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MINUTES OF THE BOARD MEETING 

THE SOMERSET RARITAN VALLEY SEWERAGE AUTHORITY    

SEPTEMBER 22, 2025 

 

 

Minute 1 - Opening of Meeting 

 

The Board Meeting of the Somerset Raritan Valley Sewerage Authority was called to order at 

7:01 P.M. by Chairman Edward Machala. 

 

Minute 2 - Open Public Meetings Announcement 

 

The Open Public Meeting Announcement was read by the Assistant Executive Director, Sherwin 

Ulep. 

 

Minute 3 - Roll Call 
 

Robert Albano Present John Murphy Present 

Pamela Borek Present Michael Pappas Present (Teams) 

Daniel Croson Absent  Philip Petrone Absent 

Gary DiNardo Present Reinhard Pratt Present 

Vincent Dominach Present (Teams) Frank Scarantino Present 

Michael Impellizeri Absent Edward Machala Present 

Joseph Lifrieri Present   

 

Authority Staff 

Ronald Anastasio, P.E., Executive Director Present 

Sherwin Ulep, P.E., Asst. Executive Director/Manager of Engineering Present 

Anthony Tambasco, Plant Superintendent Present (Teams) 

Timothy Wojcicki, Chief Plant Operator Present (Teams) 

Ellie Hoffman, P.E., Regulatory Compliance Engineer Present (Teams) 

Linda Hering, Human Resources Manager Present 

Christian Santiago, Staff Engineer Present (Teams) 

Gerry Zielonka, Maintenance Supervisor Present (Teams) 

Peter Wozniak, Chief Financial Officer Absent 

  

Professional Staff 

David Leun, P.E., CDM Smith Present  

Brad Carney, Esq., Maraziti Falcon, LLP 

 

Present (Teams) 

  

 

Minute 4 – Pledge of Allegiance 

 

All in attendance saluted the flag. 

 

 

Minute 5 – Approval of Minutes 
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1. Board Meeting Open Session Minutes – August 25, 2025 

 

 

Upon a Motion of Mr. Pratt, Second of Mr. Lifrieri, the Minutes of the August 25, 2025 Meeting 

(Open Session) were approved, by the following Roll Call Vote:      

 

Roll Call Vote: 

 

 

Robert Albano Yes John Murphy Yes 

Pamela Borek Yes Michael Pappas Yes 

Daniel Croson Absent  Philip Petrone Absent 

Gary DiNardo Yes Reinhard Pratt Yes 

Vincent Dominach Yes Frank Scarantino Yes 

Michael Impellizeri Absent Edward Machala Yes 

Joseph Lifrieri Yes   

 

 

2. Board Meeting Closed Session Minutes – August 25, 2025 

 

Upon a Motion of Mr. Albano, Second of Mr. Lifrieri, the Minutes of the August 22, 2025 

Meeting (Closed Session) were approved, by the following Roll Call Vote:      

 

Roll Call Vote: 

 

 

Robert Albano Yes John Murphy Yes 

Pamela Borek Yes Michael Pappas Yes 

Daniel Croson Absent Philip Petrone Absent 

Gary DiNardo Yes Reinhard Pratt Yes 

Vincent Dominach Yes Frank Scarantino Yes 

Michael Impellizeri Absent Edward Machala Yes 

Joseph Lifrieri Yes   

 

 

Minute 6 - Public Hearings -  NONE 

 

 

Minute 7 – Public Participation – NONE 

   

 

Minute 8 – Consent Agenda: Resolutions for Consideration and Possible Formal Action 

 

Mr. Machala asked if there were any comments or questions on any of the eleven (11) 

Resolutions on the Consent Agenda.   

 

Mr. Pappas raised questions about Resolutions #8 and 9, regarding the sewer capacity, one for 

Somerville and one for Hillsborough.  Obviously, the Authority has certain capacity today and an 
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applicant submits an application for sewer capacity and it has fulfilled all the requirements; the 

Authority has to act and that is what we’re doing here.  There is no specific allocation for any 

municipality, so it is first come, first served, correct?  Mr. Anastasio indicated that yes, it is.  Mr. 

