*****DRAFT*****
The Town of Forestburgh Town Board had their regular monthly meeting on Thursday, May 5, 2016 at the town hall.

Supervisor Hogue called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

Roll Call: Present – Dan Hogue, Jr., Supervisor



      Katherine Barnhart, Councilwoman



      John W. Galligan, Councilman



      Steve Budofsky, Councilman


  Absent – Susan Parks Landis, Councilwoman


Recording


Secretary – Joanne K. Nagoda, Town Clerk


Others


Present – Joseph Ruggeri, Highway Superintendent



    E. Danielle Jose Decker, Attorney for the Town

REPORTS –

Supervisor Hogue submitted a monthly financial report for the month of April 2016.

Town Clerk, Joanne Nagoda submitted a report of monthly clerk fees and activity for April 2016.

Justices Carroll and Gunther submitted a report of justice court activity and fees for April 2016.

MINUTES – Town Clerk, Joanne Nagoda submitted minutes of March 3 and March 22. Councilwoman Barnhart stated that she didn’t think that the board members had received them.  In the last issue of Towns and Topics there was an article about having the minutes completed in a timely manner. Clerk Nagoda apologized, and stated that she is almost all caught up on the minutes.  Councilman Galligan suggested holding all of the minutes over for next month.  Matter tabled. 
GENERAL FUND VOUCHERS - #90 – 114 in the sum of $9,993.13 as set forth in abstract # 5 were audited for payment. MOTION by Councilman Galligan, seconded by Councilwoman Barnhart to pay general fund vouchers. Vote: 4 ayes – 0 nays. Motion carried.
HIGHWAY FUND VOUCHERS - # 45 – 53 in t he sum of $4,715.50 as set forth in abstract # 5 were reviewed. MOTION by Councilwoman Barnhart, seconded by Councilman Galligan to accept the highway fund vouchers. Vote: 4 ayes – 0 nays. Motion carried.

ESCROW FUND VOUCHERS - # 3 in the sum of $210.00 as outlined in abstract # 3 were reviewed. MOTION by Councilwoman Barnhart, seconded by Councilman Budofsky to pay the escrow fund vouchers. Vote: 3 ayes – 0 nays. Councilman Galligan abstained as this project was for his sister-in-law. 

COMMUNICATIONS – 

Town Clerk, Joanne Nagoda read a letter from M. Lori Schneider requesting permission to place ribbons on the building for the month of May in honor of the National Alliance on Mental Illness. MOTION by  Supervisor Hogue, seconded by Councilman Galligan to allow the ribbons to be placed. Vote: 4 ayes – 0 nays. Motion carried. 
From the Sullivan County Chamber of Commerce, on Sunday May 15, 2016 the 25th Anniversary Pride Awards will be held at the Villa Roma in Callicoon. This year the recipient from Forestburgh is Franklin Trapp, owner of the Forestburgh Playhouse he is being honored also as Business Person of the Year. This year is the 70th Anniversary of the playhouse, making it the oldest, longest continually running summer stock theatre in New York State. 

From Sullivan Renaissance that the town has been approved to receive assistance from Sullivan Renaissance from their maintenance support program. You will receive $500 maintenance grant, $100 in  flower dollars, assistance with volunteer work days, and $200 for a hose cart and hose. 

Lastly, a letter from Stuart and Shari Goldstein outlining the problems and difficulty in the construction of their home at 149 Wildwood Way and their problems with our former and current building inspectors. He wants to obtain his certificate of occupancy and complete this matter within thirty days. 

PUBLIC COMMENT –

Diane Miller – I have a question, I’m looking at the contract with the fire department, aren’t we putting the town and townspeople in a liability by the town doing the maintenance on the hydrants? Supervisor Hogue stated that we are in the process of reviewing it all. Mrs. Miller continued that her son and husband work for the highway department and they have never said they worked on the dry hydrants. I could be wrong, but it sounds like this is something new coming into play. Supervisor Hogue stated there was always an agreement, we are trying to consolidate three agreements into one. 
Janet Price – Can I request another bid to bid again on the property at 198 Dill Road. There are a couple of people who want to bid but didn’t see it in the paper. I don’t get the paper, I have no idea, I watch the news. They want the opportunity to put in a bid. Open another bid next month or at the end of this month or something.  Supervisor Hogue stated we can discuss it when we down to that item. 

