
REGULAR BOARD  
Monday, July 1, 2019 - 10:00 AM 

 
 
Shaun Gillilland, Chairman 
Roby Politi, Vice-Chairman 
 
Chairman Gillilland called this Regular Board meeting to order at 10:00 am. Upon roll-call, the 
following Supervisors were found in attendance: Robin DeLoria, Archie Depo, Stephanie 
DeZalia, Shaun Gillilland, Joseph Giordano, Ronald Jackson, Mike Marnell, Steve McNally Noel 
Merrihew, James Monty, Gerald Morrow, Roby Politi, Michael Tyler, Joe Pete Wilson and 
Davina Winemiller.  Randy Preston and Tom Scozzafava had been previously excused.  
Charlie Harrington arrived at 10:10 a.m. 
 
Department Heads present were:  Judy Garrison, Dan Manning, Michael Mascarenas, Heather 
Sheehan and Dan Palmer.  
 
Deputies present:  David Wainwright and Jim Dougan. 
 
Also present - Dan Tedford, Francis Whitelaw, Bob Stegemann, Joe Keegan, Robert Farmer 
and Terri Northup. 
 
News media present:  Adirondack Daily Enterprise – Elizabeth Izzo 
 
GILLILLAND: Good morning, we will call this Regular Board of Supervisors meeting to order. 
We already had the salute to the Flag previously at our public hearing, so we’ll go directly to roll-
call, please. Thank you very much. 
This morning we have Mr. Bob Stegemann, DEC Region 5 Director is here answering our 
invitation to come and discuss issues particularly dealing with overcrowding in the High Peaks 
but any other issues that may come to the board as well. Bob, if you wouldn’t mind coming up.  
We’re here to partake in discussion and I’ll give the floor over to you Bob. 
 
STEGEMANN:  Thank you. Hello everybody.  It was quite interesting driving over here because 
I was just talking to Roby because as I was driving here there was an accident, two vehicle right 
by the Cascade trail head and I said, well, that is one of the reasons we’re doing this stuff that 
I’m going to talk about and I just thought it was quite coincident to see fortunately I don’t think 
there was any serious accidents but it was pretty clear that traffic got in the way and hikers and 
stuff were trying to manage. 
So I have something that I will pass out that will get your wheels turning.  You may recall that 
we’ve been trying to deal with this.  We’ve been dealing with this issue now for a little bit and 
we’ve tried to get it where we can get our hands around it because it is a big issue, overuse I 
don’t really want to use overuse, managing use in the High Peaks. It’s been a merging issue 
and it’s not going to be solved overnight and so decided to try and get some strategies and most 
of these strategies came out of the stake holder meeting a year ago which we’ll have another 
stakeholder meeting on July 30 that Joe Pete is helping to organize in Keene with some of the 
same stakeholders. 
So it is an emerging issue I will say that we’re not alone in the pressures that we have in this 
park.  It is seen all around the country and we’re learning from each other about how we 
manage the use, the high use.  How do we protect the resource?  How do we protect the natural 
resources?  How do we protect the quality of experience and really importantly, how do we 
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protect tourist economy and not turn people off from coming here because of the controls we 
want to tray and put in place. 
There’s three main objectives we’re trying to address in this.  One is safety I witnessed as I just 
drove by.  Two, is the resource protection. Three is the quality of the outdoor wilderness 
experience with people and I mentioned the fifth the tourism economy actually supports the 
tourist economy.  I want to just emphasize how important the relationships we’ve had in pulling 
together ideas and start to do the things that we have been doing and I really want to call out 
Joe Pete and Roby on this. We’ve talked a lot.  We’ve had several good trials and PILOTS.  
Last year Columbus Day Weekend efforts over by Cascade, the striping of parking lots to kind 
of get the free for all out of the parking situation, a little bit more out there and a little bit more ok, 
I hope this goes well was there will be no parking along the Route 73, four miles from 
Elizabethtown to Chapel Pond.  So, we’ve also in addition to these things we’re promoting 
through a lot of meetings of the trails trying to get people to realize this is a big park and they 
can go a lot of places and spread the use a little bit so we’re using websites and social media 
and public information to do that.  You’ve all seen the trail Stewarts at trail heads, the 46ers, 
ADK, Paul Smiths is involved and I know there’s a little I talked to Joe Pete just yesterday or 
what is this morning I can’t remember that we have some dovetailing to do with this so we’re not 
bumping into each other and we keep the objectives squared away and we’re making it friendly 
for hikers not painful. 
I think that public awareness is growing rapidly on this.  We’ve done a lot with social media. It’s 
been in the newspaper a lot I think you guys are helping a lot in the discussions you’ve had. 
We’ve had the signage on the roadway so slowly it’s starting to take hold that there’s something 
going on about this and I think that’s really important and I’ll emphasize again we are not going 
to be putting all tactics in place in one day. This is going to be a progression. I think it’s going to 
be one that we talk to each other about, is it working? What do we have to do to adjust?  I see 
us very much as team mates and how we make this happen.   
The document I just gave you is just some of the priority strategies that we have for this year.  
We have more strategies but these are the ones we’re focusing on right now and I can go 
through these a little bit if you wish.  Okay I’ll just hit the highlights.  Delineate parking along 73.  
You’ve all seen that and actually I think that’s helped quite a bit.  It seems like people we are 
starting to ticket now and they are not doing that and I think we’re trying to get a smooth 
transition to enforcing that without being too heavy handed initially and let the communication 
stuff kick in. 
Managing traffic – we have variable message boards. We’ve had a traffic study we’ve gotten 
from DOT that gave us the numbers that have been going through here so we have a general 
idea of what’s going on really importantly I will come to this in a second but we’re going to be 
having a RFP that’s about ready to go out to do a transit study for the whole corridor and really 
give us an expertise on how we do this right and end up getting into shuttles and things like that.  
I will speak about that in a minute.  We’ll probably have some questions in that regard in a little 
bit. 
We want to talk about our priority three is getting voluntary dispersal.  People may know it’s a 
little crowded here so why mess with the crowd let’s go somewhere else and I think that’s very 
much complimenting in with Exit 29 and Frontier Town and some of the recreational 
opportunities on some of the South side of the High Peaks. 
The idea of helping facilitate that brings up the whole idea of the shuttle and I think that’s a 
subject ripe for discussion.  I’ve had a lot with Joe Pete and some of you about it.  Just what’s 
the right amount of shuttle and where’s it going to go?  I like the idea of Lake Placid to 
Wilmington idea because what it will do is maybe divert people from coming to Route 73 and not 
have that free for all on 73.  We probably had a shuttle beyond 73 itself because of that limited 
parking and at the same time I don’t want to bring more people than the trails can handle so 
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we’re dealing with the management of the new resources as well so that’s going to be a 
discussion I think is going to be really important that we stay on top of it together about moving 
forward it will be ripened as we go. 
Relocating and closing overused trails.  This is what it’s really referring to here is the poster 
child for that is the relocating of the Cascade trail and the new trail at the Van Hovenberg which 
are in the final stages of being completed.  It won’t be done, the Cascade trail has turned out to 
be quite an engineering feat and time involved and so we will not be getting that done until, it 
won’t be done for use until that next year hiking season but just the year after but it will be a 
really great trail and Van Hovenberg trail will be available, it’s available right now. 
We have a couple new parking lots that are going to be created in the Chapel Pond area that’s 
per the UMP that was approved for the High Peaks recently so that’s in the hopper we’ve got a 
move on those that will take some pressure off along that 73 stretch and we’re going to expand 
around Pond parking lot and again that will be primarily to get people off the road and a little bit 
more safe. 
Priority five – managing impacts for human waste. We’re going to be looking at portable toilets 
basically along that. 
Expand the presence of trail head Stewarts which has been going on and I think as I mentioned, 
we have to make sure that we’re dovetailing those, make sure that they are working together 
and not competing and the messages are clear.  We want to help people understand that when 
they are in the woods they have a responsibility to take care of it so encourage proper planning 
and preparation and practices that’s both for the protection of the resource but for their own 
safety because as you know Rangers have been busy with people who were out there 
unprepared maybe over their head in what they are doing but also just the leave no trace 
practices so we can have the trails be kept in good shape and make attractive to the next user. 
And lastly deliver a statewide message about this. This is not just the only place that has this 
going on.  It’s going on in the Catskills. We all recognize it I think there is such a resurgence in 
this activity in the nation our National Parks are having real big problems like this.  We have a 
unique park here with a public/private mix so it’s a little bit different.  It suggests that 
partnerships are going to be the ticket to getting TS on this.   
I’ll just maybe conclude my remarks we have a stake holder meeting I mentioned on July 30 and 
I would encourage attendance to that.  Did you get a confirmation Joe Pete? 
 
