Town of New Scotland
Regular Town Board Meeting
September 12, 2018

The following Town Officials were in attendance:
Supervisor:
Councilperson:

Highway Superintendent:
Engineer:
Town Attorney:
Town Clerk:

Douglas LaGrange
Adam Greenberg
William Hennessy
Daniel Leinung
Patricia Snyder
Kenneth Guyer
Bruce Secor
J. Michael Naughton
Diane Deschenes

Left at 8:25 PM
Arrived at 7:12 PM

1.

Call to Order
Supervisor LaGrange called the meeting to order at 7:05 PM.

2.

Pledge of Allegiance

3.

Invitation to the General Public to Comment on Agenda Items: Please use the microphone available
state your name for the record

4.

Approval of the Minutes of the Following:
Regular Town Board Meeting
 August 8, 2018
Bid Opening
 August 17, 2018
Resolution 2018-166
Supervisor LaGrange offered the following and moved its adoption:
Resolved, that the Town Board of the Town of New Scotland does hereby approve the minutes as
presented by the Clerk.
Councilperson Greenberg seconded the motion. All present and voting, the motion carried (4 Ayes)

5.

Resolution setting Special Town Board meeting on or before October 5, 2018, for the Town Clerk
to present the 2019 Tentative Town Budget to the Town Board
Supervisor LaGrange said that the Supervisor has to get the tentative budget to the Town Clerk, and then
the Town Clerk has to present it to the Board before October 5. We talked about this, and October 3
seemed to work for everyone. We may have additional items to discuss that night too if something
progresses with the barn. The Supervisor had a late email today on the energy efficiency program with
Jessie Waldorf who took over for Robin Reynolds. We are trying to get her in for a presentation as
quickly as possible. She couldn’t make it to the last meeting or this meeting. She has that date open if
we want to entertain that. As we get closer we can decide.
Resolution 2018-167
Supervisor LaGrange offered the following and moved its adoption:
Resolved, that the Town Board of the Town of New Scotland does hereby set a Special Town Board
meeting on October 3, 2018, at 6:30 PM.
Councilperson Hennessy seconded the motion. All present and voting, the motion carried (4 Ayes)

6.

Resolution setting Budget Workshop dates for review of the 2019 Tentative Budget
Resolution 2018-168
Supervisor LaGrange offered the following and moved its adoption:
Resolved, that the Town Board of the Town of New Scotland does hereby set Town Board Budget
workshops for October 15, 17, 22, and 24, 2018, (if needed) at 6:30 PM.
Councilperson Snyder arrived back in the meeting at 7:12 PM.
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Councilperson Leinung seconded the motion. All present and voting, the motion carried (5 Ayes)
7.

Discussion/Action re: proposed Comprehensive Plan update
Supervisor LaGrange asked if the Board wanted to proceed on the Comprehensive Plan update tonight.
Councilperson Greenberg said he was comfortable with proceeding, certainly with SEQR. Councilperson
Leinung agreed adding that we’ve done a lot of this and he’s ready to move forward. Councilperson
Snyder said she was ready to proceed. We’ve had a lot of input and we’ve been doing this since 2017. I
think it’s time to move forward. Councilperson Hennessy agreed.
Supervisor LaGrange said that he mentioned earlier that this did go to County Planning and all they asked
for that was that notification of the adoption of the Comprehensive Plan should be sent to all adjacent
municipalities. We will do that pending that action.
 SEQR findings Resolution
Councilperson Leinung then reviewed the Full Environmental Assessment Form. Attorney Naughton
said that this was a town-wide thing so it’s similar to some extent to what we did on the SEQR for the
Hamlet Law. Because there is no specific concrete action like a regular project where you can take a
look at how many cars there will be and whether we will be digging up any soil, it’s a little different
SEQR process. The EAF has been completed that way and there is also a long narrative that Barton &
Loguidice has prepared and submitted with this for the Comprehensive Plan. There will be some gaps
that you would normally have for a regular kind of Planning Board-type action, and so we will skip over
those where appropriate. Councilperson Leinung started the review item by item. He advised that we did
receive something back from the Albany County Planning Board telling us that we have to notify our
neighboring municipalities. After answering “yes” to item C.1., Councilperson Hennessy noted that that
allows us to skip other sections of this as we proceed forward. Councilperson Leinung continued the
review. Supervisor LaGrange noted that in section C.2.c., that the Right to Farm Law is Local Law 2 of
2006 not 2016. It was noted that Berne-Knox-Westerlo and Greenville Schools were missing from item
C.4.a. Councilperson Greenberg noticed that under item C.4.c. that North Bethlehem Fire District was
missing. Councilperson Leinung noted that on page 13, Item F, there is an attached narrative. Attorney
Naughton said that it was necessary to read the whole thing. Councilperson Leinung started reading the
first sentence of the Description of Action. Attorney Naughton said it is not a proposed law; it’s the
Comprehensive Plan. Attorney Naughton stopped Councilperson Leinung and said that when Mrs.
Kavanaugh was preparing the agenda she must have given the Board an older version. The Board has
seen the other version, and he has circulated the corrective narrative for this. When it was prepared, there
were references to a local law because they were taking some of the information out of the one for the
EAF for the Hamlet Zoning District. The action, if the town proceeds here, is just a resolution not a law
adopting the Comprehensive Plan. He thinks there is enough here in the narrative and we have the
correct one so we will just swap it out. That’s really the only change. There is reference to this local law
and this somehow got into the one that is attached to the agenda. We will use the one that made that
correction. Councilperson Leinung then reviewed Part 2 of the EAF. Attorney Naughton said that Part 3
is the basis determination of significance and to that he’s prepared a resolution that the Board members
have received. It’s just reciting the history that the Supervisor went into about the process and then you
get to the ultimate determination as to whether or not we need an environmental impact statement for this
Comprehensive Plan Update.
Councilperson Hennessy said that he thinks we should enter this into the record (the written descriptions).
Attorney Naughton said that it’s all part of the record. There are also attached here the specific findings
that the Board has received that are Exhibit A. He doesn’t think we need to read all of those into the
record.
RESOLUTION NO. 169 OF 2018
RESOLUTION ADOPTING NEGATIVE DECLARATION PURSUANT TO NEW YORK STATE
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REVIEW ACT (6 NYCRR § 617.7)
Proposed Action: Adoption of proposed Comprehensive Plan Update for the
Town of New Scotland.
SEQRA Classification: Type I
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Lead Agency: Town Board of the Town of New Scotland, New York.
WHEREAS, the Town has an existing Comprehensive Plan, which was first adopted in 1960 and last
updated in 1995;
WHEREAS, in 2017, the Town Board appointed a special Comprehensive Plan Update Committee, in
accordance with Section 272-a of the NY Town Law, to prepare a proposed comprehensive plan update;
WHEREAS, the Town has an existing zoning law which has been amended from time to time;
WHEREAS, the Town hired a professional planning and engineering firm, Barton & Loguidice, to assist
the Committee with developing a plan and facilitating public meetings;
WHEREAS, the Committee held: (A) a series of public meetings in 2017 and early 2018; and (B) a
public hearing regarding the draft Plan in June, 2018;
WHEREAS, on June 21, 2018, the Committee recommended adoption of the proposed Comprehensive
Plan Update, dated April, 2018 (the “Plan”);
WHEREAS, Barton & Loguidice prepared a Full Environmental Assessment Form (“FEAF”) regarding
the proposed Plan;
WHEREAS, the Plan is designed to comply with the objectives set forth in NY Town Law § 272-a, and
identify goals, objectives, principles, guidelines, policies, standards, and instruments for the immediate
and long-range protection, enhancement, growth, and development of the Town;
WHEREAS, the Town Board held a public hearing on September 12, 2018, regarding the proposed Plan;
WHEREAS, the Town has received the Albany County Planning Board’s referral recommendation
which does not identify any significant county-wide or intermunicipal impacts associated with adoption
of the proposed Plan;
WHEREAS, the Town Planning Board has recommended approval of the proposed Plan;
WHEREAS, the FEAF for this SEQRA action discusses all environmental considerations related to
adoption of the proposed Plan;
WHEREAS, the Town Board considered the reasonably foreseeable potential environmental effects
resulting from the proposed Plan;
WHEREAS, the Town Board considered the criteria set forth in 6 NYCRR 617.7 and identified the
relevant areas of environmental concern; and
WHEREAS, the Town Board has considered all the questions in Parts 2 and 3 of the Environmental
Assessment Form, and has determined that the FEAF identified and addressed all areas of concern.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that based upon review of the FEAF and comments
received during public meetings and hearings, the comments of the Town Planning Board and the County
of Albany Planning Board, the Town Board’s independent analysis of the proposed Plan, and evaluation
of the criteria for determining significance found at 6 NYCRR Part 617.7, the Town Board hereby finds
that the proposed Plan will not have a significant impact on the environment; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this determination of significance shall be considered a Negative
Declaration made pursuant to Article 8 of the Environmental Conservation Laws, and the Town hereby
determines that the requirements of the regulations promulgated under SEQRA at 6 NYCRR § 617.7
have been met; and it is
FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Town Board hereby determines that no environmental impact
statement or further SEQRA consideration is required; and it is
FURTHER RESOLVED, that the facts and reasons supporting this determination are set forth in the
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Findings annexed hereto as Exhibit A which the Town Board hereby adopts as the reasons for its finding
of no significant impact.
A motion by Member Greenberg, seconded by Member Hennessy, to adopt Resolution No. 169 of 2018.
Councilperson Greenberg said this largely speaks for itself, and environmentally this is a big step
forward. Councilperson Hennessy said the supporting documentation that Councilperson Greenberg
mentioned prepared by Barton & Loguidice describes fully that there are not impacts based on these
elements.
In favor:
Opposed:
Motion Approved:

