
Dear New Providence Council, 
I would like to add a few notes to my statement at the borough meeting on 2/12/2018. I am 
uncomfortable on camera, and frankly, it took me a few days to process what I saw at the 
meeting so I am writing several important things that I would like to add on record.  

1) During the time that that the meeting was open for public comments, Peggy Hagen stood 
up to express her opinion. Council member Gennaro interrupted her to say  that she 
probably showed up to the council meeting at the request of someone else and seemed 
to suggest that she would not be there for her own reasons.. She denied it, noting that 
she had been to several previous meetings but it doesn’t really matter because the part 
of the meeting we all attended is OPEN to the public! If a significant by-law is going to be 
changed, the public has a right to attend and be informed and comment on it. In addition, 
the town council has an obligation to actually listen to and to consider the comments 
from the citizens.  

2) The way the by-law change was described to the citizens who were attending seemed to 
minimize the effect it would have on the long term operation and governance of our 
borough. To casually say that we operate under the definition of a “weak Mayor” type of 
system (pardon my terminology if it isn’t technically correct) and then impose by-laws 
that make the mayor even weaker without any input from the people of New Providence 
seems overbearing and overreaching. Even Arman Galluccio, who has been on the 
borough council, expressed concern about the proposed changes and their long term 
consequences. 

3) To put forth these very permanent and overreaching changes because of a conflict with 
the mayor is drastic and can be perceived as a heavy handed way to control the mayor 
or even as an assertion of power after a contentious election. In a time when we are 
trying to address bullying in the schools, this type of behavior does not model what we 
expect from our children let alone our elected officials. Furthermore, the 
councilmembers’ paternalistic responses when questioned about these changes is not 
the type of representation that citizens deserve.  

4) The statement by Council member Geoffrey that the by-laws indicates that the council 
can choose to put three or two councilmembers on a committee to “increase efficacy” 
again can be perceived that the council is doing this just so they can choose when to 
shut out the mayor, further evidence that it is a power play. 

5) Finally, to suggest that Mayor Morgan and family members are the only people with 
strong personalities is to deny that some of the council members are very polarizing 
figures who have also stepped on many toes in social media and other public forums. 
The animosity that was exhibited during the town council meeting is very disturbing and 
portends a dysfunctional system. The borough council must recognize that New 
Providence is increasing in diversity and this paternalistic, some may say bullying, 
approach will not be viewed favorably by the citizens of New Providence.  

 
Louise Wheeler 
24 Holmes Oval 
New Providence, NJ 07974 


