersey Trust.  The Trust inspects 

those properties every year to make sure nothing has been done to change their 

character.  If you don’t put an easement on them, then yes, something could happen, 

but if you put an easement on they are preserved. 

 

Mayor Rochford thanked everyone for coming out and then asked the other 

Commissioners to voice any thoughts they may have on the issue. 

 

Commissioner Moscatelli appreciated all the concerns everyone has on this issue and 

stated that he is interest to see how they plan on handling parking, stormwater and 

traffic.   These are not small hurdles, as is not the zoning issue because that is going to 

be a lengthy trip through either the Zoning Board of Adjustment or the Planning Board 

depending on how things go.  The question before us is whether or not we allow them 

to attempt this and do we allow the HPC to determine if this is historically appropriate, 

or should he come in and take over that function a decide as a Commissioner that it is 

not historically appropriate and to not let it go forward.  Do I say to myself that I believe 

it does not fit the zoning?  All without having the other information that we have said we 

would like to have.  He stated that he thinks that the project has enough merits and 

enough strong points that it is worth exploring.  It doesn’t mean that the fix is in or that is 

definitely going to be approved.  He repeated that there are a number of hurdles that 

are going to be strenuous, but given where we are with the property he would be in 

favor of allowing the Boxwood Arts group to make their applications and let the 

appropriate boards and committees decide if this is something we should have 

downtown. 

 

Mayor Rochford reiterated that this is not an endorsement of the project, we are only 

allowing the group to go forward to test their vision for this site in front of the boards. 

They have said on their own that they have a long way to go as far as getting 

approvals are concerned.  Once of the things the Mr. Hluchen brought up earlier was 

whether or not are there interests, options or leases already in place for the property 

and there is not.  He state that it is his feeling to go forward and let them go before the 

proper boards and see what happens. 

 

Commissioner Kasko stated that he wanted to echo the sentiments of his fellow 

Commissioners, and thank everyone who is so passionate, knowledgeable and caring 

about this town.  One of the things that he loves about this town is that the people care 

about things, not just their own families and their own property.  They care about the 

neighborhood, about the downtown, and the town, as well as the kids, our schools and 

everything else that makes this town great.  Sometimes we disagree and that is okay.  

He stated that he has finished eight (8) years of serving on this Board of Commissioners, 

as well as a few years on the Zoning Board and there have been several times where 



 

 

disagreements between neighbors, between friends, colleagues and even relatives 

occurs.  It is okay to disagree and he feels that everyone did a nice job about 

discussing that.  As a Commissioner he is one of the strongest supporters of preserving 

historic structures and saving significant architecture.  He is also a huge protector and 

supporter of private property rights, neighborhoods, safety and not flooded by water 

and having all of the issues that have been expressed here.  The two things that 

concern him the most are parking and traffic, but also the noise and water issues.  All of 

those have to be reviewed and they will be.  We do not yet know the financial layout of 

the project:  what portion may be purchased, what portion may be leased, what may 

have to be demolished, what may affect the park in the back.  These things are all 

going to be discussed and everyone on both sides will have lots of opportunities in front 

of these boards to discuss all of these things that came up tonight.  There are huge 

hurdles and huge issues that the Boxwood Arts group needs to overcome.  He has 

heard the concerns discussed and has some of his own with the hurdles that need to 

be overcome, but he wants to give Boxwoods Arts the opportunity to further check 

these things out.  There is no malic to any in this room and even though we may 

disagree he is hopeful that we can have a full debate about this in the coming months. 

 

As there were no further questions or comments the Commissioners voted unanimously 

to approve the resolution as amended. 

 

Mayor Rochford then opened the public comment portion of the meeting.   

 

Ms. Custer asked if the Historic Preservation Commission would be required to notify only 

the adjacent homeowners when this project is on their agenda, or if they would need 

to notify those within 200 feet since it is such a high profile subject.  The Borough Solicitor 

replied that notices will get out to as many people as possible. 

 

Ms. Tassini pointed out that some of the links to documents listed on the Historic 

Preservation Commission page are inaccurate. 

 

The meeting was adjourned at 9:19 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

Deanna Bennett, RMC 

Borough Clerk 