5 Ayes
0 Nays
5 Ayes

Discussion/Action re: resolution adopting Comprehensive Plan Update
RESOLUTION NO. 170 OF 2018
Town of New Scotland, New York
RESOLUTION APPROVING COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
WHEREAS, the Town Board established a Comprehensive Plan Update Committee (“Committee”) to
work with Barton & Loguidice, the planning consultant retained by the Town of New Scotland, New
York, to update the Town’s Comprehensive Plan, which was last updated in 1995; and
WHEREAS, the Committee appointed by the Town Board was comprised of members of the Planning
Board, members of the Zoning Board of Appeals, and the current and former planning attorney for the
Town; and
WHEREAS, the Committee held a series of public information meetings and conducted an online survey
to solicit community input; and
WHEREAS, on June 11, 2018, the Committee held a public hearing regarding a draft Comprehensive
Plan Update; and
WHEREAS, on June 21, 2018, the Committee adopted a Resolution [a copy of which is attached hereto]
recommending that the Town Board adopt the Comprehensive Plan Update (the “Plan”), and provided
the Town Board with a copy of the Plan; and
WHEREAS, on July 11, 2018, the Town Board scheduled a public hearing for September 12, 2018, to
consider the Plan, and receive public comments; and
WHEREAS, the Town Board referred a copy of the Plan to: (A) the Town Planning Board, and (B) the
Albany County Planning Board; and
WHEREAS, the Town Planning Board recommended adoption of the Plan; and
WHEREAS, the Committee, in accordance with Section 272-a of the New York Town Law, provides
guidance for significant decisions and actions affecting long-range protection, enhancement, growth, and
development of the Town; and
WHEREAS, the Town Board has made a determination under the State Environmental Quality Review
Act that adoption of the Plan will not have a significant adverse environmental impact;
NOW, THEREFORE, the Town Board hereby adopts the Comprehensive Plan Update (the “Plan”), a
copy of which is attached to this Resolution, and directs that a copy of the Plan be filed with the Town
Clerk and the Albany County Planning Board.
A motion by Supervisor LaGrange, seconded by Member Leinung, to adopt Resolution No. 170 of 2018.
Councilperson Hennessy said that this has been a long review process and he personally want to thank
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the committee that put in more time than anyone on this (Christine Galvin, Crystal Peck, Rob Davies, Jeff
Baker, Tom Hart, and Peter Kelley). They spent long hours with Barton & Loguidice. Ted Kolankowski
and Rob Murphy of Barton & Loguidice were instrumental in helping us get this done. Kudos to their
efforts. Double kudos to Barton & Loguidice for actually securing the grant money for it. It’s always
helpful for some of the things we’ve done over the years. He’s encouraged that we were able to keep the
process going here on our planning issues.
Supervisor LaGrange said that if it was double kudos to Barton & Loguidice, it’s triple kudos to Christine
Galvin who really spearheaded this as the chairperson and did a tremendous job above and beyond what
you’d expect.
Councilperson Greenberg added that he’s glad Councilperson Hennessy singled out Christine Galvin;
however, the entire Board was amazing. This started out as a minor update and that’s what we had the
funding for. Because this committee was so committed, it turned into much more of an update. He
thinks we drove Mr. Kolankowski a little crazy because every time he thought we were finished with an
update the committee wanted more. It felt almost closer to rewriting the plan although we did use a large
portion of what we had before. They did just an incredible job. He thinks this helps us move forward on
a lot of planning and zoning issues the town needs to move forward with. It’s a great step.
Councilperson Snyder didn’t want to repeat everything that’s already been said but she wanted to echo all
of the gratitude this Town Board has for all of the committee members that worked on this as well as the
community members that participated with their comments and their direction. It was all very helpful,
and it steered us in a very positive manner to this conclusion that we’re having right now. This is the end
of one very large endeavor and task and the beginning of some other work that the town has to do to
update these laws to reflect the sentiments and the goals that are outlined in this Comprehensive Plan.
Again, thanks to everyone who participated.
Councilperson Leinung said that it’s been a long process. He attended a lot of those before he was on
this Board. There were a lot of the Comprehensive Plan open public comment periods. It was great
seeing people come in and put stickers on the Board and getting community input into the plan. Again,
the committee did an amazing job putting this together. We wanted to make sure we did it the right way.
This took some time but he thinks anything worth doing takes a little time. He’s excited to get this
moving forward.
Supervisor LaGrange said that he mentioned earlier, and we can either slide it in or make an amended
resolution but he doesn’t think it’s necessary. The zoning map that’s in there doesn’t reflect the newest
zoning with the hamlet area in it. Attorney Naughton said that he thinks we can swap that in and just
provide that because, while this Comprehensive Plan process was going on and being drafted, you have
an April date on this basically and in the meantime just a few months ago the Town Board enacted the
local law for the Hamlet Zoning District, so he thinks that belongs in there. He thinks the record is clear
and we could put that in there.
Edith Abrams wanted to remind the Board that Comprehensive Plans only last 5-7 years.
The Board thanked Mrs. Abrams for the reminder.
In favor:
Opposed:
Motion Approved:
8.

5 Ayes
0 Nays
5 Ayes

Discussion re: Robert Wright solid waste disposal contract regarding recyclables
Supervisor LaGrange postponed this until the end. This is contractual and we do need to discuss this in
Executive Session. Councilperson Greenberg said that he wanted the public to know that a few months
ago recycling charges were $10 a ton. We are in a contract with our collector and we extended our
contract to six years. When it was signed, the cost was $10 a ton and since then, because of what’s
happened in China and their lack of wanting anymore of these materials, prices have skyrocketed to $120
a ton. So, that’s just something to be aware of. The public should look at what they recycle and try to
keep it as clean as possible because that will keep our costs down a little bit. That is why we are in some
discussion about how we are going to react. Supervisor LaGrange said that no matter how we react to it
we are going to have available on the website, Facebook, and also a mailing from Robert Wright to kind
of say what Councilperson Greenberg just said and expand on that along with a sheet that will show just
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what should be recycled and what shouldn’t be. One of the biggest problems with Mr. Wright’s site is
wishful recycling. If something looks like plastic you throw it in. Plastic bags from grocery shopping
cause tremendous problems at the recycling facility because they clog up machines. He admitted that he
threw pizza boxes in. He thought it was okay to recycle, but it’s not. Some things we need to address
and educate people again on what needs to be done. We anticipate the numbers coming down a little
from that $120, but at the same time we just don’t know. It’s been very volatile.
9.

Discussion/Action re: proposals for accounting software
Supervisor LaGrange said that we’ve been using Impact for a long time. Town Clerk Deschenes said it
was here before she started with the town and that’s 23 years. Supervisor LaGrange added and the Board
knows of the trials and tribulations over the past year that we’ve had. It can’t be updated because it’s so
old, and actually our IT people had to segregate it to a particular spot on our new server that was installed
last year just to keep it limping along until we do something. Mrs. Boehlke, Mrs. Miller, and I sat in
hour-long presentations over the Internet to see who had what to offer. Quite frankly, there is a wide
range of prices. There is a $23,000 difference here between the one he recommend we take and the most
expensive one. It comes down to bells and whistles. There are pretty colors and quicker responses. As it
turned out Harris, the vendor we used to have for the Impact program, now has this Microfund program
and they delved more into what we were hoping to pay. He told the Board in recent months that we
would have to spend somewhere in the $10,000 range. This came in at $11,951 plus travel and lodging
expenses. We’ve talked to them and most of it can be done over the Internet, training and things like
that. The biggest key here was that they had a greater ability to bring in the old material from their old
program and archive it into our new program. At least one of the others said that they couldn’t do it at
all. The other two said they could get some of it. That was a big plus. Then the “do to” and “do from”
when we go from account to account weren’t automatic on a couple of these. Having said all that and
spending a lot of time looking into this, Mrs. Boehlke sent the Board a dissertation on what we found
from each company. He thought that was very helpful. We recommend going with Harris Microfund for
the $11,951 quote with an allowance so we might want to say up to $16,000 total. He doesn’t think it
will come close to that. Councilperson Hennessy asked where they are from. Supervisor LaGrange
didn’t recall but they’re not far away; he thinks it’s somewhere west of here. Other than BAS they were
the least distance for travel and such. Councilperson Hennessy said that he didn’t want to extend this too
far, but we’ve talked about the new best-value bidding procedures that NYS has allowed and the Town
adopted. BAS is $14,800 but they’re in Clifton Park. Have you talked about that at all? Was that
software that much less attractive? Supervisor LaGrange said that he wanted desperately to go with
BAS. They are our IT people, and they do an excellent job; they are a great company. We really have
great responses from them. They were the least capable of doing the things we wanted. They were the
ones that couldn’t bring any of the archived stuff over. The “do to’s” and “do from’s” they have never
done. We have the 20-year-old Impact that brings it over, but they don’t do that and those were two key
components that are worth an incredible amount. Councilperson Snyder asked if this would migrate the
old information and the migration of the old information BAS cannot do. Supervisor LaGrange agreed
adding that it was as disappointing as it was incredulous. They are such a good IT company. Attorney
Naughton said that he was thinking that, based on those numbers we just went through because they
really are the low bid at Harris and that’s also the recommendation, why don’t we say you are accepting
their bid at $11,951 and then authorizing up to $3,000 at this time for travel expenses. That would be
more in line with the $15,000. Then there would be no question that we’re just taking the lowest quote.
Resolution 2018-171
Supervisor LaGrange offered the following and moved its adoption:
Resolved, that the Town Board of the Town of New Scotland does hereby accept the quote from Harris
Microfund for the accounting software at a cost of $11,951 per year and allow for an extra $3,000 for
educational and travel expenses on top of that quote along with authorizing the Supervisor to sign the
contract.
Councilperson Snyder seconded the motion.
Supervisor LaGrange advised that this takes a lot of time, months, to get it finished. That was another
consideration here. These were one of the ones to be able to do it. We are still talking 4-6 months for the
complete process.
All present and voting, the motion carried (5 Ayes)
[Type text]

Page 6

Town of New Scotland
Regular Town Board Meeting
September 12, 2018
10. Discussion/Action re: CDTA ACCESS program Agreement for Transportation Services
Supervisor LaGrange said that this is what we’ve done over the past service years. We recoup about
$4,000 a year from CDTA. This is for transporting people to medical appointments who need help from
our Senior Services office. Attorney Naughton reviewed the contract. He said that the history has been
that we haven’t had a formal agreement in place over the years. They’ve asked for it but for whatever
reason they never really needed it formalized. There is a long history of us actually submitting our time
and bills for them and being reimbursed, but now they are asking us to sign off on a contract. Their
contract didn’t really fit into the model very well of what we actually do and how we do it. He and Mrs.
Kavanaugh worked to modify the contract form so it more appropriately fit our usage and model, and
they agreed to all the changes we asked for. There is no cost to us. It’s just that we have to follow their
rules when submitting our time for us to be able to get reimbursed. Supervisor LaGrange said that this
deals with dialysis and medical appointments, adult aid, pharmacies, and grocery stores. It allows for
$8.95 for individual taxi trips and $7.95 for any group trips to day programs and grocery stores. There
are also donations by those who use the service that help to fund it. This certainly helps offset some of
the cost; at $4-000 plus a year it’s been good.
Councilperson Hennessy asked if Ten Eyck has been sure we comply with all of those insurance
requirements. Supervisor LaGrange said he has.
Councilperson Snyder said that we have been doing this for at least five years. Supervisor LaGrange said
that they were badgering him for the contract. Councilperson Snyder said that they never asked for one.
Supervisor LaGrange said that they’ve been after him aggressively for the past four months. There were
so many things in their standard contract that didn’t pertain to us. Mrs. Kavanaugh was back and forth
with them and she did an incredible job of making them understand why we were hesitant. Attorney
Naughton then stepped in and helped finalize it. This is still where we need to be and where they don’t
need to be. Attorney Naughton said that that explains why there are a number of provisions that say
“intentionally deleted” or “not applicable.” Attorney Naughton added that there is no real cost to us; it’s
all positive money coming back to us.
Resolution 2018-172
Supervisor LaGrange offered the following and moved its adoption:
Resolved, that the Town Board of the Town of New Scotland does hereby enter into this Agreement for
Transportation Service with Access Transit Services, Inc., and authorizes the Supervisor to sign it.
Councilperson Leinung seconded the motion. All present and voting, the motion carried (5 Ayes)
Resignation of Susan Kidder
Supervisor LaGrange advised that this morning Susan Kidder, Senior Outreach Liaison, who has been
with us over 12 years came into his office to give him her resignation. She has been through some health
concerns over the last year and realizes at her age and what she want to do it’s time to retire all the way
and see the sights. She wants to go back to Alaska for a visit. I wanted to make the Board aware of that.
We did look into it and got some late answers. I would recommend that we move ahead with it. Ms.
Kidder will stay kind of as long as we need her, but she wants to get things moving. Mrs. Kavanaugh
met with her on the retirement. That needs to be sequenced in an order that will keep her where she
needs to be. We checked and this is a Civil Service position. The last time it was tested was in 2006 and
I think that was a test for Ms. Kidder at the time, which she passed, of course. Because they don’t have a
list and there has been no test since then we can advertise this, and I would recommend that we do to get
the process going while we have her here to help us transition. We can interview. We can decide and
hire and then that person, like Mrs. Latham our Assessment Clerk, can take the test when it becomes
available. This would happen in the same sequence with Ms. Kidder’s successor. If the Board is good
with that I’d like to move that we advertise that position maybe for two weeks in the usual places and
then we will set up some interviews.
Resolution 2018-173
Councilperson LaGrange offered the following and moved its adoption:
Resolved, that the Town Board of the Town of New Scotland does hereby approve advertising for the
position of the Senior Outreach Coordinator, and the Board seeks individuals that may be eligible for
the position.
[Type text]