WILSON:  At the Keene Central School.  It’s Keene Valley. 
 
STEGEMANN: Okay and we want to keep you involved and I will be happy to come here and do 
this again as the conversation matures.  I think it’s really important for our economy to do this 
right, it’s really important for our resources and it’s really important for safety and the quality 
experience as you ask people here.  It always comes back to the fact that we have a resource 
here in the Adirondack Park and the Forest Preserve that is unrivaled by any other rural area 
and I think we’ve got to just make sure that we’re taking care of it and manage it’s use so that 
we can thrive off of it and all can benefit from its use. So I guess I’ll quit and take questions if 
you wish. 
 
GILLILLAND: Questions for Bob, anybody? 
 
MONTY:  Good morning Bob.  Your strategies I’m quite sure there’s a narrative that goes with 
these strategies, besides a short little, priority one? 
 
STEGEMANN:  Yes, there’s the detail that I kind of walk through on some of these yes, I have 
more detail. 
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MONTY:  Would that be something you could send out to us so we could review those 
strategies as well? 
 
STEGEMANN: I’d like to maybe do that in committee with you.  I’d be happy to talk about them 
but I think I would just as soon not have them out there for public chewing on. I’d be happy to 
meet with the whole board if you wish to do that but I want to control that right now. 
 
MONTY:  That’s a surprise anyway another thing a lot of these things that we’re talking about 
sometimes does cost money.  Has the State talked about implementing hiking fees not unlike 
hunting fees or fishing fees because as an avid outdoorsman some of my money that goes to 
hunting goes to rescuing a lot of hikers during the course in the summer and they don’t come 
looking for me and I’m quite sure the majority of the hunters that are in the Adirondacks and are 
familiar with the area you don’t come looking for them either.  I’m not trying to discourage it 
because you’re right tourism is important and we want these people coming to our areas but I’ve 
heard several times through the course of a lot of different departments it comes down to 
financing and what better way to generate a little financing or funding for it is if we had a hiking 
fee that people pay to hike in these areas again, enforcing it is going to be tough thing but it’s a 
good way to start. 
 
STEGEMANN:  There’s a variety of tools that would fund them another one discussed is permits 
and as far as the funding goes we’re going to see what the needs are as we develop these 
plans.  We have a commitment from the Commissioner and the Governor to address this stuff.  
It may very well be budgeted items not fees but it’s not my call on this but I don’t think it’s off the 
table but I do think we are looking at a whole host of opportunities of how we are going to make 
this all work. 
 
MONTY: Thank you. 
 
WILSON:  Just to follow up on Jim’s point in New Hampshire the State manages rescue 
insurance and they call it a hiker card where you pay $25 a year for your hiker card and then to 
be rescued you’ve got insurance that’s designed especially for that so it doesn’t fall on the 
towns and the volunteer fire departments. 
 
STEGEMANN:  That’s done routinely in Europe as well. 
 
WILSON:  And that’s really easily targeted, it would be easy to point a straight line this revenue 
goes for this. 
 
POLITI:  I agree with what Jim mentioned.  That’s something that I’ve thought about myself in 
the past about you know you’ve got to get a hunting license in New York State, you’ve to have a 
fishing license in New York State maybe you’ve to have a hiking license.  I think one of the 
problems with Bob and I know you’re aware of it is you know, lack of conservation personnel. 
This is a big park, a lot of hiking trails you know we have trail head Stewarts that are helping 
with educational the part of the educational experience but a lot of those people are asking 
questions about you know, where do we go to park? Where do we go to stay the night and so 
forth and I don’t know that we’re answering those questions with those trail head Stewarts and I 
think that we need to find ways to generate revenue so that we can have more people helping 
out. The license system is one way.  You know I got criticized a number of years ago because 
of the consideration of putting a toll on the Adirondack Loj Road and I’m going to tell you, it 
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makes a lot of sense beyond the last private residence because all of those people are going to 
the high peaks and that in combination with parking facilities and charging parking fees would 
generate a substantial revenue for your department so that we have enough personnel, so that 
we have enough transportation to and from parking lots, to trail heads and so forth.  I know it’s a 
very difficult undertaking because it’s not like the National Parks where there is one road in and 
one road out it’s a lot different here. 
 
STEGEMANN:  But that what gives us a unique park and we’ll just manage around that and I 
appreciate your comments. 
 
POLITI:  It’s a tough undertaking but we need to find ways to generate revenue to get more 
people helping out and make it easier for people hiking in the Adirondacks. 
 
JACKSON:  I want to echo what Jim and Roby said about charging a fee and I will tell you 
there’s not a hunting camp in the North Country the subject doesn’t come up on at least on an 
every other week basis if not more and we think there is better uses for our hunting fees than 
working on trails if people want trails worked on they should be supporting that.  If you did do 
something like that another thing  I would like to see and I know it’s not difficult but you have 
port-o-potties at the parking lot why can’t we along some of these trails particularly the longer 
ones have composting outhouses built?  I know there’s difficulty people have to bring their own 
toilet paper and clean up after themselves you have the potential for problems with that and yes, 
you still have to deal with the waste after it’s composted but I think that’s less objectionable to 
have compost in the woods rather than the other compost and stuff.  I know it has problems but 
I think that might help with the human waste aspect.  Our transfer site in Essex works pretty 
darn well but of course we have the advantage we can pump it out every ten years if we need to 
but the technology is there I just think that would be a good addition to some of these trails and 
help cut down and manage the human waste. 
 
STEGEMANN:  That’s an interesting idea and combined with ‘leave no trace’ approach with 
hikers. I think we have a lot of hikers part of the reason you feel that it is necessary but we have 
a lot of hikers who are not adhering by any ‘leave no trace’ standard and they create problems 
in the woods so maybe it’s a combination there but – 
 
JACKSON:  Well getting back to the license part I know hunters have to take a test before you 
are given by New York State to hunt maybe hikers have to take that same test to get their 
license to hike.  Just a thought. 
 
HARRINGTON: Yes, in regards to hunting licenses and fishing licenses if people elect to not get 
a fishing license or a hunting license they put themselves at risk perhaps they’ll get caught, 
perhaps they won’t get caught.  I do believe that the majority of people that hunt and fish do 
procure those licenses that having been said, the same thing could be done in regards to hiking.  
You don’t need to hire a whole new staff you just have to know that people are putting 
themselves at risk if they don’t get a documentation that allows them to hike. People don’t like to 
be in an environment where they are functioning against the law so that having been said; I 
don’t think it’s a big ordeal to arrange a fee for hiking. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Thank you.  Any other questions? 
 
