
REGULAR BOARD 
Monday, August 3, 2020 @ 10:00 a.m. 

 
 

Chairman Gillilland called this Regular Board meeting to order at 10:00 a.m. with the following 
supervisors in attendance: Clayton Barber, Robin DeLoria, Archie Depo, Stephanie DeZalia, 
Shaun Gillilland, Joe Giordano, Charles Harrington, Roy Holzer, Ken Hughes, Steve McNally, 
Noel Merrihew, Jim Monty, Jay Rand, Tom Scozzafava, Jeffrey Subra, Michael Tyler, Joe Pete 
Wilson and Davina Winemiller.  
 
Department heads present were:  Michael Diskin, James Dougan, Judy Garrison, Daniel Palmer, 
David Reynolds, Dan Manning, Sue Montgomery-Corey and Heather Sheehan.  
 
News media:  Sun News – Tim Rowland 
 
Also present:  Assemblyman Dan Stec, Deb Capezzuti, Matthew Pray and Margaret Bartley. 
 
Deputies present:  Dan Tedford 
 
 
GILLILLAND:  I will call this meeting of the Board of Supervisors to order.  Will you join me to the 
salute to the flag please.  Thank you.  Can I have the roll call please Judy.  Thank you.  First of 
all, we have some guests this morning. The first one is our victorious Assemblyman.  
Assemblyman Dan Stec here to address the board. 
 
ASSEMBLYMAN STEC:  Good morning Chairman. Thank you.  Good morning everybody.  It’s 
good to be here with all of you. Since I was here a month ago we’ve been back in session trying 
to do the typical end of the year session wrap up so there wasn’t much specifically done by the 
way of Covid or anything of the moment of what we’ve got coming and I imagine the rumor is 
we’re likely to go back into session sometime in August predominantly to react to whatever the 
Federal Government will do with their Covid package that they are working on, they are still 
debating it right now so we may very well need to come back to react to that as you all know both 
the Government’s and school’s aide from the State has been a big question mark for the last few 
months pending whatever the Federal Government may do and there’s been some debate as to 
what we will go in and change, raising taxes and what not the Governor has expressed hesitance 
which I’m comfortable sharing his hesitance on that thought but when we were in session last I 
know there was also a hope and a push there’s three Adirondack related Constitutional 
amendments that are pending out there that the department has and a small editorial not editorial 
but just my observation the Department got the language to the legislature pretty late in the game 
for them to react to it’s not the first time that that’s happened.  It’s almost par for the course and 
again I don’t want to be too heavy hitter in criticism but I think that plays a factor in our ability to 
react to legislation that the department and the Governor wants and again, in fairness it’s very 
quiet possible that they anticipate that we will be going back in.  I know that’s the hope of a lot of 
our Adirondack colleagues around the Adirondacks that have been working on this Bill Farber, 
Jerry Delaney to name a couple that are pushing these issues but the three one is certainly very 
relevant to Essex County that’s the ORDA for Mount Van Hoevenberg and university games tree 
cutting constitutional amendment that is one that seems to have broad support and the Governor’s 
office is very anxious about that one.  I think that is one that they would really like to take care of 
first passage, all three of these were talking about is first passage so the urgency here is if we get 
first passage in 2020 we can get second passage in 2021 and it can be in front of the voters next 
November.  If that doesn’t happen this year then that means that first passage would happen 