UNFINSIHED BUSINESS

198 DILL ROAD – Supervisor Hogue explained we bid this the first time with a minimum bid of $38,000 and we received one bid for $200. The board rejected that bid and bid it again with no minimum.  He asked Clerk Nagoda to announce the bids – a bid was received from Arthur Petrowsky in the amount of $10,151. A bid was received from David Groskin, President of Bobcat Road, LLC in the amount of $11,500. For full disclosure, Mr. Groskin is a member of the planning board. Bid number 3 was from Angelo D’Abbraccio in the amount of $4,000. All bid specs were met along with cashier’s checks for ten percent of the bid amount. MOTION by Councilman Galligan, seconded by Councilwoman Barnhart to accept the highest bidder, being David Groskin, President of Bobcat Road, LLC in the sum of $11,500. Supervisor Hogue asked if it is ok for Mr. Groskin to purchase this if he is on the planning board. Attorney Jose replied that he is a controlling member of an LLC which is the entity that is actually placing the bid. He disclosed in interest with the LLC and I think it’s acceptable according to your code of ethics. Supervisor Hogue stated that Mrs. Price did ask for this to be rebid – is there any discussion from the board? Councilwoman Barnhart stated that we put this out to bid twice; we followed all of the criteria. Councilman Galligan stated you should point out that the town has profited about $25,000 from the gift of Wells Fargo. They gave us the property and $20,000 and we had a few expenses but the town has profited on the deal. 

Vote: 4 ayes – 0 nays. Motion carried. 

FIRE DEPARTMENT PLOW/HYDRANT AND FUEL AGREEMENT – We have a revised proposed agreement with the Forestburgh Fire District for snow plowing, the purchase of gasoline and diesel and maintenance of the dry hydrants. Does the board have any feelings on this? Councilman Galligan asked Commissioner Chair Steinberg if he was satisfied with the agreement. He replied yes, the commissioners are fine with it. Attorney Jose stated she thinks there are some objections to the maintenance issues in the contract, specifically pages 3 & 4 items B through G – the highway department has some objections that I think can be hashed out in a meeting. It comes down to which items of maintenance are whose responsibility. The Highway Superintendent will get together with the commissioners and work it out. Matter tabled. 
LOCAL LAW # 3 – PLANNING BOARD ALTERNATES – Supervisor Hogue stated that the planning board discussed this at their meeting last week. They have sent their recommendations to the board. What is the board’s feeling on this? Councilman Galligan asked Chairman Robbins if all of the planning board members were unanimous in wanting alternates for the planning board, he replied yes but there was a disagreement on the rules for the alternates. We outlined our concerns in the report that you have, but we all agree that alternates would be a good thing. Sally Heins-Jasuta stated now we are going to spend more money that wasn’t budgeted for.  Councilwoman Barnhart stated that the planning board got together and everyone was very well prepared and I thought it was a really good discussion and I appreciate the report they have given us.  It seems to me there should be two alternates, one with a three year term and the other with a two year term. As recommended they would have the same training requirements as the other board members and they would be obligated to attend all meetings. I think they should participate in discussion but not be able to vote unless they are substituted in for one reason or another.  I listened to the discussion of when the alternates would vote and it seems to me that they would be pulled in, in the event of a conflict. The member who has been substituted out would remain and would still be able to discuss but not be able to vote. The alternate would be able to vote in the absence of a member. After two missed votes, the alternate would keep the case. I know the one thing that was raised is which of the two alternates would be chosen to perform the roll of the planning board member and I would suggest they alternate. Supervisor Hogue stated that choosing the alternate would be by flip of a coin, draw of a card or a straw. 

Hedy Scopino asked if the alternates are paid are you still paying the person who missed the meeting or is that money given to the alternate.  Supervisor Hogue stated that planning board members only get paid if they attend the meeting. Mrs. Scopino stated if the alternates attend every meeting, then they are getting paid. Councilwoman Barnhart stated that the alternates would get paid if they attended and the members who don’t attend don’t get paid. Sally Heins-Jasuta replied that you just said the alternates have to attend every meeting. Do we have an issue with this? Why are we making things more complicated. Supervisor Hogue stated that compensation for alternates hasn’t even been set, we haven’t even decided if the compensation should be the same as a full fledged planning board member. I think the intent of this was the planning board being a five member board and previously it used to be a seven member board until it was reconstituted a couple of years ago, needs a majority of three people to move anything. Even if some are absent, you still need three people to move anything. The way I thought of it, the intent was should something happen and some members can’t make it and there was an issue on the table, in an attempt to move an applicant’s application forward and not stall it, to benefit the applicant, who is usually a resident, that alternates would be a good idea. Mrs. Jasuta stated that we haven’t had any issues.  Supervisor Hogue replied it was always a seven member board until a few years ago.  Councilman Galligan stated that he respects the planning board and I think this is too complicated and too expensive and with the amount of business this planning board does, well the town board was the planning board for several years and we only had one or two applications. It’s not terribly busy like Thompson or Fallsburg or Liberty. I think we have a competent planning board and as it’s been pointed out your just going on and on about procedures. I guess our next step is a public hearing. Attorney Jose stated that your next step would be a public hearing, but I would like to incorporate some of the recommendations that the planning board has made to the local law before scheduling a public hearing. Councilman Galligan stated he would like to see a lot of press on this in the newsletter and encourage people to come out and express their opinion. 
Gene Raponi – we used to have a seven member board, now we have a five member board, why are you making such a big deal over two alternates. 