DELORIA:  Hi Bob, how are you?  When it comes to the hikers as opposed to the hunters and 
fisherman I think what you’ll find and everybody knows the hikers don’t use the same trail you 
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see what I’m saying so we know what’s happening to the trails we see Mr. Bower’s muddy 
footprint trails and you can’t blame them on the people fishing, you can’t blame those trail 
deterioration on the hunters so I think what these guys are saying it might not be a bad idea to 
pick up some revenue from people that are causing the expenses to the State so I’m in 
agreement with that. 
 
MERRIHEW:  Thank you Mr. Chairman.  On behalf of the Town of Elizabethtown I want to 
publically thank you for addressing the issue of one of the most popular swimming areas in the 
North Country, Split Rock Falls.  We appreciate you putting in the port-o-potty things like that 
and we’re still working with the DEC Rangers to see if we can somehow modify the parking 
issues that we have there. 
 
STEGEMANN:  And that’s partly a DOT thing too. 
 
MERRIHEW:  Yes so we’re hoping to maybe implement the lower parking lot, prior to the bridge 
on that but thank you very much to you and your staff. 
 
STEGEMANN:  Well again this goes too with what I started with, the reason that went well is 
because we had good conversations, we stayed up, we got together and said what’s the real 
problem here and how do we solve it because we do so much better when we are working 
together. 
 
MERRIHEW:  Thank you. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Anything further for Mr. Stegemann?   
 
MARNELL:  Yes it does not have to do with hiking but as you know the Schroon Lake 
Association bought a boat wash station two years ago it was twenty-six, twenty-eight thousand 
in the Town of Schroon paid for the wages which is expensive because we could only keep it 
open in the summertime for twelve hours a day but then we were very surprised in North 
Hudson they put a boat washing station in there.  I think they could be wiser if they’d joined 
forces to help staff our place just six miles down the road.  How many people are pulling off Exit 
29 to get their boat washed and then driving down to Schroon Lake? Closer to the launch would 
have worked better and I wish we could have had ours closer to the launch but I think it would 
have worked a lot better, saved money and be able to cover more hours because early spring 
we can’t get help enough to manage it. 
 
STEGEMANN: Just so I’m hearing this straight can you just say again what the problem was, 
what you would like to change? 
 
MARNELL: I would love to see combined forces with the State so we can work together and 
manage one boat wash station. 
 
STEGEMANN:  Between exit 29? 
 
MARNELL: Yes because we are right off exit 28. 
 
STEGEMANN: I think in fairness to the State there is a lot of money by the state into the boat 
wash program through EPIP and other means but that doesn’t mean that there’s still not holes 
in the system so I appreciate that. 
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MARNELL:  We don’t save any money.  It is funded by the Schroon Lake Association and the 
Town of Schroon. 
 
GILLILLAND: Anything else for Mr. Stegemann? 
 
MONTY:  Bob I’ve been thinking about this for a while and I have kind of thrown this idea out to 
a couple other supervisors to help elevate some of the issue I think we should have something 
in the Northern part of the county as well kind of like a welcome type center to the Adirondacks 
and I’ve got a perfect spot, off exit 32 that I think would be great for that to reroute people to the 
northern areas because there are some trails in Elizabethtown, some beautiful areas in 
Chesterfield, Wilmington, Jay that you can access through Elizabethtown to those areas and if 
we could take some of that traffic bring it through the northern part number one, selfishly it’s 
going to help our county and help my town but it may help overall and I have been kind of 
putting something down on paper so I’d like to sit down with you and talk to you about that 
sometime. 
 
STEGEMANN:  I think that’s a great idea because you know I have this discussion going on and 
I think certainly the exit 29 station even the exit 18 an existing rest area that now has a boat 
washing station because this is where people are coming from so that’s focused on boat 
washing then the exit 29 is more general than the rest area there does and then looking at from 
the north though I do feel that we have some opportunity from the north to do a little bit more of 
the Welcome to the Adirondacks it’s a pretty special place. 
 
MONTY: Absolutely we’ve got a lot of access and I didn’t mean to leave you out Shaun 
Willsboro has some things as well in there and you know the Adirondacks are the High Peaks 
and the Mountains but we have some beautiful areas along Lake Champlain that we could really 
– 
 
TYLER:  You forgot Westport again. 
 
MONTY: I’m sorry Ike and Westport.  Thank you. 
 
MARNELL:  I think if we had a registration or license or whatever you wanted to call it for hiking 
it would eliminate a lot of want to be hikers.  You drive through there some days and you see 
people and they’re not hikers, they’re hiking but they are poorly equipped, they don’t know what 
they are going to run into if they were licensed you might get rid of some people that just want to 
go up and get in trouble. 
 
STEGEMANN: On the other hand, everybody starts somewhere and you don’t want to eliminate 
the feeding stock for the serious hiker. 
 
GILLILLAND: Anything further for Mr. Stegemann?  I want to thank you Bob also just to 
commend you and your department and you personally on the help you’ve given and attention 
on Lake Champlain towns and the boat launches and stuff. They had that big tournament just 
last weekend with a $125,000 winner and stuff like that and those boat launches really are key 
to the success in that and I appreciate it. 
 
STEGEMANN: I don’t want to overstate this but I do have the squeaky wheel syndrome in my 
office and when you have a problem like we had getting through high waters and getting the 
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launches in in a timely manner for the tournament please just call because we can just get stuff 
to happen quicker with a little bit of knowledge.  I don’t know everything that’s going on all the 
time and I’ve said this as kind of a clique now but I want to be part of your solution, not your 
problem and I really mean that so if you have issues and you want to talk through I think there’s 
usually common ground that we can find on how to get something done.   
In the Town of Newcomb we’ve made great partnerships and in Minerva and made great 
partnerships in North Hudson I’m sorry in getting stuff done.  We work with the highway crews 
and whatnot and it’s really worked out really well and while we’re on that subject you know the 
whole idea of promoting something that we really hope to take off more is underway at DEC and 
I think again partnerships are how we best do that and what are the problems that we need to 
fix.  I think the issues of firewood and fires at Essex is a proven example of that bringing it to our 
attention and trying to get our hands around changing some things. 
 
GILLILLAND: Thank you very much we really appreciate you coming. 
 
STEGEMANN:  Thank you.  I took a lot of notes as you can see, I have some good ideas here 
and I’ll chew on those. Thank you. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Thank you so much Bob. 
We will move onto resolutions at this time. 
 
RESOLUTION #166 – AUTHORIZING BUDGET AMENDMENTS FOR VARIOUS 
DEPARTMENTS.  
This resolution was moved by Mr. Merrihew, seconded by Mr. Morrow and adopted upon 
a roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2465 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:    456 votes (Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
RESOLUTION #167 – AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING AGENT TO GO TO BID OR RFP 
FOR VARIOUS SERVICES. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Monty, seconded by Mr. DeLoria and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2465 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:    456 votes (Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
GILLILLAND:  Discussion? 
 
PALMER:  Could I ask that you on the Mental Health one I talked to Linda this morning those 
items are on State contract, if possible we would like to bid and award just on that section. 
 
GILLILLAND: Okay, roll call please. 
 
