REGULAR TOWN BOARD MEETING
JUNE 22, 2010

The Town Board of the Town of Conklin held a Regular Town Board Meeting at 7:00 P.M. on June 22, 2010, at the Conklin Town Hall.  Mrs. Preston, Supervisor, presided.  The meeting opened with the Pledge of Allegiance.

PRESENT:

Town Board Members
Bullock, Minoia, Francisco, Finch, Preston




Town Counsel


Angel Aton



Town Engineer

Dan Griffiths




Highway Superintendent
Patrick Latting




Code Officer


Robert Jones




Assistant to Supervisor
Lisa Houston




Town Clerk


Sherrie L. Jacobs




Dog Control Officer

Darlene Weidman

GUESTS:

Country Courier

Elizabeth Einstein




Broome Co. IDA

Margaret Scarinzi




Broome Co. IDA

Patrick Doyle




Delta Engineering

Steve Messmer




Whiteman, Osterman & Hanna, LLP

Todd Mathes







John Colley








Ruth Joyner







Laurie Francisco








Luanne Vallese








Grace Vallese








Zachery Barhite








Marissa Hryck








Tricia Gorman








Karissa Sabine








Colleen Potter








Bob Page








Peter J. Motsavage

MINUTES:  JUNE 8, 2010 REGULAR TOWN BOARD MEETING

Mr. Minoia stated that the June 8, 2010 Regular Town Board Meeting minutes should be corrected on page 6, line 4 from the bottom, to read “that unregistered vehicles be 60 feet from the highway right-of-way.”
Mr. Bullock moved to approve the June 8, 2010 Regular Town Board Meeting minutes as corrected.

Second by Mr. Francisco.

VOTE:  Bullock – Yes, Minoia – Yes, Francisco – Yes, Finch – Yes, Preston – Yes.  Motion passed unanimously.

CORRESPONDENCE:
Supervisor Preston acknowledged receipt of the report from the Supervisor’s Office and receipt of correspondence from the Conklin Players Club regarding their application for renewal of their on premise liquor license.

ABC APPLICATION/CPC ENTERTAINMENT, INC./CONKLIN PLAYERS CLUB/NO OPPOSITION LIQUOR LICENSE
Supervisor Preston acknowledged receipt of correspondence from Theresa M. Rickard, Treasurer, CPC Entertainment, Inc./Conklin Players Club, applying for renewal of the on premise liquor license to sell alcoholic beverages in accordance with Section 109 of the Alcoholic Beverage Control (ABC) Laws.
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No opposition was voiced.

PUBLIC COMMENTS:
None.

REPORT:  SUPERVISOR’S OFFICE

Refer to written report.

(Copies of all written reports are available in the office of the Town Clerk.)

Supervisor Preston welcomed Scout Troop 535 to the Town Board meeting.

OLD BUSINESS:

2010 CONKLIN ROAD

Supervisor Preston stated that discussion of this issue will be held over to Executive Session.

WATER DISTRICT 6 EXTENSION/STILLWATER ROAD

Supervisor Preston stated that the proposed extension to Water District 6 to include residents of Stillwater Road is on hold because there has been no further contact from these residents with the needed additional names for the petition.

NEW BUSINESS:

RESO 2010-104:  SUPPORT & CONCURRENCE WITH TRIPLE CITIES EMPIRE ZONE (FORMERLY ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ZONE) REGIONALLY SIGNIFICANT PROJECT APPLICATION/SILICON SOLAR, INC.

Mr. Finch moved for the following resolution:

WHEREAS, New York State has created the Economic Development Zone Program, now known as the Empire Zones Program, to encourage industrial and commercial development in select municipalities across the State, and

WHEREAS, New York State has amended the Zones program to increase benefits and allow additional areas to be deemed as Regionally Significant Projects, and
WHEREAS, the County of Broome and the Town of Conklin intend to amend the Triple Cities of Broome County Empire Zone boundaries  to encourage industrial and commercial development and to allow for the designation of lands in the Town of Conklin for a Regionally Significant Project, and
WHEREAS, Silicon Solar, Inc., located at 275 Broome Corporate Parkway, Conklin, New York, meets the criteria of 957 (d)  of the general municipal law as a regionally significant project by projecting to create 50 net new manufacturing jobs, for inclusion within the Triple Cities of Broome County Empire Zone in an area outside the distinct and separate contiguous areas, and
WHEREAS, the Town of Conklin wishes to support and concur with the Empire Zone designation of 275 Broome Corporate Parkway, Conklin, New York, or a portion thereof, section 194.11, block 1, and lot 29, or a portion thereof, as described in Appendix A hereto, as a Regionally Significant Project on behalf of Silicon Solar, Inc., and
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Conklin Town Board, in its capacity as governing body of the Town of Conklin, does hereby support and concur with the Triple Cities 
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of Broome County Empire Zone to include the properties more particularly described below as follows.

