
SPECIAL MEETING 
October 8, 2013 

 
The meeting was called to order at 5:00 p.m. by Chairman Michael A. Tabolt. 

 
 Roll Call:  All Legislators were present. 
  

The Invocation was offered by Legislator Hathway, followed by Chairman Tabolt 
leading the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag. 
 

There were 24 persons present. 
 

REPORT OF THE RULES AND LEGISLATION COMMITTEE: 
 
 The Rules and Legislation Committee had met and recommend waiving the rules to 
allow action on late resolutions. 

        Richard C. Lucas, Chairman 
            Philip Hathway 

Dated:  October 8, 2013         Craig P. Brennan 
 
 Legislator Lucas made a motion to waive the rules, seconded by Legislator Bush 
and carried. 
 
PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR: 
 
 Cliff White, President of the Highmarket Wheelers ATV Club had distributed a 
copy of his report on ATV traffic on the Tug Hill.  On behalf of his club he penned 
complaints of the haphazard way special ATV events are conducted, emphasizing the need 
to properly organize to encourage respect for property owners and overall safety.  Citing 
permit sale revenues, they urge the Board to provide adequate funds to the Sheriff’s 
Department for recreation enforcement patrols.  The club currently boasts over 300 
members, 80 of which hold permits.   Patrols effect positive impact to detract violators and 
enhance respect of the trail system and property owners.  Next year, Mr. White invoked, he 
will call upon the NYSDEC and State Police to patrol the trails if the Sheriff’s Department 
does not have adequate funds for patrols.  
  

Greg Kulzer, Legislative District No. 7 candidate, urged all Legislators, particularly 
his representative William Burke, to vote against the new construction project, citing the 
cost.  Additionally, he referenced the Village’s antiquated sewer/septic system with repairs 
estimated at $250,000; and other unknown costs.  He queried the wisdom of designating 
the Bardo Road as the sole access route to the construction site.  If McQuade & Bannigan 
leases equipment to project contractors and/or V. S. Virkler & Son, Inc. invoices project 
materials or equipment, Mr. Kulzer suggests that Legislators Lucas and Bush be recused 
from the vote.   

 
 



Allan Merrill, Croghan resident, relayed speaking with some Legislators and had 
distributed his self-prepared construction fact sheet.  In essence, instead of new 
construction at $14.8 Million over 20 years, he recommends purchasing and renovating the 
Lowville Commons and the Route 12 DMV office building for an estimated $3.4 Million.  
He poses the space formerly occupied by HSBC bank may be an alternative for DMV 
offices.       

 
There are additional unknown construction costs ie. contingencies, Village roads, 

sewer and water issues, moving County personnel; as well as financing Hospital operations 
and pension costs.  When considering all revenue sources, ie. windmills, Federal and State 
Aid, and sales tax, much of which is speculative, coupled with the tenuous financial status 
of the Federal and State governments, it causes grave concern for the County’s ability to 
sustain the additional debt.    

 
Mr. Merrill impressed the importance of the emergency communications upgrades 

as a priority project, which could mean the difference of saving a life. 
 
In closing, Mr. Merrill urged each Legislator to use their best judgment and vote as 

if this were their personal financial ledger, considering the present economy and current 
debt load.  “I know this is a huge burden”, he said, thanking them for the time they had 
invested to work and deliberate on the project analysis, specifically Legislator King.    

 
Duane DeLair, Legislative District No. 8 candidate, thanked Legislator Hathway 

for delaying the vote; and Legislator Stanford for standing up for the voters.  He concurred 
with Mr. Kulzer’s earlier statements that Legislators Lucas and Bush should be recused 
from the vote, due to purported conflicts of interests relative to their employer companies. 
In his opinion, the current office buildings are sustainable for the foreseeable future. 
 
 Patricia White of Constableville took issue with Tug Hill Adirondack ATV 
Association-sponsored ATV events that advertise proceeds will be used for trail work and 
maintenance, invoking that the County has no record of receipt of those monies. She 
confirmed public accounting of proceeds from other clubs’ sponsored events, pursuant to 
respective advertising.    Mrs. White implored the County Attorney, “Is this false 
advertising?”; insisting the County conduct an audit.  If not, she indicated a State 
investigation would be requested. 
 
REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES: 
 

Legislator William Burke, Social Services Committee Chairman, made a motion to 
authorize advertising for bids for three Chevrolet Malibus and one Dodge Caravan, 
seconded by Legislator Stanford.   Legislator King was assured bid pricing would be 
compared to State Bids.  The motion then carried.  
 
 Legislator Jack Bush, Ways and Means Committee Chairman, reported they expect 
to present the Tentative 2014 County Budget to the Board by the end of next week.  
 



RESOLUTIONS: 
 

RESOLUTION NO.   420   - 2013 
 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING RESPONSE TO CONCERNS RAISED BY THE 
VILLAGE OF LOWVILLE REGARDING THE BOARD OF LEGISLATOR'S 

REVIEW UNDER SEQRA WITH REFERENCE TO THE FUNDING AND  
CONSTRUCTION OF A COUNTY OFFICE BUILDING  

 
Introduced by Jack T. Bush, Chairman of the Buildings and Grounds Committee. 

 
 WHEREAS, the Board of Legislators wishes to construct a 48,000 sq. ft, two-story 
County office building, to be located on the County’s property on Outer Stowe Street in 
the Village of Lowville to house the Department of Social Services, the County Clerk’s 
DMV office, the 911 Dispatch Center, and others (the "Project"); and 
 

WHEREAS, the proposed Project is an activity that will result in construction, 
reconstruction and renovations or other activities that may affect the environment, and is 
directly undertaken or funded by an agency and therefore constitutes an “action” as that 
term is defined by Article 8 of the Environmental Conservation Law of the State of New 
York, and its implementing regulations found at Part 617, et seq. of the New York Codes, 
Rules and Regulations (“NYCRR”) (collectively referred to hereinafter as “SEQRA”); and 

 
WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 380, adopted on September 3, 2013, the Board of 

Legislators initiated its environmental review, declared its intent to proceed as lead agency 
and determined that the proposed construction of a two-story County office building, to be 
located on the County’s property on Outer Stowe Street in the Village of Lowville, County 
of Lewis and State of New York constitutes an “Unlisted” action as defined by 6 NYCRR 
§ 617.2 (ak); and  

 
WHEREAS, a long form Environmental Assessment Form (“EAF”), has been 

prepared by Bernier Carr and Associates, P.C., 327 Mullin Street, Watertown, New York 
13601, and was submitted to the Board of Legislators for their consideration on October 1, 
2013 that contained an assessment of the potential impacts to the environment that may 
result from this proposed action; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Board adjourned its consideration of the EAF until October 8, 

2013 to allow time for all, including the Village of Lowville, time to consider the 
evaluation of the architects’ assessment of the potential impacts to the environment that 
may result from this proposed action; and 

 
WHEREAS, a copy of the EAF was delivered to the Village of Lowville on 

October 2, 2013 along with a letter from Michael A. Tabolt, Chairman of the Board of 
Legislators; and 

 
 WHEREAS, on October 7, 2013, the Board of Legislators received a letter from 

Mayor Donna Smith, expressing the Village's displeasure with the manner in which the 



Board of Legislators has undertaken its environmental review under SEQRA, as well as 
raising some specific objections to certain statements made in the EAF; and 

 
WHEREAS, in particular, the Village made the following objections:   
 
a) the Village was not identified as an "involved agency" in the SEQRA 

review process; 
b) DEC was not identified as an "involved agency"; 
c) the EAF did not adequately address traffic concerns for Stowe Street in that 

it did not address: 
(i) "Stacking" of traffic at the intersection Stowe Street and State Street; 
(ii) Impact on ingress and egress into the Stewart's Shop parking lot 

when traffic "stacks" at the intersection; 
(iii) No accounting for visitors to the new building; 
(iv) The Village believes the estimated number of new employees is 

understated; 
(v) The estimated number of new employees does not take into 

consideration the potential future use of the old DSS building once 
DSS moves into the new building; 

(vi) There is no discussion of how snow removal on Stowe Street will be 
affected. 

d) the EAF did not adequately address potential sewer issues: 
i) the report from Bernier Carr as to the 250 feet of sewer line that is 

partially collapsed did not fully describe the severity of the problem 
and did not address how the increased demands from the County's 
project will affect it; 

ii) the Village wants to independently confirm the report of Bernier 
Carr; 

iii) the Village requests more detailed information about peak water 
demands.  

e) the EAF did not adequately address potential storm water drainage issues in 
that it did not address the impact of additional vehicle traffic on the existing 
open ditch drainage system and the potential safety issue that will allegedly 
be created. 