RESOLUTION #168 – AUTHORIZING ESSEX COUNTY TO ENTER INTO A CONTRACT 
WITH RICHARD LIOTTA, PhD, AND SUSAN FRASER, PsyD, FOR PSYCHIATRIC 
ASSESSMENTS FOR COURT ORDERED 730 EVALUATIONS 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Harrington, seconded by Mr. Jackson and adopted 
upon a roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2465 votes 
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NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:    456 votes (Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
RESOLUTION #169 – OF APPRECIATION TO LINDA L. BEERS DIRECTOR OF ESSEX 
COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Giordano, unanimously seconded and adopted. 
 
RESOLUTION #170 – AMENDING RESOLUTION NO. 102 OF MAY 6, 2019, TO AMEND THE 
BUDGET AMENDMENT AMOUNTS IN THE HEALTH DEPARTMENT, $1,358.00 AND 
$3,671.25 (DSRIP FUNDS) TO $0, AS THESE WERE PREVIOUSLY REQUESTED ON 
RESOLUTION NO. 40 OF MARCH 4, 2019 AND DUPLICATED 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Depo, seconded by Mr. Giordano and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2465 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:    456 votes (Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
RESOLUTION #171 – ADOPTING AND APPROVING THE QUALITY IMPROVEMENT 
REVIEWS AND POLICIES AND PROCEDURES FOR THE HEALTH DEPARTMENT 
APPROVED BY THE PUBLIC HEALTH ADVISORY COUNCIL (PHAC) REVIEWED JUNE 4, 
2019. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Monty, seconded Mr. Depo and adopted. 
 
RESOLUTIN #172 – ACCEPTING, ADOPTING AND PLACING ON FILE POLICIES, PLANS, 
PROCEDURES AND ANNUAL REPORTS. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Monty, seconded Mr. Marnell and adopted. 
 
RESOLUTION #173 – AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF A PERMIT TO ADIRONDACK 
HEALTH FOR THE USE OF COUNTY ROADWAYS FOR THE 2019 ANNUAL NURSING 5K 
RUN EVENT, SCHEDULED FOR SUNDAY, SPETEMBER 22, 2019, UPON THE EXECUTION 
OF A PERMIT AND THE ISSUANCE OF INSURANCE. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Depo, seconded Mrs. DeZalia and adopted. 
 
RESOLUTION #174 - AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF A PERMIT TO GMBC TOURING 
FOR THE USE OF COUNTY ROADWAYS FOR THE 2019 WILLSBORO WANDERER BIKE 
RIDE EVENT, SCHEDULED FOR SUNDAY, JULY 7, 2019, UPON THE EXECUTION OF A 
PERMIT AND THE ISSUANCE OF INSURANCE. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Depo, seconded Mr. Jackson and adopted. 
 
RESOLUTION #175 – AUTHORIZING CONTRACT AMENDMENTS/CHANGE ORDERS TO 
THE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS CONTRACTS. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Morrow, seconded by Mr. Wilson and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2465 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:    456 votes (Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
RESOLUTION #176 – AUTHORIZING THE COUNTY CHAIRMAN OR COUNTY MANAGER 
TO EXECUTE THE MASS TRANSPORTATION CAPITAL PROJECT AGREEMENT 
BEARING COMPTROLLER’S CONTRACT NO. C004120, FOR THE PERIOD JANUARY 1, 
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2017 THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 2022, WITH NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION IN THE AMOUNT OF $1,031,528.00, FEDERAL AND STATE 5311 
GRANT FUNDS. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Monty, seconded by Mr. Morrow and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2465 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:    456 votes (Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
RESOLUTION #177 – AUTHORIZING AN AMENDMENT TO THE CONTRACT OF SALE 
WITH STEWART’S SHOPS CORP. REDUCING THE SALE PRICE BY THE AMOUNT OF 
$19,450.00, FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF SIDEWALKS AND LANDSCAPING AND 
FURTHER AUTHORIZING THE COUNTY CHAIRMAN OR COUNTY MANAGER TO 
EXECUTE ANY AND ALL DOCUMENTS TO EFFECTUATE SAID AMENDMENT. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. DeLoria, seconded by Mr. Depo and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2465 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:    456 votes (Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
RESOLUTION #178 – AUTHORIZING THE ESSEX COUNTY TREASURER TO PAYOFF THE 
DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY OF THE NORTH COUNTRY (DANC) GRANT/LOAN IN THE 
AMOUNT OF $176,981.54 ON OR BEFORE JULY 1, 2019, AND FURTHER AUTHORIZING A 
BUDGET AMENDMENT AND BUDGET TRANSFER IN THE AMOUNT OF $1,642.00 TO BE 
TRANSFERRED FROM HIGHWAY FUND FOR THE PROMISSORY NOTE INTEREST 
PAYMENT. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Morrow, seconded by Mrs. DeZalia and adopted upon 
a roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2465 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:    456 votes (Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
RESOLUTION #179 – AUTHORIZING THE COUNTY CHAIRMAN OR COUNTY MANAGER 
TO EXECUTE ANY AND ALL EASEMENTS AND RIGHTS OF WAY RELATED TO THE 
GULF BROOK PROJECT IN THE TOWN OF KEENE AND ALL ASSOCIATED DOCUMENTS 
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE PAYMENT TO THE PROPERTY ONWERS AND TO 
AUTHORIZE PAYMENT TO THE PROPERTY OWNERS IN AN AMOUNT UP TO $14,000.00, 
AS WELL AS RATIFYING ANY AND ALL EASMENTS AND RIGHTS OF WAY GIVEN AND 
ALREADY PAID. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Depo, seconded by Mr. Wilson and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2465 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:    456 votes (Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
RESOLUTION #180 – SETTING THE DATE FOR A PUBLIC HEARING ON THE PROPOSED 
2019-20 NORTH COUNTRY COMMUNTIY COLLEGE OPERATING BUDGET TO BE HELD 
ON JULY 1, 2019, AT 9:30 A.M. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Tyler, seconded by Mr. Wilson and adopted. 
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RESOLUTION #181 – AUTHORIZING THE OFFICE OF REAL PROPERTY TAX SERVICES 
TO CONTINUE THE CONTRACT FOR ASSESSING SERVICES FOR A TWO 
CONSOLIDATED ASSESSING PROGRAM (CAP) WITH THE TOWNS OF ELIZABETHTOWN 
AND WESTPORT FOR A TERM BEGINNING OCTOBER 1, 2019 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 
30, 2025, UNDER THE SAME TERMS AND CONDITIONS AS THE EXISTING CONTRACT 
AND ANY OTHER TERMS REQUIRED BY THE COUNTY ATTORNEY. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Merrihew, seconded by Mr. Depo and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2465 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:    456 votes (Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
RESOLUTION #182 – AUTHORIZING THE COUNTY CHAIRMAN TO EXECUTE 
CHAMPLAIN NATIONAL BANK ACCOUNT AUTHORIZED SIGNATURES FOR THE ESSEX 
COUNTY SOCIAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT. 
This resolution was moved by Mrs. Winemiller, seconded by Mr. Monty and adopted. 
 