Seconded by Mr. Bullock.

VOTE:  Bullock – Yes, Minoia – Yes, Francisco – Yes, Finch – Yes, Preston – Yes.  Motion passed unanimously.

Margaret Scarinzi and Patrick Doyle of the Broome County Industrial Development Agency (BCIDA) spoke about the project, noting that it is an $8 million project in its first phase, with potential for expansion, which is expected to produce 130 jobs in the first year.  Supervisor Preston added that there is no PILOT (Payment In Lieu Of Taxes) agreement with Silicon Solar, Inc., which means the company will be paying its full share of taxes.  Silicon Solar, Inc. produces solar-thermal technology.
TOWN COMPUTER SYSTEM
Supervisor Preston reported that the server on the Town computer system has failed and must be replaced, adding that it will cost approximately $8,000 to replace the system.  The current system was installed in January 2003.

RESO 2010-105:  AUTHORIZE SUPERVISOR/MOVE FORWARD WITH REPLACEMENT OF COMPUTER SYSTEM

Mr. Finch moved for the following resolution:


Be It Resolved:  that the Town Board of the Town of Conklin authorizes the Supervisor to move forward with replacement of the Town computer system.

Seconded by Mr. Francisco.

VOTE:  Bullock – Yes, Minoia – Yes, Francisco – Yes, Finch – Yes, Preston – Yes.  Motion passed unanimously.

FEMA GRANT/UPDATE ON REPORTING/BUYOUT PROPERTIES
Supervisor Preston reported that she is completing a three-page report to send to FEMA (Federal Emergency Management Agency), which will include photographs of the properties obtained through the 2005 and 2006 Flood Buyout Programs, which will prove that the Town is in compliance with the conditions set by FEMA for the properties.  No construction is allowed on these properties.  Code Officer Jones will be taking the required photographs.  Supervisor Preston explained that the Town will have to submit this compliance report to FEMA every two years.
RESO 2010-106:  RATIFY PAYMENT/BINGHAMTON UNIVERSITY/REGISTRATION FEE/6 CREDIT HOUR NYS BUILDING CODE CLASS/ROBERT JONES
Mr. Francisco moved for the following resolution:


Be It Resolved:  that the Town Board of the Town of Conklin ratifies payment of check #1129, account code A3620.4, in the amount of $60.00 to Binghamton University for the registration fee for a six-credit-hour New York State Building Code class attended by Code Officer Robert Jones.

Seconded by Mr. Minoia.

VOTE:  Bullock – Yes, Minoia – Yes, Francisco – Yes, Finch – Yes, Preston – Yes.  Motion passed unanimously.

RESO 2010-107:  AUTHORIZE PAYMENT OF CLAIMS/BILL LIST/$35,052.92
Mr. Finch moved for the following resolution:
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Be It Resolved:  that the Town Board of the Town of Conklin authorizes payment of the following claims on the Bill List in the total amount of $35,052.92:




General



$16,143.97




Highway 



  12,653.50




Water District



    1,515.56




Sewer District



    2,628.17




Light Districts



    2,111.72



Total




$35,052.92
Seconded by Mr. Francisco.

VOTE:  Bullock – Yes, Minoia – Yes, Francisco – Yes, Finch – Yes, Preston – Yes.  Motion passed unanimously.

RESO 2010-108:  AUTHORIZE HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT/EXPEND “CHIPS” FUNDS/HIGHWAY REPAIR/TOWN HIGHWAYS

Mr. Minoia moved for the following resolution:


Be It Resolved:  that the Town Board of the Town of Conklin authorizes the Highway Superintendent to expend the “CHIPS” (Consolidated Highway Improvement Program) funds in the amount of $72,604.63 to repair Town highways, including Lathrop Road, Farnham Road, Ross Hill Road, and State Line Road.
Seconded by Mr. Finch.