Sheldon Pasternach – Don’t most towns have alternates? Councilman Galligan replied some of the bigger towns – Liberty, Fallsburg, Thompson and one other smaller one.  Councilman Budofsky stated six towns in the county have alternates. Mr. Pasternach continued you will never get a vote if there is a conflict of interest – if you go to seven members you won’t have that problem.

Jim Steinberg – why don’t you just make it a seven board like it used to be.

Sally Jasuta – And do it in January, not now – the money isn’t there.

Vinny Galligan, Jr. – That is my point exactly, if you are going to pay seven members, alternates or not, you might just as well make it a seven member board.

Supervisor Hogue stated we will table this and let the attorney re-write the local law. Matter tabled. 

EMPLOYEE HANDBOOK – Councilman Budofsky stated that he and Councilwoman Barnhart had started working on it and made quite a few changes we just have to set a date for a workshop. It’s still a work in progress. Matter tabled.
LOCAL LAW # 2 KENNELS – Councilwoman Barnhart stated that there were changes and recommendations that we received from the planning board. Chairman Robbins stated that the planning board did not feel that the way this written meets what the town zoning code requires. We feel that the way the law is written now is so broad and so general and there are definitions and procedures that should be followed. We would all be better served by a law that lays out more particulars. What is a kennel – is it for domestic animals, is it for dogs or cats or does it include other kinds of animals. What is the term if it’s going to be a special use permit? Will inspections be required to make sure they meet the requirements of the permit? Leaving it as broad as it was is leaving an invitation to problems in the future, with people who we have all read about in the papers, who operate kennels who are not entirely scrupulous. The town should have some level of control of their activities. I want everyone to know that these opinions have nothing to do with the individual who approached the town, who we’ve read about and heard from and seems to be terrific. Our concept is to have a better definition of kennels within Forestburgh. We found some statutes elsewhere that hit closer to the mark in terms of getting the town a level of control over what actually occurs and how the town can respond within a legal framework in the event there are problems. The local law as presented is just too broad and needs to be more specific and be tightened up. Attorney Jose stated that there is a public hearing scheduled for next month so I don’t know if the board wants to make a motion to not have the public hearing and let me try to incorporate some of the planning board’s recommendations into the law. What does the board want to do? I think that zoning is permissive not restrictive so you don’t have to list what’s restricted you only have to list what’s permitted. It says only dogs and cats but if the planning board would prefer that I put in “no exotic animals” because they think it’s more clear, I can certainly do that. Clerk Nagoda stated that the term would be set by the planning board depending upon the applicant and application – not set out in the local law. Councilwoman Barnhart asked what happens if they don’t follow the rules of the special use permit. Attorney Jose replied then it becomes a code enforcement issue. A couple of other towns in New York State, not very many, have an actual permit that is issued that is paid for – like a license – to have a kennel and there are much more minor regulatory items. I’m sure we could build something in that won’t be onerous to the business person who wants to have a kennel. Clerk Nagoda stated then we should really look at our dog law, because when dogs were done by Ag and markets clerks could issue a kennel license. When the state gave up handling dogs and we wrote our current dog law, we made no provisions for a kennel license. We should take a look at the dog law and address that also and we could amend it to allow for a kennel license and that could be where you could control the amount of dogs. Attorney Jose stated that boarding kennels don’t require any oversight by the state. But if you are breeding or dealing dogs there are strict requirements as far as feeding, care, exercise, certain breeds can’t be near other breeds. It’s really a question of how detailed you want to get yet still giving the planning board the freedom to impose reasonable restrictions. If there is any breeding or dealing, there are very strict regulations, both state and federal. But not for pure boarding kennels.  The planning board also recommended that there not be retail sales or grooming. Clerk Nagoda stated that Mr. Burton is here – ask him. Mr. Burton explained that the dogs boarding with them are there for training. They are just coming for basic pet training. We do training and the training of pet service dogs. Most dogs stay with us for three weeks for training. We don’t do any breeding or grooming, other than keeping dogs clean. Vinny Galligan stated that we have nothing in our zoning for an eating and drinking establishment other than appearing before the planning board – there are no definitions or guidelines but now  kennels will have definitions and guidelines – is that putting the cart before the horse? Supervisor Hogue replied right now kennels are totally not permitted. Right now kennels are a prohibited use, we are trying to remedy that by making it a permitted use with a special use permit.
MOTION by Councilman Galligan, seconded by Councilwoman Barnhart to cancel the public hearing scheduled for June 2, 2016 and authorize Attorney Jose to re-write the proposed kennel law with the recommendations of the planning board. Vote: 4 ayes – 0 nays. Motion carried.