RESOLUTION #183 – AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING AGENT TO AWARD BIDS, ISSUE 
CONTRACTS OR PURCHASE ORDERS. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Politi, seconded by Mr. Marnell and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2465 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:    456 votes (Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
RESOLUTION #184 – AUTHORIZING THE COUNTY CHAIRMAN OR COUNTY MANAGER 
TO EXECUTE ANY AMENDMENTS TO THE NORTH COUNTRY BEHAVIORAL HEALTH 
CARE COLLABORATIVE (NC-BHCC) MEMBERSHIP AGREEMENT AND MEMORANDUM 
OF UNDERSTANDING NUMBER MH-20-0008 BETWEEN COORDINATED CARE SERVICES 
INC., ESSEX COUNTY MENTAL HEALTH AND NORTHWINDS INTEGRATED HEALTH 
NETWORK IPA UPON REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF THE COUNTY ATTORNEY. 
This resolution was moved by Mrs. DeZalia, seconded by Mr. Monty and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2465 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:    456 votes (Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
RESOLUTION #185 – OF DISAPPOINTMENT AND CONCERN RELATIVE TO THE LACK OF 
ACTION BY THE NEW YORK STATE LEGISLATURE MAKING APPOINTMENTS TO FILL 
THE ADIRONDACK PARK AGENCY. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Politi, unanimously seconded and adopted. 
 
RESOLUTION #186 – OF CONDOLENCE TO THE FAMILY OF SAMUEL R. VENNER. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Marnell, unanimously seconded and adopted. 
 
RESOLUTION #187 – OF CONGRATULATIONS TO THE TICONDEROGA CENTRAL 
SCHOOL BOYS VARSITY BASEBALL TEAM FOR WINNING THE 2019 SECTION VII, 
CLASS C CHAMPIONSHIP; THE NYSPHSAA CLASS C REGIONAL CHAMPIONSHIP AND 
THE NYSPHSAA CLASS C CHAMPIONSHIP. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Giordano, unanimously seconded and adopted. 



Regular Board  
Monday, July 1, 2019  12 
 
 
RESOLUTION #188 – AUTHORIZING A PAYMENT TO OFFICE OF MEDICAID INSPECTOR 
GENERAL IN THE AMOUNT OF $127,820.44, FOR THE ESSEX COUNTY HEALTH 
DEPARTMENT HOME HEALTH UNIT CONTESTED PRIOR CLAIMS MADE FROM 
SEPTEMBER 2016 THROUGH JUNE 2017, AND AUTHORIZING A BUDGET TRANSFER. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Depo, seconded by Mr. Giordano and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2158 votes  (Harrington, Merrihew, Jackson, Depo, Wilson, McNally,   
            DeLoria, Politi, DeZalia, Marnell, Winemiller, Giordano, Tyler,  
            Gillilland) 
NOES:        307 votes  (Morrow, Monty 
ABSENT:    456 votes  (Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
RESOLUTION #189 – AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASE OF FINANCIAL SOFTWARE FROM 
TYLER TECHNOLOGIES IN THE AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $1.3 MILLION AND 
AUTHORIZING THE COUNTY CHAIRMAN OR COUNTY MANAGER TO ENTER INTO A 
CONTRACT AND EXECUTE ANY AND ALL OTHER DOCUMENTATION FOR THE 
PURCHASE. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Morrow, seconded by Mr. Jackson and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2465 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:    456 votes (Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
RESOLUTION #190 – OF APPRECIATION AND CONGRATULATIONS TO ROBERT 
GREGORY ESSEX COUNTY INFORMATION SYSTEMS. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Depo, unanimously seconded and adopted. 
 
GARRISON:  Resolutions from the floor. 
Authorizing the appointment of Terri Northup to the unexpired term of Director of Essex County 
Real Property Tax Services. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Can I have twelve to allow it on the floor please? 
 
GARRISON:  Yes we do. 
 
RESOLUTION #191 - AUTHORIZING THE APPOINTMENT OF TERRI NORTHUP TO THE 
UNEXPIRED TERM OF DIRECTOR OF ESSEX COUNTY REAL PROPERTY TAX 
SERVICES. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Tyler, seconded by Mr. Marnell and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2465 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:    456 votes (Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
GILLILLAND:  Terri do you mind standing up please so everyone knows who to shoot at next 
time?  (laughter) Congratulations. 
 
NORTHUP:  Thank you very much.  I would just like to thank Mr. Palmer, Mr. Mascarenas, and 
the rest of the interviewing committee as well as the entire Board of Supervisors for appointing 
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me to the position of Director of Real Property Tax Services.  It’s with much excitement and 
enthusiasm that I look forward to leading the department in service to Essex County. I will strive 
for efficiency and excellence as my role as Director.  Thank you again. 
 
GARRISON:  Resolution authorizing a payment to Timothy R. Smith, Esq. of $790.00, incident 
to an easement obtained from Mavin Howley to the County of Essex with respect to the 
Interbrook Road over Johns Brook Bridge Project. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Do I have twelve to allow it on the floor please? 
 
GARRISON:  Yes we do. 
 
RESOLUTION #192 - AUTHORIZING A PAYMENT TO TIMOTHY R. SMITH, ESQ. OF 
$790.00, INCIDENT TO AN EASEMENT OBTAINED FROM MAVIN HOWLEY TO THE 
COUNTY OF ESSEX WITH RESPECT TO THE INTERBROOK ROAD OVER JOHNS BROOK 
BRIDGE PROJECT. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Politi, seconded by Mr. Wilson and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2465 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:    456 votes (Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
GILLILLAND:  Discussion?  Being none, roll call please. 
 
GARRISON:  Resolution approving the 2019-2020 North Country Community College operating 
budget in the amount of $14,493,095.00, authorizing the appropriation of $1,240,000.00 in the 
2020 Essex County budget as Essex county’s sponsor share ($1,190,000.00 operating and 
$50,000.00 capital fund account) 
 
GILLILLAND:  Do I have twelve to allow it on the floor please? 
 
GARRISON:  Yes we do. 
 
RESOLUTION #193 - APPROVING THE 2019-2020 NORTH COUNTRY COMMUNITY 
COLLEGE OPERATING BUDGET IN THE AMOUNT OF $14,493,095.00, AUTHORIZING THE 
APPROPRIATION OF $1,240,000.00 IN THE 2020 ESSEX COUNTY BUDGET AS ESSEX 
COUNTY’S SPONSOR SHARE ($1,190,000.00 OPERATING AND $50,000.00 CAPITAL 
FUND ACCOUNT) 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Wilson, seconded by Mr. Politi and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2465 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:    456 votes (Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
GARRISON:  Resolution introducing proposed Local Law No. 3 of 2019 a Local Law providing 
for additional and related duties of the Office of Essex County coroner pursuant to authority 
granted in county law section 671(2) 
 
GILLILLAND:  Do I have twelve to allow it on the floor please? 
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GARRISON:  Yes we do. 
RESOLUTION # 194 - INTRODUCING PROPOSED LOCAL LAW NO. 3 OF 2019 A LOCAL 
LAW PROVIDING FOR ADDITIONAL AND RELATED DUTIES OF THE OFFICE OF ESSEX 
COUNTY CORONER PURSUANT TO AUTHORITY GRANTED IN COUNTY LAW SECTION 
671(2) 
This resolution was moved by Mr. DeLoria, seconded by Mr. Giordano and adopted upon 
a roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2177 votes (Morrow, Merrihew, Jackson, Depo, Wilson, Monty, McNally,  
    DeLoria, Politi, DeZalia, Marnell, Giordano, Tyler, Gillilland) 
NOES:        126 votes (Winemiller) 
ABSENT:    618 votes (Harrington, Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
 
GILLILLAND: Discussion? 
 