Page 7

Town of New Scotland
Regular Town Board Meeting
September 12, 2018
Councilperson Snyder seconded the motion.
Councilperson Snyder wanted to thank Ms. Kidder tonight. There will probably be more thank yous
to come for her 13-½ or more years of service to the seniors of this community. “I think she loved
what she did and I think that those whose lives she impacted loved her in return. We are grateful as a
Town for the efforts that she put into this. Supervisor LaGrange said that he originally interviewed
her as a Board member, and the one thing that stood out among everything else was her heart for the
job. That was in an interview, but he thinks it played out over the many years. That was a correct
feeling that he had. She has a tremendous heart for the job.
Cynthia Elliott asked how many hours a week is that? Is it full time? Is it 40 hours a week. She’s
just thinking of people who might wish to apply.
Supervisor LaGrange said that its 35 hours. We changed it a while back. Councilperson Hennessy
said that there had been discussion in the past about whether it should be part-time or not. We may
have to take that up in more discussion. This just happened today. We are a small town, but the
senior population has requirements such that it might be best to have a full-time person.
Councilperson Greenberg said that we do need to have these conversations to advertise. Perhaps we
should discuss this in Executive Session later. Supervisor LaGrange said that we could but we could
also advertise that the position is open. It could be part-time or full-time. It could also depend on the
person. There are a lot of things that could go into it.
All present and voting, the motion carried (5 Ayes)
Councilperson Greenberg asked if we should pick a couple of people to do the interviews.
Councilperson Hennessy said Councilperson Snyder is the senior liaison so she should be one.
Councilperson Snyder said that she’d be happy to be involved. Supervisor LaGrange said that he
would be more than happy to be part of it. He knows where we’ve been, where we’ve gone, and
where we might need to go. He wouldn’t mind doing it.
Supervisor LaGrange said that this is disappointing news but we need to move on.
11. Discussion/Action re: purchase of defibrillator for Community Center
Supervisor LaGrange said that this came to light recently. We noticed that the one we have here at Town
Hall was dead. Supervisor LaGrange said that we were concerned, and we were advised that we would
probably have to buy a new one for Town Hall which amounts to $1,500 to $1,800. We took a chance
because they said it might work. We purchased a battery for $160 and it’s working so that’s good.
Reflecting on that, he thought it would be a good idea to have one at the Community Center. We have a
lot of different activities going on including senior exercise program, Girl Scout programs, and there is a
theater group, and the museum is there. With all of those things, it seems pretty obvious that we should
entertain that. We did get a couple of quotes. One is a semi-automatic AED. Both tell you how to place
the pads on the chest and get everything set up. One says you have to push the button when you’re ready
and the other has a countdown and it does it itself. With the one that is a semi-automatic, they find that
people freeze and they don’t push the button. That could be a problem so he would recommend the
automatic. He wanted to stay consistent. The price is well within other companies of a similar type.
This is below the procurement anyway. He would go with the $1,595 for the fully automatic AED. This
is a Lifepak CR plus AED. He would also recommend purchasing a cabinet which is less than $200. The
cabinet has an alarm on it just like this one. It also has a fully automated voice direction to go through
the process of attending to somebody. Councilperson Snyder asked if there was only a $100 difference
between the two. Supervisor LaGrange agreed.
Resolution 2018-174
Supervisor LaGrange offered the following and moved its adoption:
Resolved, that the Town Board of the Town of New Scotland does hereby approve purchasing the
fully automatic AED from Lifepak at a price of $1,595 plus an allowance of $200 for a cabinet.
Councilperson Greenberg seconded the motion.
Councilperson Greenberg commented that it seems like a no brainer to him with all the groups that
use the facility. Supervisor LaGrange agreed. Supervisor LaGrange then pointed out one of the
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pages that shows the options accessories. The cabinet is shown for $190.
Councilperson Snyder asked if when we get this and install it will there be some notification sent out
to the groups that use it so they are aware of the fact that we have it? Supervisor LaGrange said that
he would do that.
Edith Abrams asked what is special about the cabinet that it’s $200.
Supervisor LaGrange said that it’s a metal cabinet with a glass front like the one outside of the
meeting room. It also has an alarm so when it’s opened everyone in the building knows there is an
issue. It’s a way to protect the unit itself and still have it readily accessible. Councilperson
Greenberg added so that it’s clear what it is.
All present and voting, the motion carried (5 Ayes)
12. Discussion/Action re: Proposed Heldervale Sewer Extension 7 - Toby Lane
 Discussion/Action re: petition to create Heldervale Sewer District Ext 7
Supervisor LaGrange said that we received a petition to create Heldervale Sewer District Extension 7
and by doing that we have to entertain the possibility of having a public hearing. Attorney Naughton
advised that the petition is accompanied by a map, plan, and report date of August 18, 2018, prepared
by the developer’s engineer, Insite Northeast. The only thing he wants to call to the Board’s attention
is that there is a conflict under paragraph 7. The maximum amount of construction in the petition
says $121,417 and the map, plan, and report indicates that the cost is slightly higher than that. It
shows up in the appendix to the map, plan, and report. That amount shows $169,417. Attorney
Naughton said that there may be a revision to the map, plan, and report. We have the applicant’s
attorney here, George Slingerland. I think that we might want to get an amended petition if we send
this on to a hearing. We might ask for an amended petition just so those numbers line up. What we
don’t have in this agenda packet is the development agreement so in the petition the developer
typically says we’re going to pay for these improvements on their property and any improvements
that will be required in the public right-of-way for extending the sewer line. Like we did with the
Kay project, the Olsen project, and the Creekside project, we will have a development agreement.
You may have seen a draft of that. Today he received a signed copy from the developer’s counsel.
He sent an email around just so we would know. That will have to be on the agenda for another
meeting and it would be in connection with this. The process now is that once you receive a signed
petition you usually set a schedule for a hearing, but it doesn’t commit you to do anything one way or
another. As everyone knows, there is an approved Planning Board subdivision approval. It’s
conditioned on the applicant getting a sewer district extension for this. That’s what they are doing
here. That was a June decision from the Planning Board. He let Attorney Slingerland take it from
there.
George Slingerland said that Attorney Naughton and he had had several discussions, and we’re on the
same page as far as direction. He’d love to answer any questions if he can. Two things that Attorney
Naughton had just referenced. The difference between the $169,417 which was an exhibit in the
map, plan, and report and the amount that was in the petition was a discussion he had with Building
Inspection Cramer. That discussion was that the developer’s agreement that it was for true
development costs. In that map, plan, and report exhibit is the $12,000 hook-up fee. Building
Inspector Cramer had confirmed that that was the cost and that was the responsibility of the applicant
for building permits for the homes, so he felt that it wasn’t part of the actual development. The
difference between the two numbers is $48,000 which is four hook-up fees. There would be five total
hook-up fees perhaps. So he took them all out except for the existing home that’s currently on the
property that might not be subject to that. Attorney Naughton said that that makes a lot of sense and
that wouldn’t require an amended petition in his mind. He thinks that you pay that at the time you go
for your building permit or your Certificate of Occupancy. It’s not the cost of actual construction.
That’s not what is meant by the statute of the cost of the improvements.
Attorney Slingerland then said that the development agreement that went over to Building Inspector
Cramer at the same time. He doesn’t know how the one with the blanks made it there, so he
apologized for that. That didn’t make it to Building Inspector Cramer at the same time as the petition.
It wasn’t arbitrary for the difference in the numbers. If an amendment is what you like to see he
doesn’t know that they have any issue with it.
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Attorney Naughton said that the only other issue would be the current map, plan, and report. The
action by the Town Board would be to approve an extension to the sewer district, and it would be the
outline of it that’s attached on a map that’s part of this. That’s the main action. At the same time we
would be approving the map, plan, and report which is kind of part of that. There is an issue about a
shared sewer line that would be remaining on the private property. There was a concern about that
raised by the Town Designated Engineer, Mark Dempf, about whether that was something that could
be done. Attorney Naughton pointed out to Mr. Slingerland our own law §155-12. Our sewer laws
require that there be a separate lateral for each single-family home. There isn’t really, as far as he
could see, any discretion on that and he said to Mr. Slingerland that if he wants to try to make an
argument to present to the Board that it should be waived or something, he’s provided information
from Environment One indicating that they consider having a shared system to be a positive thing;
however because our law says it’s supposed to be a separate lateral he doesn’t really see that the
Board has a lot of discretion with respect to that unless we want to entertain a local law to amend that
first to give the Board the chance to waive it. He thinks that the concept is that the engineers are
preparing a plan for that. If that would be the case they would submit an amended map, plan, and
report that would hopefully come in before the hearing. We’re going to need a 10-day notice on the
hearing so that that gets published. You would be looking at probably the October meeting. Mr.
Slingerland has also requested on behalf of the applicant that the Board consider a special meeting if
we can do it sooner than that. Mr. Slingerland can go ahead and make an argument for that. We do
have certain limitations. We advertise in the Altamont Enterprise, and they have submission
deadlines. It would probably not be much different from our regular October meeting. Mr.
Slingerland said that he appreciates getting here just to discuss it in the first place and Attorney
Naughton has been helpful discussing issues that he saw before we got here today. The only reason
he’d like consideration for a special meeting is that Environment One is the company that’s doing the
pump system in the force mains. They spec out the project and they suggest, based on their expertise,
how the system will work best. It’s been in that form since February and it’s been through the review
with Stantec. He understands that Engineer Dempf didn’t get to look at it until late and he can
appreciate that, but we’ve been through several rounds here. This was something that was pointed
out to us without enough time to rework everything. He can appreciate the Town code and the laws
and the need for it to potentially be reworked. It was the timing of it. It would be great for it to be
considered. Supervisor LaGrange said that he does have the letter you gave us dated September 5.
He thought that they would have something a little more on their argument for not being able to use
the individual lines rather than to go against what our code says and what we’ve been trying to adhere
to. Cost isn’t really the main concern. Mr. Slingerland said that initially he thought the issue was
with dedication. So for his initial discussions, if dedication was the issue then we have a workaround
for dedication. He thought that the engineering of the system was being called into question which
was why we contacted Environment One for an opinion of theirs about the way the system was
engineered. So, they weren’t looking to make an argument that individual lines were impossible.
They were trying to avoid it mainly because of the cost. Mr. Slingerland was under the impression
that it was the Town’s position that’s it’s not properly engineered and that’s what the Environment
One letter was for. Supervisor LaGrange said that he didn’t get that. He thought that Mr. Frueh felt it
was engineered correctly but we just don’t do that. Engineer Secor agreed. Councilperson Hennessy
asked if this wasn’t a moot point. Is Mr. Slingerland agreeing to do the four laterals or not? He
hasn’t heard that yet. Mr. Slingerland said the map, plan, and report are being worked on and
estimates are being specced out. Councilperson Hennessy asked if they were agreeable yet? Mr.
Slingerland said that he couldn’t answer that question yet. He was just looking for consideration of a
special meeting just because of the timing. Like Mr. LaGrange said, “We just don’t do that.” He can
completely appreciate that. The only thing that he was asking consideration for, understanding that
the Town doesn’t do that, is knowing about it sooner than it was pointed out. Supervisor LaGrange
said that he doesn’t know where we fell short there. That’s the first time he saw that law. We have
so many problems with shared sewers and shared driveways. Mr. Slingerland said that Attorney
Naughton had brought that to his attention. Supervisor LaGrange added that nobody likes to share.
Mr. Slingerland said that he could appreciate that. It was just the timing of it. Councilperson
Greenberg said that he was confused about the timing of what? We are scheduling a public hearing.
Did Mr. Slingerland want the public hearing scheduled sooner than our next Board meeting or did he
want a meeting before our next Board meeting to go over engineering issues? Mr. Slingerland replied
that he thinks it depends on what our actions would be. If the petition is going to be denied or the
Board isn’t going to set a public hearing, then he’d like to have the opportunity to be ready to present
something that can be moved forward as quickly as possible. Councilperson Snyder asked if the
petition was for a sewer line or a sewer line with four laterals? Mr. Slingerland said that it’s just an
extension. Councilperson Snyder asked if it’s just an extension of the district, not necessarily single
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or four. Mr. Secor said that subject to correction by the Town Attorney, normally for a water or
sewer district extension the town law says you have to show the general layout of the municipal lines.
The fact that the laterals are in question really doesn’t go to the district extension in his
understanding. Attorney Naughton said that he agreed with that. Mr. Secor said that you can hold
the hearing and they can submit a revised plan with the lateral meeting the Town law, and that
wouldn’t really affect the hearing. The hearing says you have to have a description, a cost estimate,
and a meets and bounds description of the boundary of the extension. They have all of the elements
to meet the requirements of the Town law meaning NYS Law versus local law on the laterals which is
really not pertinent to district extension. Councilperson Snyder asked if we would have to decipher
that at the public hearing? Attorney Naughton said that he recommends that we go ahead with having
the hearing. If the applicant wants to hustle and fix the actual engineering so it comports with our law
and shows the laterals are the way our law says they have to be, then that can be fixed. He’s hearing
that the cost estimates currently are fine so the petition wouldn’t need to be amended for that. He
sees no reason why we cannot schedule a hearing. So, the next question is when. Attorney Naughton
said that really if we give it a special meeting you would only gain a week, and the Board has budget
meetings coming up. It could be done but he would want to make sure there is enough time for the
engineers to work this out. You wouldn’t want to approve something they don’t want to do.
Supervisor LaGrange said that we need the updates, and it has to be advertised 10 days before.
Attorney Naughton said that he thinks we can go ahead and just schedule the hearing, especially if
we’re talking about October 10. The other stuff could just catch up because there might be questions
from the public about this shared system. If we have a revised map, plan, and report that takes it out,
then it’s a moot issue.