 
WHEREAS, the Board of Legislators has considered the comments made by the 

Village with respect to the environmental assessment and has determined that the Village 
was correct that the EAF as initially drafted should have identified NYS Department of 
Conservation ("DEC") as an involved agency, and should have also included the additional 
funding to be applied towards the project and expected to be received by way of 
reimbursement from the State of New York for housing the Department of Social Services; 
and  

 
 WHEREAS, at the direction of the County Attorney, Bernier Carr and Associates, 

P.C. have prepared an amended EAF to address some of the comments raised by the 
Village of Lowville; and 



WHEREAS, the amended EAF identifies DEC as an involved agency and as such, 
the DEC is entitled to notice of the proposed project, the Board's intent to proceed as lead 
agency, and to receive  a copy of the amended EAF; and  

 
WHEREAS, by letter dated October 8, 2013, the DEC has acknowledged receipt of 

the  long form EAF and has no objection to Lewis County proceeding as lead agency; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Lewis County Board of Legislators has identified the relevant 

areas of environmental concern, has taken a hard look at these areas, and has made a 
reasoned elaboration of the basis for its determination. 

 
NOW THEREFORE, be it resolved as follows: 

  
 Section 1.   That upon review of the EAF, the Board of Legislators ratifies and 
confirms that the proposed Project will not exceed any of the thresholds for a Type I action 
and therefore confirms that this is an Unlisted action for SEQR purposes.  
 
 Section 2. That upon review of the EAF, the proposed Negative Declaration, 
the criteria for determining significance set forth in 6 NYCRR Section 617.7(c) of the 
SEQRA regulations, Part 360 of the Department of Environmental Conservation 
Regulations (Title 6 of the New York Code Rules and Regulations), and such other 
information deemed appropriate, the Board of Legislators hereby finds and declares that 
the undertaking and funding of the Project as described herein will not result in any 
significant adverse environmental impact.  In reaching that conclusion, the Board makes 
the following findings: 
 
a) The Village has not been named as an "involved agency" for the reason that 

The Village does not qualify as an involved agency since the County does not need 
their approval to move forward with the project.  The issuance of a permit for 
water and sewer connections is not a discretionary determination that is made 
based upon environmental concerns addressed in an environmental impact 
statement and therefore, the approval by the Village of the sewer permit, does not 
give it "involved agency" status.  
 

b) An amended EAF has been prepared by Bernier & Carr that identifies DEC 
as an involved agency.  DEC has responded in writing after reviewing the long 
form EAF and has no objection to the County proceeding as lead agency.   
 

c) The Board finds and determines that the traffic study prepared by the 
County's Highway Department provides sufficient information for the Board to 
determine the impact that the proposed office building will have on existing traffic 
patterns.  While the Board finds that there will be a minor to moderate impact on 
traffic, the Board finds that the impact will not be "substantial."  

 
d) The Board finds and determines that the proposed project will not have a 

significant impact on the existing sewer system and has provided the Village 



Municipal Water Board with supporting data to that effect.  (See, letter of Mickey 
Lehman to Rick Nortz, dated March 8, 2013).   

 
e) The Board finds that the proposed project will not significantly impact 

drainage issues on Stowe Street.  The storm water drainage along Stowe Street has 
been in serious disrepair for a number of years and this project will not 
significantly impact the existing conditions.     

 
Section 3.  That the Board of Legislators hereby authorizes the Chairman, or the 

Vice-Chairman to issue the attached negative declaration under SEQRA. 
 
Section 4.  That the County of Lewis directs the Clerk of the Lewis County 

Board of Legislators to file the Negative Declaration with the records of the Board of 
Legislators, and any person who has requested a copy, and to maintain a file of the 
Negative Declaration readily accessible to the public. 

 
 Section 5. That this Resolution shall take effect immediately. 
  
 Moved by Legislator   King  , seconded by Legislator   Lucas  . 
 