BUILDING INSPECTOR – Supervisor Hogue stated that we currently have a building inspector, we appointed him for six months. We had a meeting and wanted to advertise for a new building inspector, we did put it in the newsletter. We have received a few letters from what was advertised in the newsletter. I would like to see it advertised in the Sullivan County Democrat. Ideally we’d like to have a certified building inspector/code enforcement officer. I was told today if we do appoint one, New York State law says they have to be certified in 18 months. It is a part time position; you’re not going to retire on the salary. We may consider someone who is willing to go through the process. I had put two months in the newsletter, but that may not be practical. We have a lot of things in town, code violations and stuff, stuff we should start to clean up. We talked about dilapidated buildings and eyesores and unsafe things for quite some time. Without a certified or accredited building inspector, it’s hard to move forward. Councilman Galligan stated that he feels we can work with Len Wheat. That is my own personal opinion. It’s up to the whole board with what they want to do.  Supervisor Hogue stated we had that special meeting; it’s in the minutes that the clerk just handed out.  There was a motion at the March 22, meeting we voted to advertise for it. I’d like to see it advertised to move forward. Councilwoman Barnhart stated table this until next meeting. Supervisor Hogue replied yes, advertise it and see what we get by the next meeting, collect applications and go through the review process.  Councilman Galligan stated that he wants it in the minutes that he feels we are fine with Len Wheat and I think we can work with him. I just don’t like this.  Matter tabled. 
ASSESSOR SALARY DISCREPANCY – Supervisor Hogue asked Clerk Nagoda to explain this.  She stated that we received a letter from Assessor Ketcham my 2015 salary was $25,765.00 as represented by my recently received W-2 form. My 2016 salary appears to be $22,500 from my first pay stub received in 2016, representing a decrease of $3,265. I/we had the same issue in the beginning of 2015 comparing to 2014. Looking back it appears that the 2015 budget numbers were never corrected to reflect my current salary of $25,765. I mistakenly did not catch this error when I prepared my department budget sheets either.  I trust it was not the town’s intention to reduce my salary by 12.6% and that this shall be corrected.  There is another matter concerning New York State Retirement that I will again present to the town bookkeeper, as I presented it to the past two bookkeepers without resolution. Thank you for your prompt action in this matter. Supervisor Hogue stated that the minutes have been reviewed and this matter was discussed last year but there was never a vote to correct it. Discussion was held by the board to resolve this matter and grant Assessor Ketcham his proper salary. Attorney Jose asked if the 27th payroll of last year has anything to do with it. Supervisor Hogue stated that last year certain salaried officials received one extra paycheck, they never accounted for their being 27 payrolls instead of 26. This resulted in overpayments to some salaried officials, Mr. Ketcham was one of them, I was one and so was Clerk Nagoda and maybe a few others. I don’t know what the original settled amount was – if it was $25,000. MOTION by Councilman Galligan, seconded by Councilwoman Barnhart to modify the budget to correct the salary of Assessor Ketcham without the 27th payroll. Vote: 4 ayes – 0 nays. Motion carried.
MOWING & GROUNDSKEEPING – We received a letter from Bill Steinberg to continue mowing and grounds keeping in the town as he has done in the past. Superintendent Ruggeri had stated the highway department wants to do it. Does the board have any questions for either of them?  Supervisor Hogue stated that in the packets I see there are quotes for lawn mowers. Councilwoman Barnhart stated the Mr. Steinberg thought he could do it for less money than the highway department and I would like the highway superintendent to comment on that. Superintendent Ruggeri stated the mower is $2,500. There is no overhead – it will be done by the guys during the day, there’s no overtime and you’d be saving the town every year, close to $7,000. Councilwoman Barnhart stated you are sure you could do it without overtime. Councilman Galligan stated he thought Mr. Steinberg has done a good job over the years. It’s money well spent and with one man less, highway has enough to do without taking on an added burden to maintain the cemeteries and lawns. Sally Jasuta asked if we can afford it. Supervisor Hogue stated his concern is a budgetary one. Mowing the grounds is actually a general fund expense, and I know the highway said they would do it, but it’s a general fund expense. Legally we would have to pay the men mowing out of general fund. We would purchase the mower out of general fund. One of my thoughts is did we budget enough to pay the $21.53 an hour for a man to mow. Superintendent Ruggeri stated he didn’t know if it was budgeted but we wouldn’t have to worry about that because you have the money that was budgets for Mr. Steinberg. All other towns and municipalities do their own. 
Hedy Scopino – Dating back many years, the highway crew, Joe Toomey to be exact, always did the mowing.  He was hired to do it and it was done during the day with the highway equipment. You never paid anybody extra to do it. Why all of a sudden is there all this problem with the highway department – this is getting to be too much over grass! Let’s leave personalities out of it. The highway department did it for years, and everybody’s dirty work, and I can attest to it. Now we have to pay extra to someone else. What is this nonsense?! It’s a small town. 
George Billeci – Last week we were awarded money to beautify our town hall here, so we are going to need volunteers, but again, I think it goes back to the highway department. If these guys have the time that can come over and mow the grass and help us and if we make it beautiful, we could get $5,000 more money if we win. 
Bill Steinberg – In years past – this Sullivan Renaissance project – who’s going to maintain this after its done. Over the past four years I have maintained all of the town’s properties and the Memorial Triangle for the past twenty. I didn’t get paid for it until I turned 18 years old.
Sally Jasuta – We are already paying the highway department and people who live on Route 42 don’t get anything from the town and would like the town highway department to maintain our town. We pay those taxes to do that. 