VOTE:  Bullock – Yes, Minoia – Yes, Francisco – Yes, Finch – Yes, Preston – Yes.  Motion passed unanimously.
BROOME COUNTY AUCTION

Supervisor Preston stated that she had received information regarding the Broome County Auction and noted that the preliminary list of items to be sold at the Auction needs to be submitted to Broome County by August 20, 2010.
RESO 2010-109:  AUTHORIZE HIRING/TWO LIFEGUARDS/EFFECTIVE 5-11-2010
Mr. Finch moved for the following resolution:


Be It Resolved:  that the Town Board of the Town of Conklin authorizes the hiring of the following two lifeguards for the Town Pool, effective May 11, 2010:




Alexander Martir


$7.25/Hour




Meaghan Bensley


$7.25/Hour

Seconded by Mr. Bullock.

VOTE:  Bullock – Yes, Minoia – Yes, Francisco – Yes, Finch – Yes, Preston – Yes.  Motion passed unanimously.

RESO 2010-110:  AUTHORIZE BUDGET MODIFICATIONS/STATED ACCOUNTS/TO COVER COST/REPLACEMENT/COMPUTER SERVER
Mr. Bullock moved for the following resolution:


Be It Resolved:  that the Town Board of the Town of Conklin authorizes the following Budget modifications of the stated accounts to cover the costs of replacement of the computer server, Purchase Orders #10-945 through 10-947:

From

A-1990-4-400

Contingency-Contractual


$8,000.00
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To

A-1989-4-200

Computer-Equipment



$7,200.00



A-1989-4-400

Computer-Contractual



$   800.00

Seconded by Mr. Francisco.

VOTE:  Bullock – Yes, Minoia – Yes, Francisco – Yes, Finch – Yes, Preston – Yes.  Motion passed unanimously.

RESO 2010-111:  INTRODUCE LOCAL LAW 4, 2010/ “DOG CONTROL”/SCHEDULE PUBLIC HEARING/AUGUST 10, 2010 AT 7:05 P.M.
Mr. Francisco moved for the following resolution:


Be It Resolved:  that the Town Board of the Town of Conklin introduces Local Law 4, 2010, “Dog Control,” and schedules a Public Hearing on August 10, 2010, at 7:05 P.M.

Seconded by Mr. Bullock.

VOTE:  Bullock – Yes, Minoia – Yes, Francisco – Yes, Finch – Yes, Preston – Yes.  Motion passed unanimously.

Supervisor Preston noted that both Dog Control Officer Darlene Weidman and Town Justice J. Marshall Ayres had read and approved the proposed amendment to the Dog Control Laws.

RESO 2010-112:  AWARD BID/ “SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL” PROJECT/GARY DYER EXCAVATING & TANK SERVICE, INC./$101,552.66

Mr. Finch moved for the following resolution:


Be It Resolved:  the Town Board of the Town of Conklin awards the bid for the “Safe Routes to School” project to Gary Dyer Excavating & Tank Service, Inc., for the bid price of $101,552.66.

Seconded by Mr. Francisco.

VOTE:  Bullock – Yes, Minoia – Yes, Francisco – Yes, Finch – Yes, Preston – Yes.  Motion passed unanimously.

Supervisor Preston stated that the Town Engineer, Town Attorney, and representatives from the DOT (New York State Department of Transportation) checked all three bids received for this project to make sure that all of the bid requirements were met.  The other two bids received were from Boland’s Excavating & Topsoil, Inc. for a bid price of $102,191.16 and from Bothar Construction, LLC, for a bid price of $153,582.15.  Mr. Finch asked Town Engineer Dan Griffiths what caused the $1,000 difference in the bids between Gary Dyer Excavating & Tank Service, Inc., and Boland’s Excavating & Topsoil, Inc., and Mr. Griffiths replied that the difference was in the estimated cost of constructing the curb ramp.  The Town Attorney will issue the letter of acceptance to Gary Dyer Excavating & Tank Service, Inc., and the letters of denial to the other two bidders.
16 WOODCREST WAY