Regular Board 
Monday, August 3, 2020  2 
 
2021 and we would have to wait until 2023 for second passage, in November of 2023 so we would 
lose two years if we don’t get something done now.  I suspect that Covid played a big hand in 
this.  This is the kind of thing that got would have gotten worked on and came together in May 
and June but May and June Albany was a ghost town and what little work that was getting done 
was being done by Zoom and it was really hard to negotiate constitutional amendments not in 
person and over Zoom but so, the ORDA was one and then the other two Camp Gabriels in 
Franklin County and then Cat Head mountain which is a property swap similar to NYCO Mineral 
as far as a property swap with a hunting club and public land to facilitate access to a mountain 
top communications tower and that’s in Hamilton County so of the three that one seems to have 
the most hiccups right now with a couple of environmental groups.  The Camp Gabriel’s one 
seems to have broad support amongst the environmental advocacy groups and like I said of the 
three the one that has the most comfort with all groups involved is the ORDA one which is relevant 
to Essex County so all three of those the hope is try to get a first passage through and then in 
theory we could be getting a second passage in 2021 and voting on it in November which that 
timeline is really important for ORDA they can’t afford to lose two years.  We encourage the DEC 
and the Governor’s office to continue working on that.  I talked with my colleagues in the 
Assembly, Chairman Engelbrite, DEC Chair this would need his blessing and I think he’s 
comfortable with the two I mentioned.  I think there is some concern with some of the 
environmental groups with Cat Head Mountain that, he’s not quite there on that one yet again 
that’s him I don’t think directly you guys should be too concerned about it.  Other than they are a 
neighboring county and your insurance for them to have the resources they need for public safety 
because it is a public safety concern to address so that’s the update from the last thirty days since 
I was last here and if there is any questions I’d be happy to deal with them. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA:  Good morning Dan.  As I’m sure you are aware because I’m sure you get ten 
times the calls that I get Internet, Spectrum, Charter when they allowed the Spectrum and Charter 
to buy out Time Warner there’s all these regulations that they are supposed to go by they are 
supposed to expand service to one-hundred seventy thousand houses I know they were fined 
once. 
 
ASSEMBLYMAN STEC:  One hundred forty-five. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA:  One hundred forty-five thousand I know they fined and probably gladly paid the 
fine because that’s a lot cheaper than doing an expansion in services so I mean I get this question 
continuously especially during Covid because there is a lot of people out there that have children 
that can’t do the online and so on. Where are we with any of that?  My second question is public 
service commission; do they still exist? 
 
ASSEMBLYMAN STEC:  In reverse order the Public Service Commission it does still exist.  You 
reminded me of two bills that passed when we were last in session a couple weeks ago one, had 
to do with Broadband, it was a broadband issue I was co-sponsor of the bill, it passed both houses.  
I fielded some reporter’s questions on it last week because everyone is trying to guess will the 
Governor sign it; will he veto it or not.  For the life of me the bill is a study bill which is shorthand 
for it doesn’t spend a lot of money but what it does it holds feet to the fire and it would require a 
detailed map and my remarks to the reports I wasn’t at that meeting a couple years ago in Lake 
Placid I know that Shaun and some of you were there I guess it was a very exciting meeting of 
the broadband office as to what your opinions were of the accuracy of their maps and I shared 
that history with the reporter that I spoke with that this would require an honesty to goodness map 
that shows exactly where services is and is not so that bill is going to go the Governor before the 
end of the year now hopefully he signs it and that would require the Public Service Commission 
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to produce that map with a year and again, I mean we’re talking years now so the timeframe for 
getting Broadband out there to some of these places is going to be a while. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA:   Has Charter met the criteria that was laid out in from of them prior to permission 
to do the merger to take over Time Warner? 
 
ASSEMBLYMAN STEC:  As you talk about they were on the hook for some things and they didn’t 
meet their deadlines and I think they did end up paying some fines.  I haven’t heard anything new 
yet as to whether or not they are in good graces again with their obligations on the merger 
agreement that they have with the State. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA:  And then the last question, the matching monies that is out there for the cable 
provider, Internet, broadband? 
 