Order Scheduling Public Hearing: Proposed Heldervale Sewer Distr. Ext. 7

Resolution 2018-175
WHEREAS, a petition dated July 13, 2018, and which was received by the Town Clerk on
August 31, 2018, has been duly presented to the Town Board of the Town of New Scotland, according to
law, requesting a certain extension to the Heldervale Sewer District; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to said petition a study of such proposal was made and maps and plans in
relation thereto prepared; and
WHEREAS, the boundaries, and a map, of the said proposed extension are set forth in Schedule
A, appended hereto; and
WHEREAS, all construction and other costs for creation of the extension, estimated at $169,417,
will be paid by Maxim Real Estate Development, LLC with no cost to the Town of New Scotland;
NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved, that it is hereby determined by the Town Board as follows:
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, that the Town Board of the Town of New Scotland shall meet at
the Town Hall, 2029 New Scotland Road, Slingerlands, New York, on the 10th day of October, 2018, to
consider said petition and hear all persons interested in the subject thereof, and further
IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED, that a public hearing be held at the New Scotland
Town Hall on October 10, 2018, at 6:45 PM to consider said proposal and to hear all persons interested in
the subject concerning the same, and it is further resolved that the Town Clerk is hereby authorized and
directed to publish a notice of said hearing in the official town newspaper and to post a copy of the same
on the sign board (and website) of the Town in the time and manner required by law.
The foregoing resolution, offered by Supervisor LaGrange and seconded by Councilperson
Hennessy, was duly put to a roll call vote as follows:
Councilperson Snyder asked if the estimate we have reflects the cost if the system is not as it was
originally designed? Mr. Slingerland said that the estimate that’s part of the map, plan, and report is the
estimate as planned which is a shared submain and then laterals coming off of it to individual houses.
The difference is that instead of having one shared main off Mason, in that everybody’s house being
serviced from that submain off of Mason, we would run individual lines from the homes and tap into the
extension on Mason. Councilperson Snyder asked if the cost reflects the change the Town is asking for?
Supervisor LaGrange said no. Attorney Naughton said the answer is they don’t know yet. It might be
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more or it might be less. He thinks they are guessing that it’s more. If they do that, we would just ask for
an amended petition. He thinks that in terms of process if they file an amended petition with any new
numbers on the construction costs that would be fine. Councilperson Snyder said that we wouldn’t have
to have another public hearing, and Attorney Naughton agreed.
Councilperson Greenberg said that he’s fine scheduling the public hearing; he just wants to be clear but
he’s hearing two different things. If we were to grant the extension, this has already been through
planning and it’s been approved with the shared main, there would be no recourse for the Town once we
agree to extend the sewer district to stop the shared sewer. Engineer Secor said that the Planning Board
has approved this subject to their getting the district extension which the Town Board has to do. The
Town Board is recognizing that the layout that’s here does not meet the Town law. It’s laterals, not
municipal sewer main extensions so he has to come back in with a map that meets the Town law prior to
the hearing. Councilperson Greenberg replied that he thought what Engineer Secor was saying earlier is
that the sewer extension has nothing to do with what they end up doing on the property, and he thought
Attorney Naughton agreed with Mr. Secor on that. Attorney Naughton said that he thinks they are
related; however, the boundaries of the district are being extended and that’s the main thing and that will
not change. Councilperson Greenberg said that to him that’s one thing but it’s not the main thing. There
is another aspect to it and he just wanted to be clear with Mr. Slingerland so he doesn’t come in and feel
that he’s been blindsided. The way it is now, we can approve the extension. Mr. Slingerland said that he
understood. Councilperson Greenberg said that just so that’s clear he is happy to schedule the public
hearing.
Councilperson Hennessy said that as far as the whole financial thing on the $12,000, he just wanted to be
clear. He doesn’t want it to affect anything. It has been an issue that we had and we don’t want to lose
sight of it. He knows that it’s a building permit issue. You can’t get your building permit without it but
don’t lose sight of it. We’ve had this issue come up with us before.
Supervisor LaGrange paused for a moment because Councilperson Leinung had to leave. Supervisor
LaGrange congratulated the Leinung family on the birth of Jackson Leinung.
Supervisor LaGrange
Member Hennessy
Member Greenberg
Member Snyder
Member Leinung

Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye
Aye

Councilperson Leinung left at 8:10 PM.
Mr. Slingerland had a couple of questions. If you don’t feel like the hookup fees in the petition should be
part of the developer’s agreement, the revised number is nowhere close to that number. Mr. Slingerland
just wanted to make sure that they will give us what we’re expecting. Attorney Naughton said that we
understand now that if you include the cost of the hookup fees that’s really just a piece of it and can be
pulled out. Mr. Slingerland said okay so what about 22 Toby and 21 Toby. Attorney Naughton asked
what’s the answer on the $12,000 fee on that? He sent Mr. Slingerland an email from Jim Potter. He
thinks the preliminary answer, as he understood it, was that those existing homes, because they are pre2003 Certificate of Occupancy homes, would not be subject to it according to the Town of Bethlehem;
however, someone pointed out that his email was not completely clear even though he wanted him to say
that because that was the sewer district at the time. He wants to ask him again if we extend the sewer
district and there are homes within it that are pre-2003 COs, do you still agree that they are exempt from
the $12,000 fee? He has not gone back to round that out because the ambiguity of it was just pointed out
to him. He wanted a very clear answer, and he told him that it was a preliminary answer. He thinks that
the intent was that old homes should be exempt from it, and he’s hoping that we will get that same
answer. The reason we are asking the Town of Bethlehem is that they are the ones imposing the fee, and
the TONS will be on the hook to Bethlehem under our agreement if we don’t collect the fee. We don’t
want to have any kind of misunderstanding on that. So, he can’t give a final answer on that.
Mr. Slingerland asked yes or no to hook in fees as part of any revised petition that we have to submit.
Attorney Naughton said that they don’t need it in the revised petition. Mr. Slingerland then asked for a
good submission date for any revisions. Councilperson Hennessy said that he might want to ask the
engineers since they have to review it. Engineer Secor said the review will take an hour. Councilperson
Hennessy said that it’s got to be at least a week. Engineer Secor said that the revised paperwork should
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be on file with the Town Clerk by the time the advertisement goes in the paper. Attorney Naughton
added about 10 days from now. If they need a little room, we will figure that out when our submission
has to be in for the paper.
13. Engineering:
 Discussion/Action re: Kensington Woods existing well decommissioning
Supervisor LaGrange said that he sent the Board a note on this. In the development agreement for
Masullo Brothers for the Kensington Woods project, they are supposed to decommission any wells other
than the operating one for the Kensington Woods Water District that are up by the tower. Supervisor
LaGrange, Mr. LaChappelle, and Kevin Phelan along with Stantec met, and it was decided that they
should go ahead and decommission these wells. Councilperson Hennessy brought this up a couple of
months ago and asked if there was any possibility we could make use of any of them. The majority of
them are test wells that were drilled in the process of determining the capacity for the Kensington Wood
main wells, and then there were a couple of used wells that in a sense could be used but they are past the
age of reusing them now. They are also in a flood plain so either way we’d have to redrill there and that
wouldn’t be the opportune place to redrill. It would be best to drill again up near the tower for any extra
water. Engineer Secor said drilling more holes in the same aquifer doesn’t really gain you any more
water. Supervisor LaGrange said that that’s where we stand. He says that we should move ahead to
allow Masullo to decommission those wells that Stantec and Kevin Phelan have identified. Attorney
Naughton asked if they are in a letter from Stantec. Supervisor LaGrange said that they are in a letter and
they are mapped out. There are 13-17 of these here and there. Attorney Naughton asked if we would
send that letter on to Kensington, and Supervisor LaGrange agreed.
Resolution 2018-176
Supervisor LaGrange offered the following and moved its adoption:
Resolved, that the Town Board of the Town of New Scotland does hereby allow Masullo to
decommission the wells that Stantec and Kevin Phelan have identified and mapped out.
Councilperson Greenberg seconded the motion. All present and voting, the motion carried (4 Ayes).
Supervisor LaGrange asked Mr. Secor to have Mr. Frueh fashion that with the map and get it to Mr.
Masullo.
Discussion/Action re: WM. J Keller & Sons final payment request for Feura Bush Water Main
Replacement Project
Supervisor LaGrange said that the final payment of $13,027.10 was held up. The reason was not on
our end. We were very satisfied. They did a tremendous job. The County has to give its okay, and
they had a couple of questions that were satisfied. They have since said that they are fine with the
whole project.