 Atty. Graham cited the Village of Lowville 11/7/13 correspondence penning their 
objections to the EAF.   Bernier Carr & Associates have prepared an amended EAF to 
correctly include the DEC as an involved agency and noted the potential amount of State 
Aid through the Department of Social Services (DSS).  
 
 He has provided a memorandum to all Legislators to address the posed issues, 
foremost their alleged designation as an “involved agency”, which they are not entitled 
pursuant to the legal definition.  However, the Village has been treated as an “involved 
agency” being provided a copy of the Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) upon 
County receipt.   Thereafter, this Board deferred action to allow time for their review of the 
report, as well as the Village Board.  
 
 Atty. Graham continued, reporting the DEC has provided written notification they 
have no objection to the County proceeding with the project as lead agency. 
 
 Legislator Stanford asserts this Board has not addressed the Village Board’s issues 
since the initial informational meeting held last February.  He purports the Board has 
chosen not to deal with their issues, specifically terming the 11/7/13 letter from Chairman 
Tabolt “nothing more than toilet paper”.    
 
 Atty. Graham relayed knowledge that the Buildings and Grounds Committee had 
met with the Village Mayor and at least two Trustees on at least three occasions; while 
admittedly there has been no definitive resolution reached in regard to financial 
commitment from either party.   



 Atty. Graham clarified the Board’s options to approve the EAF, table the issue, 
and/or schedule further meetings with Village officials; or the Board may desire further 
environmental research. 
 
 Legislator Stanford relayed resident’s concerns and worry about the level of 
unknown project costs and Stowe Street impacts. Legislator Hathway challenged his 
assessment, relating this Board’s open communication with Village officials throughout 
the process.  Legislator Hathway relayed apprehension about appropriating funds to the 
Village, believing that all should be treated equally.  Although he has suggested viable 
options, Village officials, he said, have not submitted any type of request.   Whether the 
building project is done, Stowe Street and sewer problems remain.  Legislator Stanford 
expressed respect for Legislator Hathway’s opinion, distinguishing that all Villages are not 
faced with a building project of this magnitude.  
 
 Legislator King also challenged Legislator Stanford’s assessment, asking him to 
elaborate.   Legislator Stanford admittedly was not knowledgeable of the level of County 
assistance desired by the Village.  Legislator King relayed his participation at several 
meetings with Village officials, at one time being requested to finance up to 75% of their 
costs.   He asks why the County should finance Village road or sewer repairs especially 
since there is no plan.   This Board remains willing to work with the Village, but Legislator 
King takes exception to perceived threats, adding that each time they come to the table 
with increased expectations.  In conclusion, Legislator King exclaimed his disagreement 
with every statement made by Legislator Stanford tonight.    
 
 The resolution was then adopted by a vote of 8 to 2, with Legislators Hathway and 
Stanford opposed.  
 
 

RESOLUTION NO.    421   - 2013 
 

BOND RESOLUTION ADOPTED OCTOBER 8, 2013 
LEWIS COUNTY, NEW YORK 

 
BOND RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF LEGISLATORS OF THE 

COUNTY OF LEWIS, NEW YORK (THE “COUNTY”), AUTHORIZING THE 
CONSTRUCTION OF A TWO STORY OFFICE BUILDING FOR LEWIS 

COUNTY; STATING THE MAXIMUM ESTIMATED COST THEREOF IS 
$10,000,000; APPROPRIATING SAID AMOUNT THEREFOR; AND 

AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF UP TO $10,000,000 IN SERIAL BONDS OF 
THE COUNTY TO FINANCE SAID APPROPRIATION 

 
Introduced by Legislator Jack Bush, Chairman of the Buildings and  Grounds 

Committee. 
 
 WHEREAS, the Board of Legislators (the “Board”) of the County of Lewis, New 
York (the “County”) proposes to authorize the issuance of $10,000,000 in serial bonds of 



the County to finance the estimated cost of the construction of an approximately 48,000 
square-foot, two story office building, together with related site work and landscaping, 
located adjacent to the Lewis County Public Safety Building, Outer Stowe Street, Lowville, 
to house offices and personnel for several County departments (the “Project”); and 