Alan Kesten – The highway department has just told the fire district that they have an objection to four or five maintenance items on the dry hydrants – which in theory probably equate to two days a year for painting and possible repairs as needed to protect the interests and residents of the Town of Forestburgh. We don’t get anything out of the dry hydrants other than water when we need it to protect your home.  Superintendent Ruggeri replied it’s not mowing it – you also mow the fire house – who mows the fire house now?

Jim Steinberg – It doesn’t matter it’s a separate entity.

Councilwoman Barnhart stated if it has to come out of the general fund budget and they say they will do it for free – do we have to pay them out of the general fund? 

Supervisor Hogue stated that legally any expenditures from the general fund have to paid from the general fund.  We can transfer money from general fund to highway fund but not highway to general. If someone really wants to split hairs by them mowing general fund property it could be construed as transferring money from highway to general, which according to state law is misappropriation of funds. I know its splitting hairs but this is what comes from the New York State Comptroller’s Office. I don’t make the rules. 

Sally Jasuta – Does the comptroller say the town can’t mow its own lawn? Supervisor Hogue replied that the comptroller’s office stated that highway fund monies cannot be spent on general fund purposes. It’s very clear. This is a concern that I found out when I did a little research on it. I don’t want anyone to be accused of doing something that unknowingly they may do. 
Suzanne Galligan – Who takes care of snow when it snows. Superintendent Ruggeri replied the highway department does.  
Councilman Budofsky stated it may not be a time issue and if we take personalities out of this and look at the bottom line, what’s better financially, for the town that should be the sole decision. Situation A and situation B and your comments about what needs to come out of general fund and highway fund,  look at them both and see which fits the town best financially. Not who’s doing what and why.

Hedy Scopino – Can’t we switch the money from mowing to clean up week, which we all need? You’re always saying you don’t have the money for clean up week. 

Supervisor Hogue asked the board what they would like to do. Councilman Galligan stated he would like to continue with what was done last year. 

Bill Steinberg – I believe the money is already budgeted - $7,000 and the amount of man hours I use to mow the grass all year, for one of the highway guys to do, taken from general fund would be almost $3,000 more per year for one man to do it in the amount of hours I do it in. 

George Billeci – We need to put money in the budget to take care of this place and make it look like we care. It looks horrible out there.

MOTION by Councilman Galligan, seconded by Supervisor Hogue to leave the mowing with Bill Steinberg as it has been in years past. Vote: 2 ayes – 2 nays. Motion not carried.

Diane Miller requested that the she tried to make a comment and was ignored be placed in the minutes. 

Councilman Budofsky stated that this needs to be re-visited at the end of the year for next year’s budget. Just to make sure where the money is going to come from and who’s going to do without putting a dent in the general fund.

MOTION by Councilman Galligan, seconded by Supervisor Hogue to hire Bill Steinberg at the hourly rate and not to exceed the budgeted amount under the same terms as last year.  
Vote:

Councilman Galligan voting aye;

Supervisor Hogue voting aye;

Councilman Budofsky voting aye;

Councilwoman Barnhart voting nay.

Motion carried. 
PROPANE BIDS – Supervisor Hogue stated we received two bids for propane.  Clerk Nagoda stated that the first bid was from Combined Energy Services for .90 over posted, and a bid from Mirabito Energy Products for .9875 over posted. MOTION by Councilman Galligan, seconded by Councilman Budofsky to accept the lowest bid from Combined Energy Services.  Vote: 4 ayes – 0 nays. Motion carried. 

Clerk Nagoda stated that this should have been done in April, so when we put it out for bid, I omitted a start date. We have to set an effective date for the propane. MOTION by Councilwoman Barnhart, seconded by Councilman Galligan to have the propane bids effective May 1, 2016. Vote: 4 ayes – 0 nays. Motion carried.
NEW BUISINESS