Supervisor Preston stated that no bids were received to purchase the property located at 16 Woodcrest Way.  She explained that it is now too late for the property to be included in the Broome County Auction, so the Town’s choices are to go back out to request bids to purchase the property or to demolish the flood-damaged house on the property and pay the costs.  Supervisor Preston stated that the building has been gutted and the copper pipe stripped out of it already, adding that it will cost approximately $12,000 to demolish the building.  Mr. Finch proposed that the Town Board advertise for bids to purchase the property one more time, with a minimum acceptable bid of $25,000.  Mr. Minoia asked if the advertisement could run in the Press & Sun Bulletin as well as in the Country Courier.  Supervisor Preston stated that it would cost $300-$400 to run the ad in the Press & Sun Bulletin.  The Board decided to run the ad in both newspapers.
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RESO 2010-113:  AUTHORIZE ADVERTISEMENT/REQUEST FOR BIDS/PURCHASE OF 16 WOODCREST WAY/MINIMUM BID $25,000/COUNTRY COURIER & PRESS & SUN BULLETIN/BID OPENING AUGUST 10, 2010 AT 6:00 P.M.

Mr. Minoia moved for the following resolution:


Be It Resolved:  that the Town Board of the Town of Conklin authorizes advertisement in the Country Courier and in the Press & Sun Bulletin for bids to purchase the property located at 16 Woodcrest Way, with a minimum bid of $25,000, with the bid opening to be held at 6:00 P.M. on August 10, 2010.

Seconded by Mr. Bullock.

VOTE:  Bullock – Yes, Minoia – Yes, Francisco – Yes, Finch – Yes, Preston – Yes.  Motion passed unanimously.

(Break 7:25 – 7:30 P.M.)

PRESENTATION/DELTA ENGINEERING/PRESERVATION OF LOCAL ROADS – ROAD USE AGREEMENTS & LOCAL LAW

Steve Messmer, Project Manager for Delta Engineering, and Todd Mathes, attorney with Whiteman, Osterman, and Hanna, LLP, gave a presentation on Preservation of Local Roads – Road Use Agreements and Local Law.

Mr. Messmer began by stating that in terms of risk to the roadways, the risk for the New York State DOT is approximately 5%, or negligible; the risk for the County is approximately 20%, or low; while the risk to the towns and municipalities is approximately 90%, or high.  He stated that Town roads are not designed to handle high weight, high volume traffic.
Mr. Messmer stated that the Delta System provides the following:
1. prevents the need to “reinvent the wheel.”

2. saves hours of administrative labor in management of the permit system.

3. reduces political liability for permit management conflicts by delegating the management to a third party.

4. provides independent, third party professional engineering and testing results, in the event of litigation.

5. provides a sound basis for non-discriminatory damage assessment.

Mr. Messmer stated that a “successful Road Use Agreement must be supported by local law and recognized engineering standards.”  He explained that the Delta System utilizes the AASHTO  (American Association of State Highways and Transportation Officials) Structural Number Damage Assessment, which counts the number of repetitions and the total weight of vehicles involved to determine the ESALs (Equivalent Single Axle Load) involved.  Mr. Messmer stated that a local law, incorporated into the Town Code, is required “to bring developers that exceed normal wear and tear into a legally binding, accountable process” and to “provide an equitable permit process for damage assessment, one that is fair to industry, taxpayers, and the municipality.”  He stated that this permit would be required for a developer to do business within the municipality.
Mr. Minoia asked who will record the necessary data and Mr. Messmer stated that is would be permit managers within the Town.

Mr. Messmer stated that AASHTO Engineering Standards, which he added are nationally recognized, are used to identify who should be regulated, creating a “fishnet.”  The initial step, he explained, is to determine “ambient traffic,” and answer the question, “What is normal, tolerable wear and tear?”  Mr. Messmer stated that this sets the threshold of “normal wear and tear” and anyone who exceeds this threshold gets regulated.
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Mr. Messmer stated that the next step is how to determine a fair cost for damage.  He explained that a pre-test of the haul route is conducted to determine the existing condition of the road, and the road is then given an AASHTO Structural Number (SN) from the pre-test.  At the end of the permit period, which he stated must be one year or less, the road is tested again and a post-test SN is assigned to the condition of the road.  Mr. Messmer explained that the difference between the Structural Number before and after the permit period equals the damage caused by the hauler.