 
WHEREAS, by resolution adopted on October 8, 2013, immediately prior to the 

adoption of this resolution, the Board determined pursuant to the State Environmental 
Quality Review Act of the Department of Environmental Conservation promulgated 
thereunder (collectively, “SEQRA”) that the Project and the financing thereof would not 
have a significant adverse environmental impact and authorized the issuance of a “negative 
declaration” (within the meaning of SEQRA) with respect to the Project; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Board now wishes to appropriate funds for the Project and to 

authorize the issuance of the County’s serial bonds and bond anticipation notes to be 
issued to finance said appropriation. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, THE BOARD OF LEGISLATORS OF THE COUNTY OF 

LEWIS, NEW YORK HEREBY RESOLVES (by the affirmative vote of not less than 
two-thirds of all the members of such body), AS FOLLOWS: 

 
SECTION 1. The County is hereby authorized to undertake the Project and to 

issue the principal amount of $10,000,000 in serial bonds (including, without limitation, 
statutory installment bonds) pursuant to the provisions of the Local Finance Law, 
constituting Chapter 33-a of the Consolidated Laws of the State of New York (the “Law”) 
to finance a portion of the estimated cost of the Project.   

SECTION 2. It is hereby determined that the maximum estimated cost of the 
aforementioned specific object or purpose is $10,000,000, said amount is hereby 
appropriated therefor and the plan for the financing thereof shall consist of the issuance of 
$10,000,000 in serial bonds of the County, or bond anticipation notes issued in anticipation 
of such serial bonds, authorized to be issued pursuant to Section 1 of this resolution and the 
levy and collection of taxes on all the taxable real property in the County to pay the 
principal of said bonds or notes and the interest thereon as the same shall become due and 
payable.   

SECTION 3. It is hereby determined that the period of probable usefulness for the 
aforementioned specific objects or purposes is thirty (30) years, pursuant to subdivision 
11(a)(1) of Section 11.00 of the Law. 

SECTION 4. The temporary use of available funds of the County, not 
immediately required for the purpose or purposes for which the same were borrowed, 
raised or otherwise created, is hereby authorized pursuant to Section 165.10 of the Law, for 
the capital purposes described in this resolution.  The County shall reimburse such 
expenditures with the proceeds of the bonds or bond anticipation notes authorized by this 
resolution.  This resolution shall constitute a declaration of “official intent” to reimburse 
the expenditures authorized herein with the proceeds of the bonds and bond anticipation 



notes authorized herein, as required by United States Treasury Regulations Section 1.150-
2. 

SECTION 5. Each of the serial bonds authorized by this resolution and any bond 
anticipation notes issued in anticipation of said bonds shall contain the recital of validity 
prescribed by Section 52.00 of the Law and said serial bonds and any bond anticipation 
notes issued in anticipation of said bonds shall be general obligations of the County, 
payable as to both principal and interest by a general tax upon all the real property within 
the County subject to applicable statutory limits, if any.  The faith and credit of the County 
are hereby irrevocably pledged to the punctual payment of the principal and interest on 
said serial bonds and bond anticipation notes and provisions shall be made annually in the 
budget of the County by appropriation for (a) the amortization and redemption of the 
bonds and bond anticipation notes to mature in such year and (b) the payment of interest to 
be due and payable in such year. 

SECTION 6. Subject to the provisions of this resolution and of the Law, pursuant 
to the provisions of Section 30.00 relative to the authorization of the issuance of serial 
bonds and bond anticipation notes or the renewals of said obligations and of Sections 
21.00, 50.00, 54.90, 56.00 through 60.00, 62.10 and 63.00 of the Law, the powers and 
duties of the County Board relative to authorizing serial bonds and bond anticipation notes 
and prescribing terms, form and contents as to the sale and issuance of bonds herein 
authorized, including without limitation the determination of whether to issue bonds 
having substantially level or declining debt service and all matters related thereto, and of 
any bond anticipation notes issued in anticipation of said bonds, and the renewals of said 
bond anticipation notes, are hereby delegated to the County Treasurer, as the chief fiscal 
officer of the County (the “County Treasurer”).  Further, pursuant to paragraph b. of 
Section 11.00 of the Law, in the event that bonds authorized by this resolution are 
combined for sale, pursuant to paragraph c. of Section 57.00 of the Law, with bonds to be 
issued for any of the other objects or purposes authorized by other resolutions of the 
Board, then the power of the Board to determine the “weighted average period of probable 
usefulness” (within the meaning of paragraph a. of Section 11.00 of the Law) for such 
combined objects or purposes is hereby delegated to the County Treasurer, as the chief 
fiscal officer of the County. 