Pappas added, we have these 2 resolutions, one for Hillsborough which is for 196 single-family 

homes and that would be the effluent that comes from those homes will go into the Hillsborough 

Township sewer system.  For the other one in Somerville, it is a large apartment complex, how is 

that metered for sewage/wastewater?  Mr. Anastasio indicated that one is not a sewer extension, 

per se.  The NJDEP regulations require that any single connection over 8,000 gallons/day also 

requires a TWA which is allocation in the treatment plant.  It’s not that we’re metering it but that 

the flow is projected based on the DEP criteria, for example square footage for retail or office, or 

a number of dwelling units.  That’s how the projection of the flow is arrived at.  That is normal 

practice for TWAs. Once it is constructed and occupied, how is it metered?  It is not metered for 

billing purposes.  Once it is connected, it starts delivering sewage, it is considered part of our 

existing flow. It’s in the mix with everything else. The projected flow for the approval purposes 

is arrived at based on the use and size.  Mr. Machala asked Mr. Ulep, asking for clarification.  In 

cases where there is a one-family, two-family, you have a formula.  Say we have 50 single-

family units, they are at a certain rate, and a two-family is at another rate and that is how we get 

the proposed flow for that particular building?  Mr. Ulep stated that there is a calculation and 

flow criteria based on NJDEP regs.  For instance, for a church, it is 3 gallons/day per seat. These 

are applied by the engineer in an Engineering Report. If it is a mixed use, they just break it up, 

calculate each type of use, and add it up.  We don’t count bedrooms for a connection fee.  For a 

TWA application, we still count the bedrooms.  There’s a projected flow.   

 

Ms. Borek commented that the math in resolution #1, in the 3rd WHEREAS, doesn’t appear to be 

correct. Mr. Anastasio said it is a typo and that the dollar amount should be $118,425.00.  We 

will amend the Resolution to reflect the correct amount of $118,425.00. 

 

Mr. Pratt had a question regarding Resolution #10, what is the Educational Services 

Commission?  Mr. Anastasio stated that it is a co-op throughout New Jersey of all the 

Educational Service Commissions for the counties. Somerset County has an ESC on Finderne 

Avenue.  In 1999, the legislature amended the Local Public Contracts Law to allow the creation 

of these. The ESCNJ created a co-op and they are the lead agency and they allow cooperative 

purchasing for any member that joins by resolution, which we did.  It has nothing to do with 

education.  It is just for purchase of goods and services of their contractors.  So, the prices that 

they get, we have access to.   

 

Upon a Motion of Mr. Lifrieri, Second of Ms. Borek, the Consent Agenda below, amending 

Resolution 25-0922-1 accordingly, was approved by the following Roll Call vote: 

 

 

1) Res. No. 25-0922-1 – Resolution Extending the Contract for Furnishing and Delivery of 

Sodium Chlorite-Based Odor Control Chemical and Dousing System (Contract A-25-1) 

to Evoqua Water Technologies, LLC  

 

2) Res. No. 25-0922-2 – Resolution Awarding the Contract for Furnishing and Delivery of 

Liquid Sodium Hypochlorite to Kuehne Company Inc. 

 

3) Res. No. 25-0922-3 –  Resolution Awarding the Contract for Furnishing and Delivery of 

Liquid Sodium Hydroxide to Brenntag Northeast, LLC 



SEPTEMBER 22, 2025                                                                                 OPEN SESSION - Page 4 

 

4) Res. No. 25-0922-4 –  Resolution Awarding the Contract for Furnishing and Delivery of 

Liquid Sodium Bisulfite to PVS Chemical Solutions Inc. 

 

5) Res. No. 25-0922-5 – Resolution Awarding the Contract for the Furnishing and Delivery 

of Liquid Magnesium Hydroxide to Coburn Chemicals 

 

6) Res. No. 25-0922-6 – Resolution Awarding the Contract for the Furnishing and Delivery 

of Polymer to Polydyne, Inc. 