MANNING:  I’d like to chime in.  Okay so a few months ago I was tasked with trying to remedies 
with some deficiencies in the way we operated our Coroners Department principally there were 
concerns about certain Coroner or Coroners not being present at the scene but calling in from 
out of State or elsewhere which is a big problem. Also there were concerns about the possibility 
about the unnecessary autopsies being performed also concern about unnecessary 
investigations of death outside of the jurisdiction of a Coroner when there is a physician 
available to sign death certificates for natural deaths not unnatural deaths. Also an issue were 
response times and who should respond and how that should be handled.  This local law 
provides for centralized dispatch for the Coroners so those are basically problems. This law 
we’ve made some changes to it basically transportation was an issue, who transports human 
remains?  Would it be the Coroner?  Would it be a registered funeral establishment?  I’ve 
spoken at length to many people in the business.  I don’t purport to be an expert on Coroners or 
funeral establishments however I did speak with Scott Smit on at least three different occasions 
with the New York State Coroners Association.  I also spoke with Larry Cleveland on three 
occasions who is a Professor of Mortuary Science at Adirondack Community College and has 
written on the books I understand that is used ubiquitously as a teaching tool for mortuary 
sciences.   
I’ve also spoken to various counties of similar size to us in population, and rural counties as to 
how they handle these issues.  We met with the coroners and Mr. Whitelaw separately on at 
least three or four occasions and have also spoken to some of the funeral homes. We also 
looked at Warren County how they handle some of these issues so I tried my best to piece 
together what I think is a rubric.  This local law is not, it’s basically more to be an outline on 
these issues on transportation, on autopsies, on responding to calls and certain ethical issues 
other things of that nature. The local law itself provides rule making for this board.  So this local 
law some of the meat and potatoes that not in here such as what are we going to pay for 
removal of bodies, what are we going to pay the funeral home for the removal of bodies will be 
done by this board by regulation rule and resolution and the purpose of that is so we don’t have 
to amend this local law after time if you put all that in this local law then we have to come back 
every single time. Mr. Monty I think you brought that point up and it was a good point.  We 
certainly can amend by resolution how we are going to handle these matters.  With respect to 
the transportation issue and speaking with everyone it’s my belief that transportation should be 
handled by a registered funeral establishment that’s how Warren County does it and many other 
counties and they are best equipped to handle the removal and transport of the deceased 
remains. They are mandated by law as to certain standards as to how they do this and how a 
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transport is done.  Some of our coroners may not be adhering to these standards and there 
maybe because it’s extrapolated at the current health rules coroners should be complied to. 
Transportation in my opinion should best be handled by the funeral establishments with a 
license and with that said, there is a hierarchy here in the local law that allows first for the family 
member to be contacted and asked do you have a specific funeral home whom you’d like to 
take care of the body if they say that, second after that a centralized dispatch will dispatch the 
nearest available coroner to get together with the nearest available funeral home director will go 
at the same time to the scene and that funeral home director will take care of the transport of 
the law if that person is not there there is a pecking order you go to the next available funeral 
home director.  So that’s what the transportation portion outlines.  As you notice there is no fee 
there and that will be done by resolution.  Now, when I say transportation is to be done because 
we’re mandating it by law that does not take the authority away from a coroner.  The coroner is 
the only one that can authorize transportation, this is just the motive of transportation. We’re not 
authorizing it, that’s the coroner’s sole province in the law if the coroner is a licensed physician 
has to act with a coroner’s physician but there are exceptions in the law, 24 hour exceptions and 
those things.  So that’s provided for too.  You’ll see also peppered throughout this I also have 
things that say, as required by law so it’s sort of a belts and suspenders in case there is any 
conflict in this local law verses the very nebulous and poorly written State law on the subject it’s 
not the best.  So that has to do with the transportation.  There is tension between the Coroners 
and funeral home directors and there is economics on both sides as to who does this but I 
believe a more professional way to handle is to be registered funeral home directors and we 
have corresponded with them and we have a contract ready to go. 
The next thing is a centralized dispatch that is in there. We want to have a centralized dispatch 
so that as soon as there is evidence that there is a coroner’s case under the coroner’s 
jurisdiction centralized dispatch here in Lewis is contacted and they will adhere to the protocol 
which will be in the rules and regulations that they immediately contact the nearest, available 
coroner and the nearest available funeral home establishment.   
As far as autopsies are concerned the law is a little nebulous there is a section in the law that 
basically says that if a coroner is not a medical physician than he has to act with the coroner’s 
physician and it is the coroner’s physician’s sole province to authorize autopsies.  Practically in 
the real world this could get a little dicey and you can run into some problems so on the 
particular local law before you on page 3, just above section VIII, where it says, the 
authorization of autopsies and the transport of bodies for autopsy purposes and any subsequent 
examination or analysis of any tissue or organs or quantitative tests for alcohol or traces of 
controlled substances shall be mandated by Section 674 of the New York State County Law.  
No authorization for an autopsy or the transport of human remains for an autopsy shall occur 
where the same is not necessary and is not required by law.  I amended that section so that 
there is a few little, areas where the coroner can authorize autopsies outside of the authorization 
of a coroner’s physician so that’s why that is there.  That was changed. 
I don’t want to belabor this since this is just the introduction of the local.  Attendance at the 
scene.  I know we’ve had an issue with that.  I think you all know what it is someone from out of 
state, one of the coroners’s trying to do their job by phone call out of state that’s remedied here. 
They’ve got to be on the scene.  If it’s a coroner’s jurisdictional call. If it’s not a coroner’s 
jurisdictional call obviously they will not be on the scene. There are instances where if it’s a 
natural death and there’s an attending physician and a physician is willing to sign a death 
certificate no coroner needs to go to the scene that physician can do that.   
The rest of the local law pretty much involves training.  Training, section 679 county law has 
recently been amended to provide the training.  I think the State is still trying to figure out how 
we’re going to do that but we put that in there.  Notice of availability, penalties and repetition of 
our previous resolution so those are basically the things. 
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This is the resolution that introduces the local law so we would have another public hearing, I 
think will be our fourth so I would ask that we would introduce the local law, set the public 
hearing and proceed. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Further discussion? 
 
JACKSON:  I’m more worried about the unattended consequences of this law of the law itself. 
Years ago, I’ve been an EMT a long time and we’d go to somebody’s house and the person 
obviously passed many hours ago we could have the dispatch call the police, the BCI and the 
coroner they would come and all as a rule they would be there as a group sometimes one a little 
ahead or little behind and the body would be removed an hour, hour and a half after our arrival 
on scene and I don’t remember any problems with that. Several years ago the State Police 
changed the law and you have to start with the State Police they will come on the scene and 
only the State Police can call the BCI. The BCI once they are notified and get on the scene only 
the BCI can call the coroner by the time the coroner gets there and stuff it stretching things out 
quite a bit.   I don’t know about other squads but our squad most, generally somebody that is on 
the scene knows the family and the family seems to like to have somebody they know there 
rather than just a policeman they don’t know so we’ve always stayed through this whole 
process.  Now I see after we go through this process which is at least two, two and a half hours 
now we’re going to have a coroner’s physician come determine whether there needs to be an 
autopsy and we’re going to have to wait for the funeral director to get there.  I see this doubling, 
tripling in time and it is just going to stretch things out the body is going to be in the house, the 
family can’t start to get their thought and plans together as long as the body is there it’s a 
unnatural situation for them but I just see this stretching it out potentially more.  I know an awful 
lot of work has gone into it but many, many people I just think that there must be a way that, I’ve 
never seen a problem with a coroner I’ve been with several that are working with directives I’ve 
never saw any side of them trying to recruit a body or whatever you want to call it.  I never 
witnessed that.  I never saw anybody with questionable behavior and all the coroner’s I worked I 
thought were good and did a good job.  I don’t know because of a few problems that sprung up 
and when that happens we probably need to address coroner conduct or something in a 
different way but to me this is killing a fly with a sledge hammer rather than a fly swatter and I 
know there are problems, I heard of problems from other places.  I don’t think this is the best 
way.  I have faith in all the coroners I have worked with have been great.  They do a 
professional job.  I’ve never saw any unprofessional behavior in my experience this is way 
overkill for what we need. 
 