MONTICELLO SCHOOL BUDGET – Supervisor Hogue introduced Lisa Failla who is the Assistant Superintendent for Business of the Monticello School District. Ms. Failla thanked the board for the opportunity to come and explain this year’s proposed school budget.  She explained that there will be voter registration here at the town hall on Tuesday, May 10 and the Budget and School Board election is Tuesday, May 17 from 8 a.m. to 8 p.m. This is an increase of 1.5 million dollars to the budget from last year’s budget.  She encouraged everyone to go the schools website where all of their expenditures and budget process is available to be reviewed. Sheldon Pasternack asked if the budget takes into account the reduction in the cost of heating oil. Ms. Failla replied that they do get their fuel oil by bid and the projected cost is much lower this year.  Alan Kesten asked what is the levy for the resident of the Town of Forestburgh – I’m sure everyone in the room wants to know.  Ms. Failla replied IF everything stays the same, and you know that assessments and equalization rates change, if everything stays the same, the projected levy for the Town of Forestburgh over last year, is $36. It would be $36 for every $100,000 assessment.  But assessments change, equalization rates change and we don’t control any of that.  Sally Heins-Jasuta stated that we have been getting really screwed here over the last few years. It’s not 1% or 2%, its 5%. Alan Kesten added that last year the school taxes went through the roof in Forestburgh.  The school district comptroller was kind enough to come here and give us a whole speech on why, with no real explanation. We’re a little town, we’re spread out, we have busing issues, but our school taxes are higher than our town/county taxes. That is absurd. Ms. Failla tried to explain how the equalization rate works and explained that the state hasn’t yet set the equalization rate for this year – it is not usually set until around July.  We tried to petition the state to let us use the prior rate and the prior year’s assessment – they won’t change the law and I have to use current assessments.  Sally Heins-Jasuta asked how much does the school have in their fund balance. Ms. Failla replied they have just reduced their fund balance. Last year and this year five million dollars were used each year from the fund balance to offset taxes. We are around 9% now, it was much, much higher.  Ms. Jasuta continued that was the year it was so high, and we got really bounced up and then they came out and said they had too much money in the fund balance. So we thought, being stupid, and thinking that maybe things would be better the next year, they weren’t – they were worse. So for them to go up 5%, 6%, 7% - we’re getting ready to leave the town.  Supervisor Hogue stated that one of the reasons that the town went ahead with the reval is so that everybody will be valued at a 100%. From what I am told Forestburgh pays a disproportionate amount of school taxes in both school districts – Monticello and Port Jervis.  Ms. Failla thanked everyone and encouraged questions to be sent to the administration office. 
ZONING & SUBDIVISION REGULATIONS – This has been talked about for years and was even discussed at the last planning board meeting. Supervisor Hogue stated that we need to form a committee of some town board members, some planning board members to try to go through our zoning and subdivision regulations and come up with something without the great expense of hiring a consultant. Councilman Galligan stated that former Attorney Klein went through the subdivision regulations. Councilwoman Barnhart stated he went through part of it, we don’t know if he went through all of it.  Attorney Jose stated she believes we have the subdivision regulations.  Councilwoman Barnhart stated she would like to get the subdivision part done. Attorney Ricciani needs to go through it and determine if Attorney Klein went through the whole thing. The zoning is a whole new thing and the subdivision - well, what’s the process if we come back with a whole new thing. Attorney Jose stated once there is finished product in the form of a local law, there is the passage of the local law, there is a SEQRA review, the county gets to review it, adjacent towns get to review it, and some other entities get to review it. The town would declare lead agency – it’s probably a three to four month process.  Supervisor Hogue stated that some planning board members have expressed an interest in being on the committee. In the interest of not having a quorum, I would recommend not have more than two board members from either board and the zoning board also if they would like to sit in. Jim Steinberg stated the fire commissioners should sit in on it too.  Supervisor Hogue state that is a good idea, and try to come up with something not complicated. I know the fire department has had issue with things like the width of driveways for equipment to come in.  Someone asked how many subdivisions are there in town.  Supervisor Hogue stated four or five. Discussion was held on the definition of subdivision. Attorney Jose stated that the subdivision law really outlines the process of subdivision.  Supervisor Hogue asked if there was a board member interested in working on this. Councilwoman Barnhart replied yes. The supervisor asked her if she would like to meet with the other boards to pick a member from them to work on this. You could set dates, post them, have workshops not formal meetings and we will post them – hopefully our new website will be up and running within a month and you can take public input. 
Sheldon Pasternach – Previously we had talked about reviewing the town’s master plan and talk about zoning. Supervisor Hogue replied that’s next.  Attorney Jose suggested announcing those workshops during regular town board meetings. Supervisor Hogue stated he would leave this up to Councilwoman Barnhart to get the ball rolling and let us know the dates. 

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN REVIEW – It is recommended that the comprehensive plan, formerly the master plan, be reviewed and updated every ten years. You may review it and say its good or you may review it and say hey a lot has changed in ten years and make changes to it. Once again I think a committee of citizens should get together and review this, probably the same type of committee as we just set up for the zoning and subdivision regulations. It’s early and preliminary but something we should probably start doing. Councilman Budofsky stated he would like to do that. 
Karen Ellsweig – Can I just make a suggestion that for the comprehensive plan that we seek out members of our community – it’s really a public view of what we want our area to be. It’s not as downright specific as the zoning law would be, but we need to find out do people want business and I think that kind of input from outside would be welcome.  Supervisor Hogue stated that is a very good idea and I would like to put this in the newsletter.  Councilman Galligan suggested that two members of the planning board be on it as well.  Supervisor Hogue suggested one town board member, one planning board member, a member of the zoning board and a resident or two.  Attorney Jose recommended that one person be common to both committees because your zoning is supposed to be in line with your comprehensive plan.

Sheldon Pasternach – This is a New York State document this is basically the law of the town. The goal of the town – and you get things like ASTI or motorcycle clubs – this is where you state what you want and can define outdoor recreation. We have to define these things so this doesn’t happen again.  That is why sometimes we have to hone in on things to get what we really desire. 