 

7) Res. No. 25-0922-7 – Resolution Authorizing the Administrative Termination of the 

Non-Domestic Wastewater Discharge Permit 39G for Amneal Complex Products 

Research, LLC 

 

8) Res. No. 25-0922-8  Sewer Extension Resolution Approval- Proposed 196 Single-Family 

Dwelling Subdivision; M&M Hillsborough West Tract Subdivision at Hamilton Road, 

Hillsborough Township; Block 182 Lot 11.01 

  

9) Res. No. 25-0922-9 - Sewer Extension Resolution - Borough of Somerville (New Jersey 

American Water); Somerville Station Phase 2; Robeson Street; Block 123.05 Lots 2.03, 

2.04, 2.05 And Block 123 Lot 5.01 

 

10) Res. No. 25-0922-10 - Resolution Authorizing the Performance of Medium and Low-

Voltage Switchgear Inspection Through the Educational Services Commission of New 

Jersey Cooperative Pricing System 

 

11) Res. No. 25-0922-11 - Resolution Authorizing the Purchase of a New Chemscan Process 

Analyzer for the Authority’s Chloramination System Through the North Jersey 

Wastewater Cooperative Pricing System 

 

 

Roll Call Vote: 

 

Robert Albano Yes Joseph Lifrieri Yes 

Pamela Borek Yes John Murphy Yes 

Daniel Croson Absent Michael Pappas Yes 

Gary DiNardo Yes Philip Petrone Absent 

Vincent Dominach Yes Reinhard Pratt Yes 

Michael Impellizeri Absent Frank Scarantino Yes 

  Edward Machala Yes 

 

Minute 9 – Board Committees –  

 

A. Finance Committee (ALBANO) Machala, Pratt, Scarantino, Dominach, Pappas, Croson 

 

Mr. Machala stated that we will go to Closed Session first and will come back to these two 

Resolutions afterwards. 
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1. Update on PSE&G Energy Efficiency Project - Execution of Limited Notice to 

Proceed to Authorize PSE&G to Prepare Engineering Design Drawings and 

Procurement Ready Construction Documents for Six Identified Energy Efficient 

Measures (CLOSED SESSION – CONTRACT NEGOTIATIONS & 

ATTORNEY/CLIENT PRIVELAGED) 

 

2. Res. No. 25-0922-12 – Resolution Authorizing Execution of Limited Notice to 

Proceed to Authorize PSE&G to Prepare Engineering Design Drawings and 

Procurement Ready Construction Documents for Six Identified Energy Efficient 

Measures 

 

 

Minute 10 – Chairman – No Comments  

 

Minute 11 – Reports  

 

A. Executive Director’s Report 

 

A. Executive Director’s Report 

 

1. Report on the Progress of the Interceptor Inverted Siphon Cleaning – Siphon 

No. 1 Additional Work. 

 

We are doing siphon cleaning work right now, flushing out the siphon pipes.  We do this about 

every five years. They completed siphon #1, which consists of four pipes that cross under the 

river. This is located at the back of the Raritan DPW and it crosses the river into Hillsborough 

onto the Duke Farms site.  It is part of our interceptor system. I wanted to talk about this because 

we had received a price through one of the Co-Op’s and it was based on four workdays to get 

through the siphon pipes, flushing them through with a sewer flushing truck. They had expected 

to spend 3 days to complete siphon #1, but had to spend 6 extra days because one of the pipes 

was fully blocked and the others were partially blocked.  It took a lot more work to flush it out. 

We suggested using a chain cutter (think of it like a weedwhacker with a piece of chain and is 

driven by water pressure) to cut the grease.  They didn’t use that, maybe being a little 

conservative on their part.  They just used water pressure instead. Two of the pipes are 70 years 

old and they were safely cleaned.  They wanted $50,000 extra for the extra 6 days. We 

negotiated down to $30,000.  We don’t have a change order on the agenda yet because they have 

two more sets of siphons to do and we’ll see what we are dealing with.   

 

We are making a payment to them tonight for $30,000 because we have to keep them going.  

They did the work and the siphons are now clean. It is the type of thing where you don’t know 

what you have until you get into it.  We will accrue these.  At some point, we’ll have to award 

them a change order for the additional work.  In the future, we’re discussing doing one set every 

two years.  It works out to be $5,000/day and they are usually $6,700/day. The equipment is very 
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expensive.  We thought it was fair of them to negotiate. Mr. Albano asked, the pipe that was 

clogged, how was it functioning if it was completely clogged?  The other three were carrying it.  

If they had used a chain cutter on our recommendation and busted something, would it be our 

fault?  Yes. So, we may want to be a little more conservative in the future.  The contractor 

doesn’t want to make that decision, they don’t want to break anything. 

 

Mr. Anastasio showed the before and after pictures of the pipes. It looks like a brand-new pipe 

after it is flushed out.  