ASSEMBLYMAN STEC:  A few years ago with the legislature in the budget provided a half a 
billion dollars of funding for broadband and it got allocated out through a bid process would match 
with service providers over four phases and I think it was between phase 2 and 3 or maybe 3 and 
4 where that meeting happened with some Essex County Supervisors up in Lake Placid that day.  
All five hundred million of the State funds have been allocated so it’s been awarded but as you all 
know with grants, it’s been awarded that doesn’t mean that shovels have been put in the ground 
it’s not done so there’s some frustration there some of that hold up now is going to get blamed on 
Covid but frankly a lot of this stuff is pre dates Covid anyways and it was make ready so there’s 
these poles that all of a sudden the internet search provider wants to string their fiber optic line 
on the pole well, you can’t do it to this pole, this pole needs to be updated and you need to pay 
for it so I get that there is certainly was concerned expressed that the service providers getting 
squeezed and some of this grant money being forced to spend on National Grid owned poles or 
other utility owned poles was that fair or not fair or was that an unfortunate diversion away from 
laying cable instead we had to go and fix somebody’s 50 year old telephone pole so some of that 
$500 million did not go as far as everyone wanted it to.  I think there’s probably a need for more 
and again, that study bill that we approved should tell us alright, this is where we were, this is 
where we are with the $500 million that the State allocated and there’s some Federal money in 
play as well.  How much more is needed to get this done?  For everyone that isn’t getting fiber 
they are getting used satellite I guess, better than nothing if you didn’t have it but compared to 
your neighbor everyone wants fiber over satellite because there’s obvious advantages and limits 
on what satellite can do. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA:  The existing regulation I guess the last mile?  Is that what they call it?  Where 
they have this separation.  I have situations in Moriah where you’ve got a quarter of a mile 
between the last house to have service and the next house and Time Warner sends them back, 
yup, we’ll give you service $7,000 it will cost you.  I mean, so I mean that’s a grey area that 
regulation and I guess my question would be is that legislative, is that a statue? 
 
ASSEMBLYMAN STEC:  There’s another bill sponsored in the Assembly by a friend of mine 
Shaun Ryan who is from the Buffalo area but for a guy from Buffalo I have had a lot Adirondack 
conversations with him.  He’s a fan of the Adirondacks and has spends a fair amount of time here 
it was his bill and I co-sponsored this as well to deal with these fees.  There’s a lot of fees on 
State roads so they’re not local or county roads but state highways the fees would require axing 
would be an expansion and makes it cost prohibited to run fiber to a lot of people that live along 
these state highways so this bill would have them waive the state fee.  It was waived, Jim correct 
me if I’m wrong it was waived during the awarding process for those grants that were awarded 
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they were exempt from that but now that those grants are over that fee structure is still in place 
going forward for the future so that is another reason why a lot of people are it’s just a mile down 
the road and these taxes on state highways that really added to the cost.  Jim is nodding his head 
so I think I’ve got it mostly right.  Jim’s done a lot of work I should point out on this very issue and 
I want to thank him for that. 
 
MONTY: I can answer one of your questions too partially about a week ago we had, Dave Wolf 
and myself had a conversation with Debra LeVall and Joseph Yakel from the Public Service 
Commission and 17 anomalies within the Town of Lewis, seven of which were eight people who 
paid to have almost $15,000 to have fiber run to their homes yet, Charter/Spectrum claimed them 
on their bill out.  There was the other nine the line ran by the house already they counted those 
and they called it a kayak agreement which allows them to count them even though the line was 
there they weren’t actually billing out the line so that’s why I sent out the email to you guys if 
anybody with Charter so what they are hopefully going to do and I won’t take up a lot of time on 
this but I’m going to send another email out have you guys all request Charter/Spectrum give you 
a current buildout map of what you have established and what they are supposed to bill out in 
your area so that you can do what I did. You can search and I will sit down and help you where 
we can so that you can prove what’s going on in your town. Dave has done this with the Town of 
Webb and he’s got over one hundred anomalies in the Town of Webb so we are working on this.  
Joseph Yakel and Debra LaVall at the Public Service Commission that handles this. 
 
HUGHES:  I had a question about re-opening schools.  Is it the sole decision of the Department 
of Health to approve the plans or is the Department of Education involved in that conversation?  
Can you speak to that? 
 