Resolution 2018-177
Supervisor LaGrange offered the following and moved its adoption:
Resolved, that the Town Board of the Town of New Scotland does hereby approve payment
application #2 for the Feura Bush Water District Unionville-Feura Bush Road Water Main
Replacement to Wm. J. Keller & Sons in the requested amount of $13,027.10
Councilperson Snyder seconded the motion.
Councilperson Greenberg asked Mr. Secor if Stantec was on board with this. Mr. Secor said they
were.
All present and voting, the motion carried (5 Ayes)
14. Highway/Parks:
 2018 Highway and Parks inventory
Highway Superintendent Guyer gave the Town Board his yearly Highway and Parks inventory. We
started this process a while back so the Board has a better understanding of where things are along with
the conditions. Highway Superintendent Guyer said that this is part of Highway Law, but we just added
to it the parks inventory as well. On this list are vehicles and grinders. Things that are a few hundred
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dollars or have a life expectancy of more than a year or so. We don’t put things like shovels, hammers,
wrenches, etc.; bigger items go on here. Highway Superintendent Guyer said that we are gaining new
equipment every year but we still run older equipment. The mechanic and I go through the list. It
usually changes a bit year to year. There were no major changes on it.
Councilperson Hennessy asked if we’re down to four plow trucks or is it five? Highway Superintendent
Guyer said that we have six and six main plow routes. Highway Superintendent Guyer said the vehicle
numbers we use are #6, #11, #4, #2, #3, and #5. We will be discussing truck #4, a 2006 International,
when we start our budget workshops next month. The mileage must be wrong on this. Highway
Superintendent Guyer said that he will double check that.
Supervisor LaGrange said that when you decommission them in a sense from a plow route what happens?
Highway Superintendent Guyer said that they turn into what we call ditching trucks. We dig stone out of
them. Number nine is the oldest one. It’s a 1995 and it’s still a ditching truck that we use daily. We use
it to haul asphalt as well. All of the snow gear has been removed from it. They’ve just all rotted beyond
repair.
 Items to be declared surplus- 2008 Chevy pick-up; 10 ton hydraulic floor jack
Highway Superintendent Guyer referred to truck #13 on this list. It’s a pickup truck, and we replaced it
this year. This is the truck that Mr. VanPraag drives daily. Mr. VanPraag and Mr. Klink share it
throughout the winter. The new truck is on the road as of this afternoon. We received it a few weeks
ago. It went to Ziebart for undercoating and it went to Wells Communication today to have the radio
installed. So, this truck will be coming off the road. I would like that truck to be declared surplus. The
truck will be kept by the TONS, but it won’t be kept by the Highway Department. It’s either going to go
to DPW or it will go to the Parks Department. He, Supervisor LaGrange, and Mr. LaChappelle will sit
down and see what we want to do. It needs a little tinkering. It’s still a truck we drive every day.
Supervisor LaGrange said that we had two trucks that we replaced. Highway Superintendent Guyer said
that the other one is still a highway truck. We added a pickup truck for transportation.
Anyway, this truck is going to be kept by the Town but not the Highway Department. Either way, it
needs to be declared surplus for his inventory. It will be sold in some fashion to a different department.
Supervisor LaGrange noted that it has a plow too. Highway Superintendent Guyer said that it’s the truck
we talked to Mr. LaChappelle about so Mr. Green could plow possibly. If they are not interested in it,
then he is going to slide it down for Mr. Engl to use for flowers and stuff around the buildings. The van
he used to drive was really Mr. LaChappelle’s and now Mr. Green has taken it back so we’re short a
vehicle.
Supervisor LaGrange asked about the 10-ton floor jack. Highway Superintendent Guyer said that Mr.
Klink bought a new one to replace it. This one leaks and it needs to be rebuilt. It would run $800-$900
to rebuild it and it’s an old jack. We were just going to throw it on the auction site online and see if
someone will take it with the condition “as is” as opposed to scraping it at the Transfer Station. It hasn’t
worked for two years now.
Supervisor LaGrange said that he was just looking at the 2009 Chevy truck in fair condition on the Parks
page. Is that the one that Mr. Duncan uses? Highway Superintendent Guyer said that that’s Mr.
Duncan’s everyday truck. He doesn’t recall any provision in the budget for any upgrade there. Highway
Superintendent Guyer said there isn’t this year but we will. Supervisor LaGrange said that the condition
of fair just jumped out at him. Highway Superintendent Guyer said that it’s getting to the fair stage like
anything that we use daily. Being there is only one person in the truck it lasts a little longer compared to
13 people using it. The Northeast catches up with them.
Edith Abrams said that as the town expands with all the development going on does that mean that the
Highway Department needs an increasing number of vehicles and manpower? Do the taxes these houses
bring into the town cover those expenses?
Supervisor LaGrange said that he couldn’t say. It certainly doesn’t cover buying these vehicles outright.
Mrs. Abrams said that these expensive houses should cover the cost of the services in town. Supervisor
LaGrange said that he doesn’t think any of these Board members ever said that, but having said that we
are looking at opportunities to purchase a smaller truck. We are exploring something in between a
pickup and a big plow truck to do all of those side roads and cul-de-sacs and things like that. Looking
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ahead we are trying to plan for those things.
Councilperson Greenberg said that he brought up about a year ago as Kensington Woods was coming on
to keep track of it. He doesn’t think that’s been done from what I’m aware of but the issue has been
discussed.
Mrs. Abrams said that she thought it was a good idea.
Highway Superintendent Guyer asked what would be on the spreadsheet. Councilperson Greenberg said
that it came up when we were discussing Kensington last year, and some of the paving was going to be
done. He brought it up in the same fashion that it’s being brought up again. He’d like to be able to look
back and definitively say we gained or we lost. Mrs. Abrams said that we should at least know.
Supervisor LaGrange said that it’s hard to do. Councilperson Greenberg said that it’s not always clear
cut. Supervisor LaGrange said that it’s hard to do that at this point with Kensington because we have 18
houses. Mrs. Abrams said that they can anticipate. Supervisor LaGrange said that he didn’t know. He
doesn’t know what they are selling for off the top of his head. Councilperson Hennessy said that he
thinks, depending on the size of the development, there are economic development numbers in some of
the applications. Sometimes it’s an Environmental Impact Statement and they have certain dollar
amounts in it. Kensington numbers are probably old because it was done many years ago, but some of
those have anticipated numbers. It’s possible that it’s there but it might just be Kensington that has them.
Mrs. Abrams said that as we need to buy more equipment and hire more people, the entire town’s taxes
are going to be raised and we don’t know whether or not these new development are going to make up
the difference. She doesn’t know how you can control that. Councilperson Snyder said that that’s a fair
point and we’ve talked about that many times. We talked about it a year ago and we thought that that
would be a good starting point because some of those houses were just starting to come online. It would
be a good point to start tallying when we need to add new equipment. The tricky part is that some of the
equipment is going to be for homes that already exist here. Another reason for it is it’s additive to cover
the new added routes for plowing. Mrs. Abrams said that she wonders how other towns do it? We
should ask them. Councilperson Greenberg said that Councilperson Leinung had an old professor, and he
brought something up in the spring about his class doing a research project like this. We could probably
develop that for next year if they wanted to try and figure out if there is a cost benefit or not. We should
look into that. Supervisor LaGrange added that the build-out would be further along too and a little bit
more representative.
Mrs. Abrams added that now we also have to do the Rail Trail. Highway Superintendent Guyer said that
we don’t do anything with the Rail Trail. We mowed when it was first opened up for just walking. We
had an agreement with the County to mow our section, but the County has since taken the whole trail
over. We don’t do anything on the trail. Mrs. Abrams asked about plowing the snow. Highway
Superintendent Guyer said that he thinks they leave it there for the snowshoes and skiers. Attorney
Naughton added that the County Executive said that they weren’t going to plow it when he was here last
time.
Resolution 2018-178
Supervisor LaGrange offered the following and moved its adoption:
Resolved, that the items outlined by Highway Superintendent Guyer be declared surplus (2008 Chevy
Pickup and the 10-Ton Hydraulic Floor Jack).
Councilperson Snyder seconded the motion. All present and voting, the motion carried (4 Ayes).
 Discussion/Action re: purchase of 7-ton equipment trailer
Highway Superintendent Guyer said that we briefly discussed the need we have for a 7-ton equipment
trailer. Our skid steer will go on it with all of the attachments. We move it in the winter whenever it
snows for sidewalks or anytime we do paving. We also borrow the Village roller to use at intersections,
although someday we’d like to purchase our own; it will move that. The trailer we use now belongs to
the Village. Anyway we have a need for one of these trailers. He’d like to purchase one. He has it in the
2019 budget currently. Last month we had additional revenue that came in through the State for paving
that we weren’t expecting. It came through as a PAVENY program. There is an additional $30,000-plus
that will go in there. His question to the Board is: Would you like him to leave this in the budget and we
can discuss it next month or can he utilize about $6,500 of this additional revenue to purchase the trailer
and then he would remove it from the 2019 budget? Supervisor LaGrange asked if the money could be
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used to purchase equipment. Highway Superintendent Guyer said that it’s not like CHIPS money that
can’t directly be used for it. He discussed this with Mrs. Boehlke who said it’s additional revenue
coming into that budget line, so she said that if the Board allows we will just pull $6,500 to purchase the
trailer because we have $30,000 or so to put back in there. It’s the exact same expenditure because it’s
the same budget. Supervisor LaGrange said that he would be inclined to go this route primarily because
any dollar value we put towards it is more that we have to deal with in the tax cap. That’s hard enough to
do with all of the unfunded mandates. Highway Superintendent Guyer said that if the Board approves
this he would then construct an RFQ and follow the procurement policy. This will have to go out to three
vendors and then we would purchase off that. Supervisor LaGrange asked if there is a state contract.
Highway Superintendent Guyer said that was not one that he knows of. Councilperson Greenberg said
that we discussed it last month, but again can we use this in our Shared Services Agreement? Highway
Superintendent Guyer said that according to the County they want anything and everything.
Councilperson Greenberg asked if Voorheesville would use this for something potentially or Bethlehem.
Highway Superintendent Guyer said that they could but Bethlehem has a fleet of them and Voorheesville
has one. They could utilize it. Councilperson Greenberg said that we got a letter last month. Maybe we
can get a letter this month just to keep track of these things. Highway Superintendent Guyer said that if
we’re looking for a letter from Mr. Hotaling or the Mayor, he will get a hold of the box trailer letter and
mimic that. Councilperson Hennessy said that he didn’t want to be the devil’s advocate, but this has
come up before and we may need to consider budgetary-wise that extra money because the Town does
contribute roughly $175,000-$200,000 a year towards the paving program. The CHIPS money comes
into that. The extra money could be used to offset that so that the Town doesn’t have to contribute that
much money to it. The paving program is roughly $400,000. Highway Superintendent Guyer said that
we still have to contribute. There is no way around it especially with things like Kensington Woods and
Levies. No one is milling dirt roads. Councilperson Hennessy said that he’s just saying we’ve talked
about it. The budget is $400,000 of which $200,000 is from the Town and $200,000 is CHIPS. If all of
a sudden we get an extra $30,000 from CHIPS instead of $200,000 now we have $230,000. Do we raise
the $400,000 to $430,000 for paving or do we keep it at $400,000 and take $30,000 off of the
contribution the Town makes? Highway Superintendent Guyer said that you don’t know you’re getting
that. We won’t know until next spring. Councilperson Hennessy said that he understands and we can
deal with it in between budgets. Supervisor LaGrange asked about the CHIPS money. Highway
Superintendent Guyer said CHIPS money is through the State. Supervisor LaGrange asked if it is for per
mile paved. How do they come up with the amount? Highway Superintendent Guyer said that it’s your
lane miles, it’s the width asphalt, and are there wing gutters they take off the dirt road. He’s not saying
to take it away from paving. He’s just saying that if the total value was X, it doesn’t need to be X plus
$30,000. It can still be X, and the $30,000 can be used by the Town. It’s just that there is an A fund, a B
fund, and a DB fund. We have to see what the revenue is allowable for. It will help us not have to raise
taxes possibly. Supervisor LaGrange asked how much $6,500 can pave to put it in perspective?
Councilperson Hennessy said that it’s not $6,500, it’s $30,000. Highway Superintendent Guyer added
that if he was looking for a $30,000 piece of equipment he wouldn’t use this; he would stick to his
budget. Any penny you can get for paving is needed. We are over 80 center-lane miles of road and just
shy of 9 of that is dirt. We have over 70 center miles so that’s 140 mile lanes of that asphalt. Asphalt is
creeping back up and we certainly stretch our dollars doing our own stuff in house. We dealt with
Bethlehem for years. We’ve purchased our own paver and this is our third summer now. The guys are
doing fantastic even though we are still learning. We’re having fun doing it. We’re able to do it in our
own timeframe. It’s working great. Supervisor LaGrange said that he agreed with Councilperson
Hennessy in a sense that we could better maybe manage it if we do have a relatively consistent payment
from the CHIPS money. Highway Superintendent Guyer said that with CHIPS we do, but then there are
these other programs that they throw in that you can’t count on. Supervisor LaGrange added that we
don’t know until mid-year. Highway Superintendent Guyer replied April that it was April or so.
Supervisor LaGrange said that either way his point is that we are talking about $6,500 that we don’t have
to put in the budget. Highway Superintendent Guyer said that he didn’t think Councilperson Hennessy
was trying to shut this $6,500 trailer down; he just thinks he’s making a side note. Supervisor LaGrange
said okay, good point.
Resolution 2018-179
Supervisor LaGrange offered the following and moved its adoption:
Resolved, that the Town Board of the Town of New Scotland purchase this 7-ton equipment trailer
for a maximum of $7,000 and use it out of fund balance.
Councilperson Hennessy seconded the motion.
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Stephen Boyce asked what we are currently using to transport the equipment. Highway
Superintendent Guyer said that we have a 20-ton trailer which we move our paver and roller with.
Anything small like our skid steer we go to the Village of Voorheesville and borrow a trailer or the
Town of Bethlehem. Mr. Boyce then said if we are going to buy a trailer is this big enough?
Highway Superintendent Guyer said that this is a 14,000-pound trailer, and it will move anything
small and it still allows us to pull it with a pickup truck. Out of our 14 CDL holders there are only
four who have Class A licenses. If we stay below the 14,000 pounds, any of us can tow it. If it gets
too high you need a Class A operator. This is certainly big enough for our needs.
Cynthia Elliot said that having it on site saves time and manpower. Will it be up at the garage?
Highway Superintendent Guyer said that it would.
Highway Superintendent Guyer said he would check with the Mayor about getting a letter.
Supervisor LaGrange said to stop in tomorrow and he would give him a copy of the other letter.
All present and voting, the motion carried (4 Ayes).
 Discussion re: memorial tree to be planted at Feura Bush Park
Highway Superintendent Guyer said there is a gentleman who contacted him a few weeks ago. His son
passed away this summer. He lived in Feura Bush. He would like to plant a tree in the park. He wanted
to do something. As his boy was growing up they spent time in the park. They have lived on New
Scotland Ave. in a brick home since it was built. He wanted to do something so he asked about doing a
memorial because his son loved the park. Superintendent Guyer and Mr. Duncan met with him at
Houghtaling Park. Mr. Duncan looked for a location where a tree could grow out of the way that we
wouldn’t need to remove someday. Mr. Duncan picked out a spot and we met with the gentleman. He is
looking to plant a tree. He will purchase the tree. We put him in contact with a wholesaler, Northern
Nurseries, that we deal with. I spoke with Northern Nurseries and we talked him into what they
suggested which would be a northern red oak. It has a life span of 100-400 years. It grows 65-70 feet
tall with brilliant colors in the fall. The guy loved the idea. What he is looking to do is bury his son’s
ashes with the tree. There is some sort of biodegradable ring that would be wrapped around the tree and
buried. Superintendent Guyer spoke with the Supervisor’s office and Mrs. Kavanaugh looked into it for
him. She gave him the state law, and this is legal. You may bury on private property with the consent of
the landowner which would be the Town Board. So, he is asking if this gentleman can put a tree up that
he purchases. Mr. Duncan and Superintendent Guyer would do the digging, but the gentleman asked to
be involved. He will put his son’s remains buried with the roots of the tree. He would like to set a stone
with his son’s name on it similar to the one we have on the front lawn of Town Hall. The stone would
lay flat and have mulch around it so that the mower wouldn’t have to go up to it. When the stone comes
in, he would like to have a pastor and his family come for a little ceremony. The tree would be 10-12 feet
tall when he buys it, and it comes with a good-sized root ball. Supervisor LaGrange asked if it would be
delivered onsite and then be put in a previously dug hole? Highway Superintendent Guyer said that we
would pick it up. The gentleman can purchase it over the phone. We would pick it up and put it in the
hole that we dig. Our involvement would be going to Northern Nurseries and digging this hole.
Supervisor LaGrange said that he thinks its fine. Councilperson Hennessy said that he’s like to
contribute to it but he guesses the Town is contributing the land so there is a nice share in there. He
thinks it’s a great idea. Councilperson Snyder said that she is predisposed to the idea. It’s very
sentimental. He has a lot of fond memories of his son there. She thinks it sounds very nice. She thinks
we probably could see our way to doing it; she just doesn’t know legally where it stands. Does that mean
we have a cemetery? It’s an odd question to ask but she doesn’t really know. Attorney Naughton said
that he does know that it becomes an issue with even spreading ashes, so he doesn’t know the answer to
that. Everything he’s hearing is fine as far as what he’s heard so far. We will have to look into whether
he can put the ashes in there. Highway Superintendent Guyer said that he has the law. Attorney
Naughton said that we would take a look at it. He may want to do everything else if we find any issue.
He heard private property and this is public property. We would need to look at that. If we find you can
have the ashes in there, he might want to do everything else. Councilperson Hennessy said it’s a
relatively official procedure. He’s heard that this type of thing is getting more popular every day in
people’s efforts to minimize the use of cemeteries and the need for land for cemeteries. Planting a tree is
becoming more and more popular. Councilperson Greenberg said that he agrees with what Councilperson
Snyder is saying but he’d also have some concern about the stone. How large is it? We don’t want parks
dotted with stones or public spaces dotted with stones in the future if we are setting some kind of