 

2. Update on Plantwide Mechanical Rehabilitation Project 

 

Mr. Anastasio stated that project work continues. We have 90% on the return activated sludge 

system design.  Mr. Ulep stated that the design is between 60-90%. Usually when we’re at that 

stage of a design, it goes until the engineer provides you with a 90% design.  There are not a lot 

of things to find out at that stage, not a lot of things to calibrate. It’s more finalizing the design. 

The multi-media filter is 60%. A lot of the big tweaks have been done.      

 

3. Update on Main Interceptor & Forcemain Rehabilitation Project 

 

Mr. Anastasio indicated that we are waiting to get together with Duke Farms.  Mr. Anastasio 

asked of Mr. Carney, this week maybe we can finalize the letter to NRCS that we can forward to 

Duke Farms and get their buy-in and then we can send it to the federal government and open the 

dialogue on obtaining those easements.  Mr. Carney stated yes, that is correct. Mr. Ulep indicated 

that we also received a 60% design and specifications a couple of days ago.  We can’t say with 

certainty that the pipe route through Dukes is the way we have it laid out. It is planned as if we 

have the easements but we have to get over this. We can’t apply for the wetland permits.  Mr. 

Lifrieri asked, once Duke approves it, how long will it take the feds to get back to us?  Duke is 

waiting for the feds to approve before their Board approves, that’s what we were told.  We 

haven’t even talked to the federal government.  It is taking a while to work with Duke Farms but 

they want to see the letter that we sent to the federal government, which we drafted a letter and 

have gone back and forth.  Brad will run that by them one more time, through their attorneys. 

Once they say that’s good, we will send that together to the federal government.  Mr. Ulep stated 

that we met with NRCS a year ago, another a year prior to that.  They were receptive to it. Brad 

has a good rapport with them and they have been responsive.  Once we approach the feds, they 

have to get an Assistant District Attorney involved because we have lawyers involved.  When we 

started this project a few years ago, we went to Duke Farms and met in person. We had a couple 

Teams meetings with the federal government staff and they loved the idea.  It makes sense.   

 

It may not be a bad thing that this is on a slower time clock than the plantwide mechanical 

project. We’re initiating two big projects.  It’s not a bad idea to start one big one and the other 

will playout and start a couple of years later. We’ll have a lot going on. The Authority has done 

its due diligence and has been proactive. We’ve studied it and issued a contract to CDM Smith.  

If something happens now, it is a lot better situation than if we didn’t do any of this and 
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something happens. There are no signs that there are any problems. Mr. Carney indicated that 

Duke is not going to present the full easements until they have the yes from the federal 

government. Then they’ll present the complete package to their Board.  Hopefully in six months 

the easements will be signed.  We just have to play it by ear.   

 

A question arose, why are the feds involved?  Dukes Farms took vast amounts of their farm 

fields and placed them into federal protective easements, like wetlands easements and may have 

gotten some money for them.  There is no activity in there and it is very restrictive. Mr. Carney 

stated that the Emergency Watershed Protection Program has rights on that property. We have to 

amend that recorded document to allow our easement for this project.  If we continue with this 

discussion, we should go into closed session because we’re getting more into contract 

negotiations.  

 

Mr. Anastasio indicated that in 2004 we obtained easements for this southerly route.  We went 

around going along the river and went out in the farm field. We built our 2005 line. We got our 

temporary construction easement and permanent easement, finished the project and we have a 

permanent easement out there. We maintain the pipeline and the area around it.  In 2011, Duke 

Farms puts this land in protective easements.  Now the feds are a stakeholder and they have 

rights.  That’s why we have to deal with them.  Their staff was easy to work with and very 

amenable.  Mr. Murphy added that there are regulatory issues and the environmental disturbance 

that goes with that by trying to negotiate and relocate an easement.  It is subject to federal 

approval.  

 

 

4. Update on the Storm Control Pumping Station Flood Mitigation Project 

 

Mr. Anastasio stated that this is moving along well. Mr. Ulep stated that we got our generator 

and we are completed with most of the site construction by the storm control treatment facility. 

Hopefully, we get the IPAs by the end of the year and there is a plan to do construction by the 

river in the next couple of months. We learned that the contractor expects the switchgear this fall. 

By the end of the year, we expect to receive one of the IPA shelters (the one up by our treatment 

plant). The one that is located by the river, are still working out the structural details for that 

because it is higher in the air.  The quality of work is really good.  