Mr. Messmer stated that there are three phases needed to implement a proactive Road Use Agreement (RUA) permit process.  He stated that Phase I gathers information from the Town Highway Department regarding the general condition of the roads and unit costs (labor, materials, etc.), which, he added, is updated annually.  Phase II provides a template for RUA law and agreements, permit applications, and training of municipal personnel, such as the Permit Manager, which Mr. Messmer stated could be the Town Code Officer, Highway Supervisor, or Town Engineer, or one Permit Manager could be hired to manage several Towns.  Phase III implements the permits through the Delta RUA Processing Website.
Mr. Mathes spoke about the legal issues surrounding road use agreements and permits.  He stated that New York State has no statute that expressly authorizes impact mitigation fees and cost recovery schemes. He added that no reported case has upheld a municipality’s enactment of impact mitigation fees, and added that New York State limits the manner in which both a fee or a tax may be imposed upon residents.
Mr. Mathes listed the potential sources of authority for the municipality as follows:  Municipal Home Rule Law Section 10, Vehicle and Traffic Law Section 1660, and the New York State DEC (Department of Environmental Conservation) SDGEIS (Supplemental Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement) and SEQRA (State Environmental Quality Review Act) regulations pertaining to recovering of costs in preparing impact statements.  He added that the municipality can prohibit activity if a developer is not in compliance.  Mr. Mathes stated that a Road Use Agreement provides “due process and equal protection.”
Mr. Mathes stated that a Road Use Agreement lowers the risk of fee invalidation in the following ways:
· If fees are paid “not under protest,” the municipality is able to keep the fee monies.

· Developers like the certainty of an Impact Mitigation Fee Program.

· A fee is preferable to a moratorium on development.

· An Impact Mitigation Fee Program my have broad community support.

Mr. Messmer stated that a multi-municipality approach is effective because:
· It provides cost savings, especially in the performing SEQR process.

· It provides time savings.

· It presents a “united front.”

· It supports the GEIS.

· It provides a “regionally consistent and fair set of rules.”
· It provides a “consistent and defensible legal framework for municipalities facing potential legal challenges, based on recognized engineering criteria.”

Mr. Francisco asked if the weight per axle is to be determined, then how is the number of axles utilizing the road determined.  Mr. Messmer stated that the Delta System utilizes traffic counts by weight classes, which it uses to calculate the EASLs.

Mr. Messmer stated that Sullivan County, Steuben County, and Schuyler County have all adopted the Delta System, as has the Town of Fenton in Broome County.  He added that the Town of Colesville is also considering the Delta System.
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Mr. Finch asked who would pay the fees for the Delta System.  Mr. Messmer stated that the Town would pay for Phase I and Phase II, while the applicant (the developer) would pay for Phase III.  He added that the Town must pay the Permit Manager.