SECTION 7. The County Treasurer is hereby further authorized to take such 
actions and execute such documents as may be necessary to ensure the continued status of 
the interest on the bonds authorized by this resolution and any notes issued in anticipation 
thereof, as excludable from gross income for federal income tax purposes pursuant to 
Section 103 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the “Code”) and to 
designate the bonds authorized by this resolution and any notes issued in anticipation 
thereof, if applicable, as “qualified tax-exempt bonds” in accordance with Section 
265(b)(3)(B)(i) of the Code. 

SECTION 8. The County Treasurer is further authorized to enter into a continuing 
disclosure undertaking with or for the benefit of the initial purchaser of the bonds or notes 
in compliance with the provisions of Rule 15c2-12, promulgated by the Securities and 
Exchange Commission pursuant to the Securities Exchange Act of 1934. 



SECTION 9. The intent of this resolution is to give the County Treasurer 
sufficient authority to execute those applications, agreements and instruments, or to do any 
similar acts necessary to affect the issuance of the aforesaid serial bonds or bond 
anticipation notes without resorting to further action of the Board. 

SECTION 10. This resolution shall take effect immediately and the Clerk of the 
Board or in her absence, the Deputy Clerk, is hereby authorized and directed to cause a 
copy of this resolution, or a summary thereof, to be published in full, together with a notice 
attached in substantially the form as prescribed in Section 81.00 of the Law, in the official 
newspaper(s) of the County for such purpose. 

SECTION 11. The validity of the bonds authorized by this resolution and of any 
bond anticipation notes issued in anticipation of said bonds may be contested only if:  

(a) such obligations are authorized for an object or purpose for which 
the County is not authorized to expend money; or 

 
(b) the provisions of law which should be complied with at the date of 

the publication of such resolution are not substantially complied with, and an 
action, suit or proceeding contesting such validity is commenced within twenty 
(20) days after the date of such publication; or 

 
(c) such obligations are authorized in violation of the provisions of the 

Constitution. 
 
SECTION 12. This resolution shall take effect immediately. 

Moved by Legislator   King  , seconded by Legislator   Bush  .   
 
Legislator Hathway reiterated his opposition strictly due to financial reasons; it is 

not in the best interest of the County, especially considering unknown radio project costs.   
 
Legislator Stanford expressed concurrence with Legislator Hathway. 
 
Legislator King agreed somewhat, but believes the County should proceed with 

both projects.  He asserts doing his due diligence to research all available data and 
considers his vote as if it were his personal affairs. He disputes purchasing the Lowville 
Commons as the right move.   Futuristically, he feels it would be advantageous to explore 
windmill, solar or geothermal for long-term energy savings at the entire Outer Stowe Street 
complex.  He recalled initial County discussion about radio upgrades when he was Fire 
Chief in 1999 estimated around $1 Million, as an example of substantially inflated costs 
when projects are deferred to subsequent Boards.  

 
Legislator Lucas concurred with Legislator King.  He took exception with 

constituent’s opposing statements, asserting they have not had the benefit to consider the 
County personnel that have been moved from building to building over the past 6 years.  
Moreover, he declared, “If this were my own checkbook for my own business, I would 



vote yes”, because he feels it’s the right long-term decision for the County.  He 
emphatically supports the project and does not want the nearly Board-approved $1 Million 
related expense to-date, to be in vain. 

 
Legislator King predicts the building could be financed totally by windmill 

revenues within eight years.  He rejects utilizing windmill revenues for County operations, 
cautioning for unknown offsetting revenue resource upon the PILOT expiration. He further 
stated that if Hospital revenues do not adequately support their operational costs, he would 
propose corrective measures to protect the County.  

 
Legislator Hathway cited preliminary 2014 budget would impose an additional $1.1 

Million, equating an 8.5% levy increase, which does not consider dispatch personnel 
moving from the public safety building, thereby requiring 7 additional correction officers 
estimated at $600,000 annually.   
 
 In response to Legislator Brennan, Legislator Hathway confirmed that without the 
building project, the preliminary budget has a deficit of $1.1 Million, impressing that 
figure reflects the $725,000 budget reduction attributable to the Hospital assuming 
administration of the Certified Home Health and Hospice programs.  He expressed concern 
for subsequent budgets when there won’t be a substantial reduction; affirming that 
departmental budgets have been maximally reduced. 
 