 

5. Update on the Design of the New Administration Building 

 

Mr. Anastasio stated that we just had a meeting with them last week, so we are 50%.  Mr. Ulep 

said that we are at 50% going to 90%. They are finishing some site grading designs to make sure 

that we don’t exceed the fill requirements for the site and we don’t have to compensate for any 

fill that we have to do. Once that’s done, they will design the storm water system. We are almost 

done with building design.  Hopefully in the next couple of months, we’ll get the 90% design 

cursory review and then we’re off to the races. 
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We reworked the design where there is not really importation of fill. It’s not like we are raising 

things up and have to bring soil in.  It is a good layout and meets our needs. We’re happy with 

where we are.  Once we get to 90% design, then we want a set of specs that people want to look 

at, we’ll make them available. 

 

Mr. Albano asked, when we go to the Planning Board, if it is a courtesy review?  Yes, we started 

talking about that. We have to work out the site details first and then we will bring Andy Brewer 

in, Brad’s colleague, to start talking about putting the application together.  Mr. Carney indicated 

it is a capital review.  When we’ve gone before Bridgewater in the past for capital review 

projects, we have to do some testimony and exhibits. It is a little involved.  Notice has to go out 

for hearing, etc.  Mr. Anastasio stated that it looks like the same normal application process as a 

non-capital review. We’ve been through this a couple of times.   

 

 

6. Discussion Regarding the Proposed Judicial Consent Orders (JCO) Related to 

PFAS with the 3M Company and DuPont (CLOSED SESSION – 

(ANTICIPATED LITIGATION & ATTORNEY/CLIENT PRIVILEGED)  

 

a. Res. No. 25-0922-13 – Resolution Authorizing Filing of Motion to 

Intervene in the Matter Pending in the United States District Court for 

the District of New Jersey in the Matter of NJDEP, Et Al. V. E.I. 

Dupont De Nemours and Co., Et Al., Case No: 1:190cv-14766-RMB-

JBC (D.N.J.) Regarding the Proposed Judicial Consent Order as to: (1) 

The 3M Company; and (2) Dupont De Nemours, Inc.; Dupont Specialty 

Products USA, LLC; EJDP, Inc. (F/K/A E.I. Dupont De Nemours and 

Company); the Chemours Company; and the Chemours Company FC, 

LLC 

 

B. Engineer/Consultants – David Leun, P.E. (CDM Smith) Engineer’s Report for  

August 2025 – No questions 

 

 

C. Attorney – Mr. Brad Carney, Esq., Maraziti Falcon, LLP – No report this evening.  

 

 

Department Reports: 

 

1.  Operations 

2.  Regulatory Compliance 

3.  Laboratory 

4.  Maintenance 

5.  Special Projects 

 

E. Facility Engineer Reports: 

 

1.  Facility Engineers Monthly Report  



SEPTEMBER 22, 2025                                                                                 OPEN SESSION - Page 9 

2.  Capacity Allocation   

3.  Capacity Assurance  

4.  Monthly Flow Report 

 

 

Minute 12 – Communications – Standard monthly communication submittals to the State are in 

the Board book. 

 

 

Minute 13 - Res. No. 25-0922-14  – Payroll 

 

Upon a Motion of Mr. Albano, Second by Ms. Borek, the Resolution was approved by the 

following vote: 

 

Roll Call Vote: 

 

Robert Albano Yes John Murphy Yes 

Pamela Borek Yes Michael Pappas Yes 

Daniel Croson Absent Philip Petrone Absent 

Gary DiNardo Yes Reinhard Pratt Yes 

Vincent Dominach Yes Frank Scarantino Yes 

Michael Impellizeri Absent Edward Machala Yes 

Joseph Lifrieri Yes   

 

 

 

Minute 14- Res. No. 25-0922-15 – Bills  

 

Upon a Motion of Ms. Borek, Second by Mr. Scarantino, the Resolution was approved by the 

following vote: 

 

Roll Call Vote: 

 

Robert Albano Yes John Murphy Yes 

Pamela Borek Yes Michael Pappas Yes 

Daniel Croson Absent Philip Petrone Absent 

Gary DiNardo Yes Reinhard Pratt Yes 

Vincent Dominach Yes Frank Scarantino Yes 

Michael Impellizeri Absent Edward Machala Yes 

Joseph Lifrieri Yes   

 

 

 

Minute 15 – Adjourn to Closed Session at 7:39 p.m. 