MANNING:  Let me just respond to that this is not going to add an extra layer of bureaucracy or 
an extra layer of calling it in. This is going to be, everything is going to be contemporary in doing 
this.  The law provides that whomever is aware of a death whether it is in a coroner’s jurisdiction 
will immediately call dispatch, dispatch will get in touch with everybody.  Now if State Police, 
their rules, I don’t know what their rules are but there’s nothing in the law that allows them to tell 
our coroners what to do or allows them to tell us what to do so what would happen is whomever 
is aware of a death that is within the jurisdiction of a coroner would then call dispatch, dispatch 
would call everyone. Whatever the BCI does or whatever the State Police does within their 
realm is up to them but I don’t see where this would you would call, if the call comes in from the 
Police that’s great then we dispatch everybody that’s no different layer of layer than if the Police 
were there anyway and we want to prevent pet coroner’s from the Police if there is such a thing.  
If it’s in an area of the county where the closer coroner would be better off called so I don’t see 
this as an extra layer whomever, the law provides whomever is made away then you 
immediately call dispatch and dispatch will proceed and call everyone else. 
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JACKSON: I don’t think they will be able to unless the BCI allows them to.  That’s the new law.  
Dispatch cannot call the coroner unless BCI tells to unless they changed the law in the last – 
 
GILLILLAND: Is it a law or ? 
 
MONTY: What law are you talking about Ron?  Because that’s something I never heard of.  Can 
you show us evidence of that law? Can you produce that law? 
 
JACKSON:  No I’m not a lawyer I can’t do.  I’m telling you that the dispatch will not call the 
coroners’ until the BCI says now you can call the coroner so they can remove the body. 
 
MONTY:  But you’re quoting it as law.  If it’s law it has to be written down somewhere and we 
need to see that.  It maybe direction that they’ve given them but if it’s not a law it’s just direction. 
 
MANNING: I’ll check into it. 
 
GILLILLAND: In all the research that we’ve done and when I talked to the State Police on this 
particular issue with a long interview, there was no indication on that at all just what I went 
through.  Any further discussion? 
 
POLITI:  Are you going to set a public hearing date? 
 
MANNING: Yes. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Yes. 
 
MONTY: Do you need a resolution to set that? 
 
MANNING: Part of this local law has the public hearing date in it so we’ll put that in there and 
then we’ll vote on it. 
 
GARRISON: Monday, the 29th following ways & means at 11:00 a.m. 
 
GILLILLAND: Alright.  I need a roll call then. 
 
WINEMILLER: I have a question.  In Section 10, on page 5 it states that the closest available 
coroner and registered funeral establishment shall be dispatched and it sounds like that’s 
together, immediately and I don’t like that.  I have a big problem with that.  I think that if the 
family wants a funeral parlor to pick them up then it should be up to the family.  I don’t think a 
dispatch should be just sending someone out before the coroner gets there. 
 
MANNING:  The last paragraph of that section does state that first preference for registered 
funeral establishments shall be given to the establishment requested by the next of kin or 
immediate family member of the decedent. 
 
WINEMILLER: I understand that but that’s not what this says.  
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MANNING: What we’ll do is move this paragraph up there so that you’ll see that that’s the first 
preference and then after that – it is what it says but maybe it should go up here and then after if 
there is no family or next of kin request then it goes down the pecking order. 
WINEMILLER: So this takes away the coroner removing bodies out at all?  Under any 
circumstance? 
 
MANNING:  Yes. 
 
WINEMILLER: It is?  And what about in a case of homicide is there concern with the body being 
transported by a civilian? 
 
MANNING:  I don’t think so as long as the chain of custody is adhered to once the body is 
released by the BCI then the funeral home would take it wherever it will go either to the funeral 
home or obviously it will be an autopsy case if it was a murder or something and then it would 
be taking, it would be signed off by every stage of exchange so there is a proper chain of 
custody. 
 
WINEMILLER: And does the Coroner accompany the body in that case with the funeral home? 
 
GILLILLAND: Not necessarily, no. 
 
MANNING: They can but it’s not mandated. 
 
GILLILLAND: That is the way it happens now.  Not all coroners transport, some do. 
 
WINEMILLER: Right, I understand that. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Further discussion?  Roll call please. 
Are there any other motions from the floor? 
 
MANNING: I have some.  The Brooke Brown case which we all know is the condominium issue 
with the parking lot. There is an $8.53 tax due Essex County and I would like a resolution 
forbearing that and forgiving that tax due as it’s the last vestige of this case.  Just to give you 
some detail Dan Tedford was successful as you remember there was a tax warrant on the 
property and you authorized us to pay up to $1500.00, on that tax warrant it was thirty-hundred 
and something with penalties and interest.  Dan was successful in speaking finally getting ahold 
of New York State Department of Taxation and Finance which is no easy feat and he was 
successful in getting that released completed so we not have to pay the $1500.00, so kudos to 
Dan for that but the resolution I need is to forgive and forbear the $8.53 current tax on this 
property, I need twelve from the floor, a motion, a second and a roll call. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Twelve on the floor to allow it? 
 
GARRISON: Yes we do. 
 
RESOLUTION #195 – CANCELING, FORGIVING AND FORBEARING THE AMOUNT OF 
$8.53, WHICH IS THE EXISTING TAX WITH RESPECT TO THE TOWN OF NORTH ELBA 
PARCEL BEARING TAX MAP NO. 33.018-1-3.220, LOCATED AT 331 WHITEFACE INN 
LANE PREVIOUSLY OWNED BY BROOKE BROWN 
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This resolution was moved by Mr. Monty, seconded by Mr. Giordano and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2303 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:    618 votes (Harrington, Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
GILLILLAND: Something else? 
 
MANNING:  Yes, one further resolution.  As you know, I believe we spoke about a couple of 
pieces of property located in the Town of Ticonderoga, one is referred to as the Portage and the 
other is 149 Lord Howe Street.  Tax map no. 150.42-6-9 and 150.51-6-12.2, they’re dilapidated 
buildings located in the Town of Ticonderoga.  There has been an offer by the town now I don’t 
know, is it to demolish both? 
 
GIORDANO: Right. 
 
MANNING:  Yes, to demolish both buildings.  They’ve gone out to bid and settled on a 
contractor that would do this for up to $70,000.  They would like to be able to go to the property, 
demolish the buildings. At the conclusion of the demolition of the building they would ask that 
we convey property to them under Section 72H of the General Municipal Law which requires no 
money when there’s a transfer from municipality to municipality conveyance to them with them 
solving the issue.  Is that what you’re saying?  Or did I get it wrong? 
 
GIORDANO:  Last year I had brought forth these two properties that the town wanted to 
demolish but originally the town wanted to take ownership of them and do it themselves but in 
the discussions we’ve had it seems more prudent to leave them with the county. These had 
come up for auction so now they are under the county ownership so the town just wants to pay 
proceeds to demolish the properties and then have them go out for sale and then the proceeds 
from the sale would then reimburse.  Dan and I talked about this quite a bit and I’ve had a 
couple other conversations with supervisors and Dan Palmer and I guess last year there was 
the reclaims project you were talking about in terms of how we would handle derelict properties 
in various properties and pool some money together not that we want to get out of it at all Ti just 
wants to try and take care of this particular instance and I’m not completed familiar with the 
entire process from A to B but it was understanding it was more simplified just having the county 
handle it so I’m just looking for something that maybe could be the first in many of set proposal 
of how these would happen in the future so whether it’s the recommendation of the board to 
have it convey to the town and proceed through that way or whether it’s best just to have the 
county proceed? 
 