Karen Ellsweig – My only concern with having the same person on both is that it is quite a big time commitment from those individuals. I think both projects are going to take a lot of time. Councilwoman Barnhart stated it’s just a matter of coordinating as we go through the process of two committees meeting. 
Richard Robbins – The concept of a comprehensive plan is the underlying foundation to the zoning code.  The zoning code is built around and carries out the goals and purposes of the comprehensive plan. Simultaneously you should have a good interaction if you do them sequentially. That seems to me, to be the logical approach.  If you get a zoning code that is premised on a comprehensive plan that has changed that kind of puts the zoning code on kilter. 

Councilwoman Barnhart stated she is concerned about time – people feel it’s important that we do the zoning code ASAP.  We don’t have a zoning code.
Richard Robbins –We have a zoning code but perhaps we are better doing it piecemeal – we don’t allow kennels, now we will and keep doing it until you amend the old zoning code. If you take a comprehensive approach to the zoning code it does make sense to do the comprehensive plan first. 
Karen Ellsweig – Again the comprehensive plan what was decided ten years ago, might look very different and then the zoning code can accurately reflect what this town wants. 
Alan Kesten – Considering that the master plan is only ten years old, how far off are we today in 2016 from what we attempted to create in 2006. It may need to be tweaked but why are we reinventing the wheel?
Supervisor Hogue replied we may look at it and say hey this fits perfectly. It is recommended that it gets revisited. 

Karen Ellsweig – By law we must revisit it every ten years, and to give you an example, the planning board had an application and the question came before us of “do we want business in this town or don’t we” – a look back at the comprehensive plan - it talks about having a forested community and that kind of stuff – so we need to figure out what our priorities are in order to keep the town moving and growing.  If you want to bring some level of business in or not, it’s a consideration of what our comprehensive plan should be. It might be discovered that we don’t change it very much but I think it needs to be addressed. 

Alan Kesten – In the last year alone, we’ve lost our post office, general store and church.

Supervisor Hogue suggested it might be quicker to go through the comprehensive plan first and asked Councilwoman Barnhart if she would do that. She agreed. We will put in the newsletter that we are looking for a couple of concerned persons to help work on this. We’ll do the comprehensive plan first.
PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD SECRETARY – The town is also looking for a secretary for the planning board and zoning board. Someone to take the minutes, post the legal notices and perform the secretarial duties for the board and attend the meetings. We’ll put something in the newsletter about it.  It’s part time and pays by the hour. 
SPRING CLEAN UP – Superintendent Ruggeri stated that clean up this year will not be picked up as it isn’t in the budget. So next year we will try to budget for it. Clean up will be from May 23 – 28, 2016. I will leave some flyers here on the table of what is and is not allowed.  Disabled and seniors feel free to call the barn if you need help getting stuff down to the town barn and we’ll come pick it up. Saturday will be all day until 5:00 p.m. and during the week we will be there until 6:00 p.m.

ADOPT A ROAD – LITTERPLUCK – Supervisor Hogue stated that he has received some calls and an e-mail about adopt a road and a town sponsored litter pluck. The county offers litter pluck once a year. The town has an adopt a road program that it started many years ago. It should probably be updated. The way adopt a road works is people sign up to adopt a road and their names are sent to the county, when you clean up along the road you are allowed to throw it out for free because it’s roadside trash. In the past we have had people leave it outside the gate at the barn. Bags are available upstairs in the clerk’s office for anyone that needs them.  
HIGHWAY EQUIPMENT – Superintendent Ruggeri stated that we need a small asphalt roller – the one we had was on loan from the Town of Thompson and it was given back. All we have is 12 ton and we need a smaller one.  We also need an asphalt plate tamper. I have quotes for the roller and the plate tamper.  There is a roller in Lake Joseph that is worth about $31,000 – he is asking $18,000 and it only has 45 hours on it. It’s very clean – I looked at it. I have a quote from Caterpillar for $43,000 and one from Pine Bush Equipment for $38,000. The one that is available in Lake Joseph was originally purchased from Pine Bush Equipment. Councilwoman Barnhart asked if he wanted a roller and a tamper. He replied yes, we need them. Discussion was held with regard to the procurement policy. 
MOTION by Supervisor Hogue, seconded by Councilman Budofsky to draft specs for a two and half ton double drum roller and put it out for bid. Vote: 4 ayes – 0 nays. Motion carried.

Plate tamper quotes were received from the Rental Center for $1,650, Schmidt’s Rentals $1,900 and Pine Bush Equipment for $1,700. 

MOTION by Councilman Galligan, seconded by Supervisor Hogue to accept the lowest quote from the Rental Center. Vote: 4 ayes – 0 nays. Motion carried.
COMMITTEE REPORTS –

Planning Board – Chairman Robbins stated they had their meeting, there was an application and we worked on the proposed laws for alternates and kennels. 

Seniors - They have a meeting on Monday.
Forestburgh Day – There will be a meeting Monday, June 6, at 6:00 p.m. here at the town hall. 