 

Upon the Motion of Mr. Lifrieri, Second of Mr. Albano, the above Resolution was approved by 

the following Roll Call Vote: 
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Robert Albano Yes Joseph Lifrieri Yes 

Pamela Borek Yes John Murphy Yes 

Daniel Croson Absent Michael Pappas Yes 

Gary DiNardo Yes Philip Petrone Absent 

Vincent Dominach Yes Reinhard Pratt Yes 

Michael Impellizeri Absent Frank Scarantino Yes 

  Edward Machala Yes 

 

 

Minute 16 -  Reconvene in Open Session at 8:03 p.m. 

 

Mr. Machala indicated that we are going to go back to the two Resolutions that were 

discussed in Closed Session. 

 

 

Resolution No. 25-0922-12 - – Resolution Authorizing Execution of Limited Notice to 

Proceed to Authorize PSE&G to Prepare Engineering Design Drawings and Procurement Ready 

Construction Documents for Six Identified Energy Efficient Measures 

 

Upon a Motion of Mr. Lifrieri, Second of Mr. Albano, the Resolution was approved by the 

following roll call vote. 

 

Roll Call: 

 

Robert Albano Yes John Murphy Yes 

Pamela Borek Yes Michael Pappas Yes 

Daniel Croson Absent Philip Petrone Absent 

Gary DiNardo Yes Reinhard Pratt Yes 

Vincent Dominach Yes Frank Scarantino Yes 

Michael Impellizeri Absent Edward Machala Yes 

Joseph Lifrieri Yes   

 

 

 

Res. No. 25-0922-13 – Resolution Authorizing Filing of Motion to Intervene in the Matter 

Pending in the USDC for the District of New Jersey in the Matter of NJDEP, et al v. E.I. 

DuPont De Nemours and Col, et al, Case No. 1:190cv-14766-RMB-JBC 

 

Mr. Albano indicated that he has a Resolution from Bridgewater Township. Bridgewater 

Township did send a letter to the Judge in the case.  I have a Resolution asking for an extension 

of time and essentially, opposing  the settlement for all the reasons that we discussed.  He would 

like to make it a part of our Minutes. 

 

Mr. Lifrieri asked if there are any other towns or any other sewage authorities that are doing this.  

Mr. Carney, in relation to submitting public comments, most of my clients did submit a public 

comment as to 3M.  In the public notices out there as to DuPont, they are due on November 1st.  

Beyond that, I don’t know who else has submitted. As attorneys, do you have any sort of 

organization of sewage authority attorneys that you could confer with one another?  I have 
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reached out to my contacts. The problem is when you look at DEP’s 3M settlement micro-

website, you can’t see who else has submitted, which I’m sure is by design.  I can’t go on their 

website and see who has commented and who hasn’t.  When they do respond to the comments, 

they will include who they are from, the question, and then the response.   

 

Ms. Borek indicated that we have an AEA check-in meeting on Wednesday and I’m sure some 

of the people who have already responded will be talking about it.  It is a popular topic.  We’ll 

get a sense of who has responded at that time. 

 

 Upon a Motion of Mr. Lifrieri, Second of Mr. Albano, the Resolution was approved by the 

following roll call vote: 

 

 

Roll Call: 

 

. 

Robert Albano Yes Joseph Lifrieri Yes 

Pamela Borek Yes John Murphy Yes 

Daniel Croson Absent Michael Pappas Yes 

Gary DiNardo Yes Philip Petrone Absent 

Vincent Dominach Yes Reinhard Pratt Yes 

Michael Impellizeri Absent Frank Scarantino Yes 

  Edward Machala Yes 

  

 

Minute 18 – Adjournment of Meeting 

 

Upon a Motion of Mr. Albano, Second of Mr. Pratt, the Meeting was adjourned at 8:10 p.m. 

 

All in Favor Voice Vote: 

 

Robert Albano Yes John Murphy Yes 

Pamela Borek Yes Michael Pappas Yes 

Daniel Croson Absent Philip Petrone Absent 

Gary DiNardo Yes Reinhard Pratt Yes 

Vincent Dominach Yes Frank Scarantino Yes 

Michael Impellizeri Absent Edward Machala Yes 

Joseph Lifrieri Yes   

 

 

 

NEXT BOARD MEETING WILL BE HELD ON 

OCTOBER 27, 2025 

 