MANNING: We can do it the other way.  We can do it, you demolish it, we contract together, you 
cover us on that and then we sell at an auction and whatever the proceeds are we give to the 
town. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Who currently has title on the properties? 
 
PALMER:  County. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Thank you. 
 
GIORDANO:  Rather than go to auction though. 
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MANNING: Or private sale. 
 
GIORDANO:  Private sale. 
 
MORROW:  Two things here – when the county knows there’s property that is so bad, it’s 
dilapidated and has to be tore down or if there’s a lien against it we’re not supposed to take it 
over anyways. We’re supposed to never take ownership over.  We’ve done that in Chesterfield, 
we have not taken ownership of many properties because it would have caused a liability to the 
county now having said that since the county did take over ownership for some reason and 
Ticonderoga wants to take this property and have us turn it over to them I think we should turn 
the property over save our county tax payers money not turn it over to them just to turn it down 
and then for us to sell it turn it over to them, let them tear it down and then let them sell it.  Turn 
ownership over to the Town of Ticonderoga and let them do what they want to it.  It relieves the 
county of any problems. 
 
MANNING: That is an option but I think the town would prefer that we take it through auction. 
 
MORROW:  They are not going to get as much going through an auction than selling it. 
 
MANNING: I mean private sale. 
 
GILLILLAND: So if I get this right the resolution to – 
 
MANNING:  A resolution to authorize us to contract with the Town of Ticonderoga that they will 
demolish it to our satisfaction and then we will sell it at private sale and if any proceeds that we 
get from the private sale will go to Ticonderoga to reimburse them for the cost of demolition 
anything over and above reimbursement would be ours but there won’t be any. The rational 
would be that these things are so dilapidated, they have so much environmental contamination 
that the county doesn’t want any part of that and it may not sell at auction. 
 
MONTY:  Aren’t we putting an extra layer in there that doesn’t need to be there? I’m all for it if 
Joe wants it let’s give it to Joe. 
 
MANNING:  Yes I brought that up if anyone wants to go the other way. 
 
GIORDANO: I was under the impression that it was a simplified manner to get to the final point 
of selling since the county they already have ownership of it they take it all the way through and 
the town just takes care of the demolishing of it but again, I’m doing this at precedent at least in 
terms of changing one thing or the other but I’m just looking moving forward I can see the town 
might do this in the future again with other properties. I don’t know if any other towns has this 
situation?   
 
MANNING:  The difference I think between the two options is that they will be responsible to 
trying to sell it the other way the county would be and either way is fine. 
 
MONTY: Do you have interested parties Joe that want to buy it? 
 
GIORDANO:  No. 
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POLITI: I move the resolution giving it to Ticonderoga. 
 
MORROW:  Is there a reason for the county to sell it and not just you think the county is going 
to get more money for this property than the town?  If I was the town of Ticonderoga I’d rather 
sell it myself and then I have control of what we get for it. 
 
PALMER:  I think that’s the reason why there shouldn’t be a hard and fast rule because every 
municipality has a different idea of what they want to do with the property and how they want to 
do it.  In the past we have done these and we’ve had the owns tear them down and the town 
has taken them because they had some use for them.  If the town doesn’t have a plan or some 
use for it they may want the county to sell it but you’ve got to remember that ultimately it is still 
the county’s property right now and if Ticonderoga says we want no part of this then we’re going 
to have to tear it down and we’re going to have to sell it so if Ticonderoga is willing to work with 
us we should take that I think and go ahead and have the property cleaned up and then we’ll try 
and sell in conjunction with the town to be honest.  If you’re going to do a private sale you know 
you’re probably going to have somebody down there in Ticonderoga trying to sell it so they 
would work with the town. 
 
GIORDANO: The town is not going to take these properties and use them for the town’s 
purpose. We just want them back on the tax roll because they have been off of it for a while. 
 
MONTY: That makes sense. 
 
MANNING:  And I agree with Dan.  Jerry you make a good point but the Town of Ticonderoga 
would like for you to see it the other way. Good point but I would recommend that we go with 
what the town is requesting. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Would you mind restating the resolution with no reasons at the end, just the 
resolution. 
 
MANNING: Alright it will be a resolution authorizing the county chairman or the county manager 
to enter into a contract with the Town of Ticonderoga relative to the Town of Ticonderoga 
demolishing both buildings located at 149 Lord Howe Street and 130 The Portage Street and 
once demolished the county will sell at private sale the property and deliver the proceeds of the 
sale up to the amount of the demolition cost to the Town of Ticonderoga. 
 
GARRISON: You need twelve. 
 
GILLILLAND: I need twelve to allow it on the floor please? 
 
GARRISON: We do, yes thank you. 
 
RESOLUTION #196 – AUTHORIZING THE COUNTY CHAIRMAN OR COUNTY MANAGER 
TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH THE TOWN OF TICONDEROGA WHEREIN THE 
TOWN WILL DEMOLISH, REMOVE, DESTROY AND DISPOSE OF THE BUILDINGS 
LOCATED AT 149 LORD HOWE STREET AND 130 THE PORTAGE LOCATED IN THE 
TOWN OF TICONDEROGA BEARING TAX MAP NO. 150.42-6-9.000 AND 150.51-6-12.200 
RESPECTIVELY AND UPON SUCH REMOVAL AND DISPOSAL, THE COUNTY OF ESSEX 
AGREES TO SELL THE PROPERTIES AT PRIVATE SALE OR ALTERNATIVELY BY 
BIDDING OR AUCTION WITH ANY AND ALL SALE PROCEEDS TO BE PAID TO THE 
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TOWN OF TICONDEROGA TO REIMBURSE IT FOR COST OF DEMOLITION AND 
REMOVAL UP TO BUT NOT EXCEEDING THE ACTUAL DEMOLITION AND REMOVAL 
COST. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Morrow, seconded by Mr. Monty and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows: 
AYES:  2197 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:    724 votes (Harrington, Tyler, Scozzafava, Preston) 
 
GILLILLAND:  Discussion? 
 
MORROW: Just a question for Joe so the town wants the county to sell it? 
 
GIORDANO: Yes. 
 
MORROW: Okay, no problem then. 
 
WINEMILLER: I just have a question with regards to the liability if Ticonderoga is going to be 
doing the demolition and the county owns it who the insurance involved with that? 
 
MANNING: It’s a good question.  In the contract between the two of us there will be an 
insurance clause naming us as additional insured on the certificate holder and also there will be 
an indemnification clause in the contract that says it will indemnify, defend and holds us 
harmless from any all so it is standard operating procedure but it’s a good question. 
 
GILLILLAND: Further discussion? 
 
POLITI: I just want to make sure Joe that’s what you want to do? 
 
GIORDANO:  Yes. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Anything else? Roll call please. 
Any further business to come before this board?   
 
WILSON: Just a reminder Rob and Todd are here.  I know it’s been a long meeting but the 
water operator, sewer operator regulations presentation is really worth seeing if you can stick 
around. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Thank you. Any further business to come before this board?  If not, we are 
adjourned. 
 
 As there was no further discussion to come before this regular board meeting it was 
adjourned at 11:25 a.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Judy Garrison, Clerk 
Board of Supervisors  