precedent. Highway Superintendent Guyer said that we’re talking about a flat stone to lie on the ground.
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Attorney Naughton said that golf courses have them. Councilperson Greenberg said that as long as it is
not something a kid would trip over. He doesn’t think it should have the feel of a cemetery. Supervisor
LaGrange said that it would probably just say that the tree is planted in memory of someone. We can
make sure that’s okay. Supervisor LaGrange thought it could be approved pending Attorney Naughton’s
review.
Resolution 2018-180
Supervisor LaGrange offered the following and moved its adoption:
Resolved, that the Town Board of the Town of New Scotland allow this memorial tree to be planted
in Feura Bush as described by Highway Superintendent Guyer with the stipulation that Attorney
Naughton check the law regarding ashes.
Councilperson Snyder seconded the motion.
Stephen Boyce said that he thinks we should stay away from doing a public cemetery. It’s opening a
can of worms. Everyone is going to want to do this. It’s a cute idea, but we have cemeteries already
for this. People are going to go and put flowers there and then someone has to clean that up.
All present and voting, the motion carried (4 Ayes)
 Unleashed dogs at Swift Road Park
Highway Superintendent Guyer wanted to discuss dogs in the park. He’s not looking to get rid of
dogs in the park, but he is looking for dogs on leashes. We’ve been through this over and over again
with the addition of the very popular Albany County Rail Trail which he believes this would cover.
He believes this would be a town-wide thing, a leash law, which the Village of Voorheesville has.
We do not. We do but it doesn’t say your dog has to be on a leash; it’s under your control. Anyway
it’s the same old thing.
Philip Bohen who lives at 8 Mountainview Street in Voorheesville addressed the Board. He and his
wife got a dog in April 2018, and they found an entrance through the woods off Severson Hill Road
to the park. He walks there usually five days a week with his dog. Lovely trail and lovely park. As
the weather started getting nice he ran into some people who don’t really care to leash their dog. It’s
not a huge deal if they are very small dogs, but it’s been a problem in the past few weeks with a larger
pitbull mix or shepherd. Mr. Bolen had no problem with the dog itself. In one instance two weeks
ago he met this couple in the parking lot by the baseball diamond close to the entrance to the park.
Their dog was running around. Mr. Bolen didn’t think too much about it because they were just
getting out of the car. Mr. Bolen looped around and went to the other part of the woods. He was
walking and saw three people coming toward him without the dog. He was thinking it didn’t seem
right. His dog, a medium-size border collie, froze. The pitbull leaped out of the woods behind them
and just started racing toward them. He was yelling at the people to come get their dog while trying
to pull his around. They kind of looked down like they had been chastised. Just early this week a
guy had a very tenuous grab on his German shepherd. He got out. It ran over and it came after his
dog. He was trying to grab it. It’s becoming a problem. It’s a park they like to go to. He runs into
people with very small dogs on leashes and he’s had to warn other people, they will share horror
stories with him. He knows everyone loves that park. It’s a public safety concern.
Supervisor LaGrange said that we hear this over and over. He’s sure it’s happening more than we
hear about it too. His inclination is to go back and revisit the leash law as it stands now and consider
dropping “or under your control.” Even with a leash some people can’t handle their dog but at least
this would give them a little more control. We all think our dogs are going to behave and do what
they are supposed to do but it doesn’t always happen that way.
Councilperson Snyder asked Attorney Naughton if he could resurrect the leash law. Attorney
Naughton said yes, and he’s circulated it. Just check your Outlook for the dog law. Supervisor
LaGrange said that he thinks we have to really look back at it again. There are just too many issues.
He appreciates the people who can handle their dog even if they’re on a leash but there are that many
more that can’t. Councilperson Greenberg said that it came up a couple of months ago. He thinks we
are at the point where we have to direct Attorney Naughton to write us the law or not. Attorney
Naughton said that the law is written. We have the draft law. Someone will have to introduce it and
set it up for a hearing. Supervisor LaGrange asked how the draft law differs from the existing law in
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the sense that the existing law says they have to be leashed or under your control. Attorney Naughton
said that he would send it around again so everyone can take a look at it.
Councilperson Greenberg said that if we do introduce it, Mr. Bolen will have to come to the public
hearing. A lot of people will be here telling us we shouldn’t control their dog.
Cynthia Elliott said that she didn’t know what the leash law says. Does it state that it has to be on a
leash when it’s on its own property? Attorney Naughton replied, no. Mrs. Elliott added that she has
60 acres and she walks her dog on a leash because there are coyotes.
Supervisor LaGrange said that we will look back at that and consider the process again.
15. Discussion/Action re: appointment of Zoning Board of Appeals member
Councilperson Greenberg said that they interviewed two candidates. Both were excellent candidates.
Gerald Engstrom has a strong background in planning. Councilperson Snyder and Councilperson
Greenberg had recently interviewed him for the last Planning Board opening. Bridget Burke was the
other candidate. She has a law background. She was a law professor at Albany Law for many years.
She has a strong law background and she had applied previously for the Justice seat when Judge
Adkins resigned. We had good interviews with both of them. They are both qualified. He and
Councilperson Hennessy both felt that, for this particular seat on the Zoning Board now, Bridget
Burke might have the background we are looking for. It’s a semi-judicial position. She has
familiarity with dealing with these laws and would be a great candidate. Mr. Engstrom was still
waiting. He works for the State and there were some issues there that have not been ironed out yet in
terms of the Ethics Law. We are waiting to hear back. He isn’t saying that he won’t pass that but he
hasn’t yet, and we’d like to get this position filled before the September meeting of the Zoning Board.
Councilperson Hennessy thought both candidates were fine. Mrs. Burke stood out a little bit from the
legal standpoint. He thinks she will be more appropriate because of her understanding and
perspective on it. He would recommend her also.
Resolution 2018-181
Councilperson Greenberg offered the following and moved its adoption:
Resolved, that the Town Board of the Town of New Scotland does hereby appoint Bridget Burke to
fill the vacant position on the Zoning Board of Appeals starting at their September meeting.
Councilperson Hennessy seconded the motion.
Councilperson Snyder said that she has met both of them in previous interviews and she concurs with
their recommendations. Supervisor LaGrange said that for this particular position on the ZBA he
thinks it’s the right angle to take.
All present and voting, the motion carried (4 Ayes)
Supervisor LaGrange said that his office would notify both candidates.
16. Update re: Hilton Barn
Councilperson Hennessy said that what we are talking about this month is that the Town has gone out to
bid for roof repairs. What that would have entailed was replacement of the roof. We had options in the
proposal. The bids were legally advertised and we received three proposals. Town Law requires public
bidding for a cost of this level. There were some inconsistencies in the bids. Our architect on the project
is Stephen Reilly from Lacey, Thayer, Reilly in Albany. He is still in the process of ironing out the
details on these inconsistencies in the bids. We need to compare the bids and the numbers with our
budgets on it because of the grant funding we are seeking. We need to iron out some of the details on the
grants before we go ahead and recommend any of the bidders. We may have to consider even rebidding
it and seeking better pricing in the spring. The pricing really didn’t meet what we were anticipating for
the grant that we are getting. We don’t have a recommendation at this time to go forward. Supervisor
LaGrange said that there might be something on October 3 that we want to do, but we’ll see how it goes.
We might have to explore other roof options. This was primarily slate. Councilperson Hennessy said
that we did have slate and there was a proposal for standing seams. In the bids was an alternate for
synthetic slate, but that did not come in as low as we had hoped. We have to look at those options.
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17. Discussion re: Albany County Shared Services Property Tax Savings Plan
Supervisor LaGrange said that he mentioned this in an email to the Board. He received an email from the
County. This whole shared services property tax savings plan has been kind of fluid as far as what the
State tells us. The County wants to have a meeting for those of us who represent each municipality on
Friday and vote as to whether we want to go with implementation of the plan from 2018 or go with plans
developed in 2019. The issue is this: Say we purchase a garbage truck with the Village for $140,000 and
split it between us and share services with it. We could realize half of the price returned to us from the
State which has a fund of $250,000,000 to do this across the state. There was a gigantic push to extend it.
He personally talked to a couple of other people who never heard that there was an option for 2019. He
was always under the impression or told that this had to be completed in 2018. We worked hard as a
group and here on a local level trying to figure out ways that we could do things to take advantage of this
and the opportunity to hopefully be reimbursed at 50% of the savings we might realize. Having said that,
apparently there was an option to go to 2019, and he’s guessing that we were trying to get it done quicker
in 2018. He’s speculating here because we thought the funds would be attached rather rapidly from
across the state and every $250,000,000 goes fast. From what he understands, we will vote Friday to
decide whether we will stick with the 2018 plans or go with 2019 and develop new plans. His personal
opinion is that he’s disappointed because we put so much effort in, but having said that he doesn’t know
that we would realize any more than the packer truck savings and possibly half of the trailer we
purchased for DPW. The packer truck we haven’t committed to buying. The Village has agreed to wait
on it until after Friday to decide whether we will purchase it this fall or next spring. My question to the
Board is: Would you prefer to hold them to 2018 for his one vote or go to 2019? Again, his emotional
response in a sense is that we should have just stuck with 2018. His more logical thinking is that we have
better opportunities to add more in 2019. One of the big portions of this that he thinks we were lacking
for 2018 is that we can put things in the budget that we might be able to share and have it a little more
officially done. We didn’t do that last fall. So we had to basically say we were going to this or because
we were presented with this opportunity we want to do it now. He thinks we would have more options
and a little more time to think about it if we go to 2019. He would probably lean at this point to vote for
2019 but he certainly wants to hear what the Board has to say about it.
Highway Superintendent Guyer said that when the Board allows him to buy a new plow truck we budget
for it. The budget gets adopted in November. At that point it’s a 2019 budget. Once the Board says yes,
the budget is adopted and he has permission, he signs a commitment letter, and then the trucks are
ordered in December. They take six months to build. Your packer truck is the exact same way. You just
don’t buy one. If the Board said yes we want to do this and it’s in 2019, are we going to get refunded
when we sign the commitment letter to order or is it when we write the check? Supervisor LaGrange said
that he would ask that but he would assume that it’s upon delivery. Highway Superintendent Guyer said
that it would be 2019 anyway since it’s a six-month process to order a garbage truck.
Supervisor LaGrange added that, as he’s said 100 times here, we don’t get these parameters from the
State. Highway Superintendent Guyer said that it was very vague. Councilperson Greenberg said that
that’s another question; would we have better parameters in 2019? Supervisor LaGrange said that that’s
what he’s hoping but he’ll ask. Councilperson Greenberg said that in his mind it depends on those
answers so it’s hard for him to say how he would vote. It’s more like you have to be at that meeting.
Councilperson Snyder asked if we can be flexible to the purchase but would it have to be right now for
the 2018 budget? Supervisor LaGrange said that for the 2018 year to realize the refund if it qualified
we’d have to purchase it between now and the end of the year. Councilperson Snyder asked when we
would pay for it. Highway Superintendent Guyer said that on a normal truck we don’t pay for it until we
take delivery. Councilperson Snyder said that it sounds like you wouldn’t be able to take delivery until
2019 based on the calendar that you have. Highway Superintendent Guyer said that that’s correct but if it
had to be paid for I’m sure they would take our money early.
Councilperson Greenberg said that he’s hearing that this may not be actually 50%. It’s being sold as
50%. Has anyone heard these rumors as well? He’s heard more like 5% or 10%. Councilperson Snyder
said that that’s a significant difference and that would really impact our decision. Supervisor LaGrange
said that he hasn’t heard to that degree, but these are questions to be asked on Friday and maybe that’s a
reason to postpone it until 2019 so we don’t rush into something that we might not get the compensation
we’ve been promised. Councilperson Greenberg said that he thinks if it’s going to be delayed to 2019,
something like the packer truck, we’d have to push it off to 2019. Supervisor LaGrange said that the
Village is good with that. They can get another fall season out of it. He called them as soon as he got
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this notification. He talked to the Mayor who hadn’t even seen it yet along with Mr. Hotaling. He told
them that we have to wait and see what the September 14, 2018, meeting brings. They fully agreed
saying that they could get by if they had to for another few months. Councilperson Snyder said that they
wouldn’t have it anyway. Supervisor LaGrange said that the Village needs to buy a new packer truck or
a new used packer truck. Councilperson Snyder said that if they get a new one it doesn’t sound like they
would have it for the season. Highway Superintendent Guyer agreed. Councilperson Greenberg said that
he couldn’t help out that much until he hears the answers. We don’t have to vote on what you do.
Supervisor LaGrange said that he knew that, but he just wanted to get the Board’s thoughts. The things
that Councilperson Greenberg mentioned make me lean more towards 2019 so we don’t rush and maybe
get better answers. He thinks that’s why some of the municipalities went all out to figure out how they
could do things. Councilperson Greenberg asked if we are voting on this as a Town. Supervisor
LaGrange said yes. It involves Albany County period. Councilperson Greenberg said that Albany
County can delay until 2019 even though another NYS County won’t. Supervisor LaGrange said that
from what he understands so far that is correct. Councilperson Greenberg said that that might mean some
funds could get used up. Supervisor LaGrange said that it could, but from what we are hearing, and he’ll
find out for sure, there has hardly been anything put forth to take advantage of it at this point. Maybe
everyone has had concerns across the Board. It’s wonderful for the Governor to say we need people to
share services. First, that insinuates we’re not because Highway Superintendent Guyer has plainly said
we do. Highway Superintendent Guyer added that for the 20 years he’s been here we’ve been sharing.
Supervisor LaGrange added that there is an opportunity to expand those things and actually go into an
agreement with the packer truck with the Village, and we thought we could do it with the DPW trailer.
There are opportunities there.
Councilperson Greenberg said that what he was driving at is if there is $250,000,000 and we’re in 2018,
and other places wait until 2019 does it make us more likely to get money? Supervisor LaGrange said
that theoretically it does. Councilperson Greenberg said that we have a tough decision to make.
Supervisor LaGrange said that that’s why he is asking. It’s going to depend on what the answers are
when we get there. Really do we have a lot that we’ve done to prepare for this other than the $7,000
trailer which would amount to hopefully getting $3,500 back? Supervisor LaGrange added the packer
truck is the big one. He’s thinking that he’s going to have to see how it flows. The reason he asked is if
any of the Board had a major feeling that of wanting to do this in 2018? His feeling is that we might be
able to slide the packer truck in but at the same time can we look for more and have more time to put this
stuff together? Councilperson Greenberg asked how many more things we would have. He would say
that we are more likely to get that money in 2018 if we do it. The packer truck seems like a reason to go
to 2018. Supervisor LaGrange said that 2018 makes more sense, but he doesn’t know how many
communities we have in this. He thinks there are 19. We are one of 19 or so. Councilperson Snyder
asked if it’s a weighted vote. Supervisor LaGrange said that we are one vote if it’s close. He has a
feeling there are enough of these municipalities that haven’t done the work this year that might say they
have a little more time and vote for 2019. It might be a moot point. Highway Superintendent Guyer
asked if the County gets a bigger vote. Supervisor LaGrange said no, he doesn’t even know if they have
a vote, but each municipality does.
Councilperson Hennessy said that he actually lean toward 2018 just because others may not be prepared.
Supervisor LaGrange said that that’s a very good point. Councilperson Hennessy added that Albany
County got $200,000,000 for the resiliency program this week. We didn’t go after it because we didn’t
have time, but there was money to be had. That was the one Councilperson Leinung was pursuing but it
was kind of late in the game and we really didn’t have time to put something together. It was a new
program. If it’s still closer to the 50%, it’s worth going after. If it’s 5%, it’s not as desirable. We would
probably go for a used vehicle for $70,000 rather than a new one for $140,000. Councilperson Snyder
said that that’s not a compelling case to pull the trigger on anything too quickly at 5% or anything under
20%. Councilperson Hennessy said that he just doesn’t want to leave the Village out hanging to go buy
something themselves; he would rather share it. Supervisor LaGrange said that he would too. We’ve
already concluded in the previous discussion that we do have the funds to buy either a used one or a
brand new one. We do have those funds. It’s just a matter of deciding what we want to do. He’s always
said that he doesn’t have any idea because they don’t have any idea. We should plan on buying
something that we’re willing to buy and be really happy when we get the 50% back. We just don’t have
the guarantee and that’s the problem with the whole program. It’s nice to say there is $250,000,000 out
there and it’s nice to say you’re going to get 50%, but now we’re hearing rumors. Those things can be
confirmed on Friday. Councilperson Snyder said that we don’t even know how much of the
$250,000,000 is left. Maybe some of it has been allocated. Supervisor LaGrange said that that’s possible
too. That’s a question to ask. Councilperson Snyder said that someone should be prepared to respond to
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that. If there is only half left I would say go with 2018 and go for it now. We have a plan. Supervisor
LaGrange said that that’s why he wanted to talk it out with everyone. We’ve thought of some questions
and you’ve heard rumors. It’s more than he can take above and beyond what he would normally ask. If
he feels strong that 2018 is the way to go, he’ll vote for that.
18. Creekside Dedication of Water Line Infrastructure on Westover Rd. in the Heldervale Water
District:
 Stantec Engineering recommendation
 Resolution accepting dedication of infrastructure
Supervisor LaGrange said this is not ready yet.
19. Standard Work Day and Reporting Resolution Planning Board Member Daniel Leinung (for prior
position)
Supervisor LaGrange said that for some reason this didn’t get done. We were told by the Retirement
System that we could put it in now.
Resolution 2018-182
Supervisor LaGrange offered the following and moved its adoption:

Councilperson Greenberg seconded the motion. All present and voting, the motion carried (4 Ayes)
20. Standard Work Day and Reporting Resolution Town Board Member Daniel Leinung
Resolution 2018-183
Supervisor LaGrange offered the following and moved its adoption:

Councilperson Hennessy seconded the motion. All present and voting, the motion carried (4 Ayes)
21. Liaison Reports:
Open Space Education Open House
Councilperson Greenberg was invited to a meeting discussing an open space educational open house that
Bethlehem wants to put on. Mark King was there. It was organized by Bethlehem’s Open Space
Director, Karen Shaw. The County had a representative there. They want to find a space somewhere in
Bethlehem or New Scotland and invite the farm community (people with large tracts of land) who are
interested in preserving open space. They want to have an educational forum about the best ways to do
that and discuss the programs they have. They wondered if we would co-sponsor it with Mohawk
Hudson. They were not asking for us to help fund it. They were talking about February at this point. At
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the time they were talking about possibly hosting it up at Thacher Park or maybe Indian Ladder. It’s
really just in the planning stages, and it may get pushed back to the summer if they decide they want an
outdoor space. Really they were mostly interested in if we would be interested in co-sponsoring it. We
don’t have to give them an answer right away. He thought it was a great idea. He doesn’t see any reason
not to do it. Supervisor LaGrange said that he thinks it would be great. Farmers may be busier in the
summer so it would be great to have it in February. Councilperson Greenberg added that it would be nice
to have it outdoors too. Supervisor LaGrange said that he assumed agencies like the Cooperative
Extension another place would maybe be solicited too. Councilperson Greenberg said that they talked
about possibly having it at the Cooperative Extension. He can update you more on ideas as they come in.
We were trying to get anyone who grows local food or uses local food at restaurants to maybe either
donate or have them help cater. Places like Indian Ladder. You could maybe buy locally made craft beer
or ciders. They are moving in that direction. Again, it’s not a financial commitment. It’s just a
commitment to put our name on the invitations. We may have to do a little bit of work to try and get
some New Scotlanders out there. Supervisor LaGrange said that he thinks it’s a great idea.
Councilperson Snyder said that she thinks we should be able to promote that. She would think we would
want to promote it.
19 Game Farm Rd
Councilperson Snyder said that she brought something to the Board’s attention 6-8 weeks ago or longer.
We had a resident come here and he voiced his concerns about some property next door to him and what
was being done in terms of maintaining the property, if animals were on the property, etc., etc. She
thinks we are all familiar with it. This happened in the June timeframe. There had been some emails
exchanged that the resident had prompted. She’s bringing it to the Board’s attention because back at the
end of August she sent another follow-up email to the Planning and Zoning Code Enforcement area and
asked them if they had responded to the last email she saw from the resident on August 8 where he posed
a number of questions to him. She has not received any response from that department, and she’s
disappointed. She doesn’t know if nothing has been done or if some things have been done and they just
haven’t communicated to her. She asked them if the Town has communicated any to the residents. She
gets nothing. So, she’s very disappointed in that approach but she’s waiting and holding her
disappointment in abeyance, if you will. Maybe there is something that’s happened that she’s just not
aware of, although she has asked. Supervisor LaGrange said that he saw the email, and at the time he
knew Building Inspector Cramer was away but Mr. Pine was here. He believes he said something to him
that afternoon. If he hasn’t answered, he will check on that tomorrow and have a discussion with him
and Building Inspector Cramer. Councilperson Greenberg asked that they respond to everyone.
Supervisor LaGrange will ask them to. Attorney Naughton said that there was an email report from Mr.
Pine about what he had done. Councilperson Snyder said that she thinks there was even some dispute as
to the timeline as stated in the email. That’s a discussion for another day. She thinks we owe our
residents and the Town Board members a response.
22. Departmental Monthly Reports:
 Town Clerk, Aug 2018
 Registrar, Aug 2018
 Justice Johnson, Aug 2018
 Justice Wukitsch, July 2018
23. Pay the Bills
Resolution 2018-184
Supervisor LaGrange offered the following and moved its adoption:
Resolved that the Town Board of the Town of New Scotland does hereby approve paying the
following:
Pay the Bills
September 12, 2018
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Abstract #