Historian – No report

Fire Company – Pancake Breakfast on May 15 from 8:00 to 11:00 a.m. $6.00 for adults and $4.00 for children 12 and under.

PUBLIC COMMENT – 

Susan Hawvermale – Some other towns, Lumberland, Tusten, Bethel and I think Mamakating have voted on resolutions to ban compression stations on the Millennium Pipeline. Some of those residents have come to me and asked if Forestburgh would consider it as a show of solidarity for the other towns. We don’t know how this will affect the towns but it would put us all on a level playing field. Councilman Galligan stated that he brought this up a couple of months ago and was told that when we enacted the ban on fracking it included compression stations. Attorney Jose stated that she believes that she is asking for a resolution in support of the efforts of the Town of Highland and their position, not necessarily a new law. Ms. Hawvermale stated if the town has already adopted a resolution, then fine. Clerk Nagoda stated that we did not adopt a resolution; we enacted a local law that bans fracking, compression stations and any exploratory gas drilling. But we have not done a resolution in support of the other towns. Attorney Jose stated she can draw one up as she did the one for Lumberland.  It was determined that if we have a local law a resolution may be redundant. 
Hedy Scopino – On here you have vouchers and Councilman Galligan knows from last year, in June everyone goes on vacation and you can’t get enough people together to vote. Last year it was mentioned to bring it up at the May meeting, have it approved and just write the checks the first week of June for the medicare reimbursement for the retirees. Clerk Nagoda stated she had prepared the vouchers and the Supervisor wasn’t comfortable paying June expenditure in May so they were removed from the vouchers.  Mrs. Scopino stated that last year the board agreed to approve them in May and just write the checks on June first.
Ricky Scopino – I’d like to bring up that letter that George Baran wrote – there were a lot of inconsistencies in that letter. A lot of knocking down of people – I don’t know if I should even bring it up at this meeting. Supervisor Hogue suggested calling Mr. Baran since he wrote the letter. 
Hedy Scopino – That letter was sent out to people, I don’t know who sent it put it puts the employees of the town in a bad light. Not everybody received the letter. If anybody knows the reasons that he wrote what he did it put all of the men that work for the town in a bad light. 

George Billeci – We didn’t mention anything about the pool but it will be coming up next month. Last year there was an issue and I did a little bit of research on it. The seniors felt that they would really like to use the pool more if we could get those heaters going because the water is cold. I propose to put together a pool committee to go over the rules. We need a cover, who’s watching the pool. Last year it was not really maintained well. What do the lifeguards do – most towns when the children are there have two lifeguards when the children aren’t there one lifeguard is on duty. The lifeguards are responsible for cleaning the pool – who’s doing what. I didn’t see any lifeguards cleaning the pool other than Andrew Nagoda – he is a diligent lifeguard and cleaned the pool. The pool was unacceptable last year, it was not clean, it was not inviting. I’d like to go over the budget and save us some money on that budget so we can buy a cover. Have everyone figure out what we want to do with the pool and playground. We need to do some research and find out what the people of this town want to do with the pool. 

Jim Steinberg – Two things – whoever wrote the newsletter, thank you it is a pleasure reading it. Second, I’m going to bring it up again about the dry hydrants. Everything that here from “B” through “F” or “G” there is only one change and I don’t know what the big problem is. Superintendent Ruggeri replied we will talk about it. Mr. Steinberg stated he wanted to talk about it right now. Everything in here is in the original agreement that we had since 1987. Superintendent Ruggeri replied we said we’d meet about it and we’ll have a meeting. 
Bill Steinberg – I received the newsletter by e-mail but I was unable to open it. I also want to thank the board for approving the mowing tonight. 

Jim Steinberg – We have also sent a letter to the town board about residents having gated or too narrow driveways that we can’t get fire apparatus into some driveways. Please put in the newsletter to contact the fire chief or one of the officers and we’ll come down and measure it and see what we can do. 

Sally Heins-Jasuta – The agenda says “public comment” and then it says “within reason” what does that mean? Supervisor Hogue replied anything within reason.  Ms. Jasuta replied so if I bring something up and you decide it’s not within reason it won’t get discussed? Supervisor Hogue replied I don’t want to talk about unreasonable subjects. 

Suzanne Galligan – I have a fire extinguisher how do I know if it’s updated.  Fire Chief Petrowsky replied bring to the firehouse any Wednesday night between 7 and 9 and we will check it out for you. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION – MOTION by Councilwoman Barnhart, seconded by Councilman Budofsky to enter into executive session for the purpose of personnel with a specific employee and invite Attorney Jose into said session. Vote: 4 ayes – 0 nays. Motion carried.
MOTION by Councilwoman Barnhart, seconded by Councilman Galligan to reconvene into regular session. Vote: 4 ayes – 0 nays. Motion carried.

ADJOURNMENT – MOTION by Councilman Galligan to adjourn at 9:39 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Joanne K. Nagoda,

Town Clerk
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