Mr. Finch stated that the Town of Conklin has already conducted a study in conjunction with the Town of Kirkwood, which cost the Town $10,000.  Mr. Griffiths explained that this study was the equivalent of Delta’s Phase III approach, without conducting Phases I and II.  Mr. Griffiths stated that the study his company conducted tested four to six roads, based on the opinions of the Highway Superintendents of the two Towns, while the Delta System tests every road used for hauling.  Mr. Messmer added that there would be no cost to the Town for any coring, as only the haul route is tested and that charge is paid by the developer.
Mr. Finch asked what the difference is between utilizing the existing Town of Conklin-Town of Kirkwood study and requiring bonding by the developers vs. utilizing the Delta System.  Mr. Messmer stated that the Delta System is “more extensive and more specific.”  He added that Delta provides a “two week turnaround” in processing the testing and providing results.  Mr. Messmer stated that Phases I and II would cost $8,500 ($7,500 for engineering and $1,000 retainer for legal counsel), while Phase III costs would be paid by the developers.
 Mr. Minoia stated that 90% of the Town of Conklin roads, in the rural part of the Town, were originally wagon trails that have been covered over the years with oil and stone “cold mix paving,” and are therefore not built for heavy hauling.  He added that the best roads are located on the river flat portion of the Town.
Mr. Messmer stated that the study conducted by Griffiths Engineering could be used for Phase 3 of the Delta System.  He added that part of the process would be to check roads to see if the hauler use is the same as was declared on the application.  Mr. Messmer stated that this system does not affect one particular industry or hauler, but rather impacts the developer.
Supervisor Preston asked if the core samples taken in 2009 are still valid and Mr. Griffiths replied that it depends upon whether or not any overlays were added to the tested roads.  Highway Superintendent Patrick Latting stated that there were no overlays added nor are any planned.  Mr. Messmer stated that no core samples would be taken until the developer declares the routes to be used by the haulers.  Supervisor Preston asked who would pay for any damage done to the roads and Mr. Messmer stated that if the Structural Number was above the established threshold for normal wear and tear, the developer would pay for the damage, according to the Road Use Agreement.  Mr. Griffiths explained that the study conducted with the Town of Kirkwood used a formula that measured change in lane mile for the test samples, whereas the Delta System tests each road used, adding that the two studies employ two different processes, with the Delta System providing more detail.  Supervisor Preston added that with the Delta System, it doesn’t matter if the core samples change from overlays, because no testing is done until the haul route is declared by the developer.  Mr. Messmer stated that the study done with the Town of Kirkwood would require negotiations with the gas companies or other developers, while the Delta System puts the cost on the developers for the testing.  He added that the Town of Conklin would only manage the permits.
Mr. Griffiths asked what potential loopholes exist with the Delta System, such as other developers using a declared haul route or hauling on nights and weekends.  Mr. Messmer stated that the Delta System would catch falsehoods regarding the declared traffic, adding that the Town Code Officer could check to make sure the agreements were enforced.  He added that “damage to random, non-haul routes is hard to determine,” and called the Delta System “an insurance policy” for the Town, citing his initial statement that the Towns carry a high risk assessment for potential road damage.  Mr. Messmer stated that a developer could not successfully sue the Town for the costs of repair to damaged roads because the developer agrees in advance to the method of determining road damage and assessing costs.  He added that a municipality can take particular roads out of permit use, if they are not suitable for heavy traffic.  Mr. Messmer added that some modifications to existing roads, such as widening, etc., may need to be completed before they are suitable for heavy hauling.
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Mr. Bullock asked if there is a time frame in which the developer would be required to complete road repairs and Mr. Messmer stated that this time frame, in the number of hours in which the road repairs must be completed, would be set in the Road Use Agreement.  He added that the Town can set limits to usage, adding that if the road in question does not meet the minimum strength requirement, the Highway Superintendent can waive the permitted use until the developer upgrades the road.
Mr. Finch commented that the gas owners coalition is negotiating with the gas drillers regarding road repair.  Mr. Messmer stated that the gas drillers will be building roads from public roads to the drilling sites.  Mr. Minoia commented that the Utica Shale in Oneida and Onondaga Counties is thought to be even richer in natural gas than the Marcellus Shale.  Mr. Messmer stated that there are currently vertical wells, but no horizontal wells, in the Utica Shale.

THANK-YOU/TOWN SUPERVISOR & TOWN BOARD
Town Clerk Sherrie Jacobs read two notes.  The first was from Al Lutz, a member of the Red Cross Board of Directors, thanking the Supervisor and Town Board for the use of the Maines Community Center as a site for its blood drives and thanking the volunteers and donors for making the blood drives so successful.  The second note was from William Wayman, Crew Leader for Census 2010, thanking the Supervisor and the Town Board for the daily use of meeting rooms at the Town Hall from May 3 through June 23, 2010.

RESO 2010-114:  EXECUTIVE SESSION/LITIGATION

Mr. Bullock moved to close the Regular Town Board Meeting and move into Executive Session at 9:07 P.M. to discuss a litigation issue.

Seconded by Mr. Finch.

VOTE:  Bullock – Yes, Minoia – Yes, Francisco – Yes, Finch – Yes, Preston – Yes.  Motion passed unanimously.

An Executive Session of the Town Board of the Town of Conklin was held at the Conklin Town Hall at 9:07 P.M. with Supervisor Debra Preston presiding.  Present were:  Supervisor Preston, Mr. Bullock, Mr. Minoia, Mr. Francisco, Mr. Finch, and Attorney Angel Aton.  Supervisor Preston assumed duties of secretary of the meeting.

A discussion was held pursuant to Public Officers Law section 100 of the State of New York regarding proposed, pending or current litigation.

RESO 2010-115:  RE-OPEN REGULAR TOWN BOARD MEETING
After this discussion, Mr. Bullock moved to close the Executive Session and re-open the Regular Town Board Meeting at 9:42 P.M.

Seconded by Mr. Finch.

VOTE:  Bullock – Yes, Minoia – Yes, Francisco – Yes, Finch – Yes, Preston – Yes.  Motion passed unanimously.

There being no further business to come before the Board, Mr. Minoia moved for adjournment, seconded by Mr. Francisco.

The meeting adjourned at 9:43 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,

Sherrie L. Jacobs, Town Clerk