Vouchers

Abstract#

20181060-20181143
Prepays
Vouchers

1924

20181027

Amount
$195,234.21
Amount
$920.96
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1925
1926
1927
1928
1929
1930
1931
1932
1933
1934
1935
1936
1937
1938
1939
1940
1941
1942
1943
1944
1945
1946

20181028
20181029
20181030
20181031
20181032
20181033
20181034
20181035
20181036
20181037
20181038
20181039
20181040
20181041
20181042
20181043,20181044,20181045,20181049,20181050
20181046
20181047
20181048
20181051
20181052-20181056,20181058-20181059
20181057

$120.94
$21.39
$26.83
$206.95
$95.63
$79.00
$24.20
$21.02
$21.02
$24.07
$174.36
$414.12
$25.58
$383.88
$23.25
$1,366.51
$40.71
$226.30
$599.66
$6,911.78
$34,259.01
$9.04

Councilperson Greenberg seconded the motion. All present and voting, the motion carried (5 Ayes)
24. Approve any Budget Modifications
Resolution 2018-185
Supervisor LaGrange offered the following and moved its adoption:
Whereas, there is a need to provide additional funding for amounts made or to be made in excess of
the appropriation provided in the adopted budget, the Town Board resolves to provide funding as
follows:
FROM

TO
CODE
AMOUNT
Other Gen. Gov.
Contingency
A1990.4
A1989.4
$1,350.00
Support
To appropriate money from Contingency to Other General Government Support for amount of
appraisal of property.
Contingency
B1990.4
Zoning/Contr.
B8010.4
$231.80
To appropriate money from Contingency to Zoning/Contractual for amount paid to AECom
Technical Services for assisting with zoning revisions on Local Law F.
Contingency
B1990.4
Comp. Plan/Personal B8030.1
$123.23
To appropriate money from Contingency to Comp. Plan/Personal for clerk.
Contingency
B1990.4
Comp. Plan/Contr.
B8030.4
$825.00
To appropriate money from Contingency to Comp. Plan/Contractual for Comprehensive Plan
Review.
Fund Balance
FO0909
Fiscal Agent Fee
FO1380.4
$146.00
To appropriate Fund Balance to Fiscal Agent Fee for amount over budget.
Fund Balance
WCC0909
Water Equipment
WCC8397.2
$35.02
To appropriate money from Fund Balance to Water Equipment for amount over budget. Mainly due
to trailer purchase.
Source/Supply
WG8320.4
Transmission/Distrib. WG8340.4
$100.00
To move appropriation from Source/Supply/contr. to Transm./Distrib./contr.
Fund Balance
WKW0909
Water Equipment
WKW8397.2
$687.55
To appropriate money from Fund Balance to Water Equipment for amount over budget. Mainly due
to trailer purchase.
Fund Balance
WN0909
Water Equipment
WN8397.2
$71.41
To appropriate money from Fund Balance to Water Equipment for amount over budget. Mainly due
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to trailer purchase.
Fund Balance
WNS0909
Water Equipment
WNS8397.2
$16.92
To appropriate money from Fund Balance to Water Equipment for amount over budget. Mainly due
to trailer purchase.
The Town Board hereby resolves, pursuant to authority in Town Law, section 112, to amend the
Town’s 2018 budget as stated above.

Councilperson Hennessy seconded the motion. All present and voting, the motion carried (5 Ayes)
25. Invitation to the Public to Discuss Non-Agenda Items
Executive Session
Supervisor LaGrange said that they are going to jump back to the Robert Waste contract that was talked
about earlier. We have to do some of that in Executive Session.
Resolution 2018-186
Supervisor LaGrange offered the following and moved its adoption:
Resolved, that the Town Board of the Town of New Scotland enter into Executive Session to discuss
contract negotiations.
Councilperson Hennessy seconded the motion. All present and voting, the motion carried (4 Ayes).
Executive Session began at 9:55 PM.
Supervisor LaGrange made a motion to adjourn Executive Session at 10:44 PM, seconded by
Councilperson Snyder.
Executive Session adjourned at 10:44 PM.
No action was taken during Executive Session.
26
.

Adjourn
Supervisor LaGrange made a motion to adjourn, seconded by Councilperson Greenberg. The meeting
adjourned at 10: 45 PM.
_________________________________________
Diane R. Deschenes, Town Clerk
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