 Legislator Burke stated the cost of County government increases $800,000 
annually.   

 
Sheriff Michael Carpinelli recognized the need for radio system upgrades, however, 

expressed grave concern, querying the purpose of a building and equipment, if ultimately 
financial constraints require layoffs of County personnel to staff the system.  

 
Legislator Lucas reiterated that building project costs are not relative to the budget 

deficit or whether personnel would be layed off.  He promotes windmill revenues be used 
for infrastructure, predicting that when those revenues expire the County will be struggling 
to identify offsetting revenues, in addition to keeping up with certain annual inflation. 
 

Legislator Hathway expressed concern for the inflated use of fund balance that 
averages $2.2 Million annually. 

 
Legislator King suggests that taxpayers must be willing to finance services they 

expect provided by the County.  
 
The resolution was then defeated by the following roll call vote: 

 
YEAS:  Bush, King, Lucas, Wallace 
NAYS:   Boyd, Burke, Brennan, Hathway, Stanford, Tabolt 

 
 



RESOLUTION NO.   422   - 2013 
 

RESOLUTION TO TRANSFER FUNDS 
 SOCIAL SERVICES 

 
 

Introduced by Legislator William Burke, Chairman of the Social Services 
Committee. 
 

BE IT RESOLVED as follows: 
 
 Section l. That the following budget transfer is hereby approved in the Social 
Services account for additional funds needed for the purchase of four (4) vehicles, utilizing 
Capital Equipment (HAD9901.9) funds with current balance of $140,425.50:  
 

Increase Revenue: 
A50310 (Inter-fund transfers)      $3,700.00 

 Increase Expense: 
A6010.2233 (Vehicles)      $3,700.00 

     
 Section 2.  That the within resolution shall take effect immediately. 

 
Moved by Legislator   Burke  , seconded by Legislator   Brennan  , and adopted. 

 
 
OTHER BUSINESS: 
 
 Legislator Hathway made a motion to obtain an independent audit of the Trail 
Program funds since its inception, estimated between $4,000-$5,000, seconded by 
Legislator Stanford.   

 
Treasurer Patricia O’Brien stated that Stonebridge Business Partners were 

specifically recommended for the audit.   
 
In response to Chairman Tabolt, Legislator Hathway clarified his objective was for 

an accounting of expenditures and accurate equipment list to compare with inventory.   
Legislator Stanford relayed his understanding that Atty. Graham was previously charged to 
compare the inventory with purchases.  Atty. Graham stated a simple inventory had been 
done, distinguishing that Legislator Hathway wanted an all encompassing audit to 
indentify the cost of trail development.  Chairman Tabolt challenged the wisdom of an 
audit.   Legislator Lucas also disagreed with the objective, suggesting the Trail Coordinator 
should be able to ascertain departmental needs; while maintaining that any County 
purchase could be tracked through the audit records without a $5,000 expenditure.  

 
Alternatively, Legislator Hathway suggested a temporary hire to conduct the audit 

at a lesser cost.    



Jackie Mahoney responded to Legislator Brennan that she does not have the time to 
conduct the requested comparison audit at this time, reporting her focus to secure 
outstanding grant funds.   However, she stated her intent to develop a distinct trail plan, 
including estimated cost. 

 
In response to Legislator Stanford, Mrs. Mahoney stated she had identified some 

missing equipment based on her preliminary audit.     
 
Legislator Lucas termed the audit a “witch hunt” with no beneficial outcome.   
 
Treasurer Patricia O’Brien responded to Legislator Brennan the estimated annual 

Trail Program budget was $180,000.   
 
Chairman Tabolt requested a roll call vote.  The motion was defeated as follows: 

YEAS:  Hathway, King, Stanford 
NAYS:  Boyd, Burke, Bush, Brennan, Lucas, Wallace, Tabolt 

 
At the request of Legislator Hathway, Chairman Tabolt agreed to schedule a 

meeting with newly elected Legislators after the general election. 
 
There being no other business to come before the Board, the meeting adjourned at 

6:11 p.m. on motion by Legislator Brennan, seconded by Legislator Stanford and carried. 