ASSEMBLYMAN STEC:  I’ll try.  I’m not sure if that has been clearly laid out yet.  I imagine it’s a 
practical matter that both DOH and the Department of Ed are going to take their cut at it and I do 
believe that is today or this week that the Governor is going to roll so the schools have kind of 
rolled out their preliminary plans last week or so and then the Governor is supposedly going to 
react to that with his own further guidelines today but I think DOH and the State Ed are going to 
have to both take their cut at this and in that vein I imagine where we are going to land is going 
to be some sort of hybrid you know it won’t be full open and I don’t think any of us expect or want 
that and similarly it better not be what we did in May and June because I thought that was a train 
wreck.  I don’t think the kids got anything out of that and in fairness to the schools it was 
unforeseen, unplanned for so you just spring on them hey, guess what we’re closing in three days 
figure out distance learning so hats off to the schools for doing what they did and again this hybrid 
is going to look like a lot of broadband and this circles us back to Tom’s original point and I don’t 
need to tell anyone in this room you know we had issues with broadband service before Covid 
and its importance already established as to what it does for home values, what it does for 
commerce, what it does for public safety but now after Covid you roll in commerce economic 
development everyone is working from home so it’s not like you have to spike at the dinner hour 
when everyone is on it, everyone is on it all the time now and you roll in we’re trying to educate 
an entire generation of kids on the internet during the day and tele-med.  I mean, tele-med was 
something it was nice, it was out there, we knew it was a convenience thing, it was important to 
rural areas but who knew that we were going to become so reliant on tele-med so it’s just all those 
things added further pressure and it is a more pressing issue today than it was six months ago. 
I know Jim Monty and Dave Wolf have done a lot of work.  Dave Wolf who lives in Franklin County 
and he has done a lot of work for them up there and I want to thank both Jim and Dave and he’s 
not here today but if you guys never met Dave Wolf if he ever comes to a meeting here and you 
can there I would encourage you.  He’s a wealth of information, he’s done a lot of work on this he 
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knows it frontwards and backwards and that one-hundred forty-five thousand there’s a lot of 
people that tongue and cheek expected that one-hundred forty-five thousand has been credited 
five or six times over throughout the State and it’s a State secret, actually it’s not a State secret 
it’s a trade secret of spectrum as to who these 145,000 are so it’s very difficult to know for sure 
who is on that 145,000 list and who isn’t as far as try to entice somebody else to come in if you’re 
not in the 145,000 that they are obligated to it’s very guarded which I think collecting the data and 
doing the analysis more challenging.  I know Jim’s has done a ton of work in his town and the 
county so thank you Jim. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Further questions for the Assemblyman?  Alright, thank you very much.  Thanks 
for coming. 
Our next guest is Mr. Matthew Pray from Chesterfield he wants to talk about bridges and 
walkways. 
 
PRAY:  Good morning everybody.  My name is Matthew Pray I’m a resident of Keeseville and I’m 
talking just solely by myself today.  I’m talking on behalf of a large number of residents from 
Keeseville.  I large number of businesses in Keeseville, a large number of community groups as 
well as former residents.  I’ve never spoken in front of a county board before so I hope as I go 
along today and talk about this maybe I will earn some merits because I’m not one to do this. 
For ten years I’ve been having conversations with people in Keeseville about the status of our 
historic bridges. We have two bridges that are historic on the register that are currently closed 
and basically every time I talk with somebody there’s support of these bridges being reopened 
and someone always says someone should do something about it and nobody in town well, I 
shouldn’t say nobody but nobody has done as much as I have in effort in the last ten days to do 
this so recently about one of our historic bridges it’s called the Upper Bridge in Keeseville about 
being removed and a lot of times in Keeseville the rumors going around and nobody knows what 
the facts are so I started looking into it and I met with Mr. Barber and we found out that yes, the 
Upper Bridge was scheduled to be removed and so over the last ten days I’ve done a little bit of 
research. This subject has been traditionally a little bit difficult on the county level and what I’m 
going to do today is talk about a new dialogue that we can do to move forward on this process.  
The Village of Keeseville is a little bit strange because Ausable River cuts right through town and 
on one side you have the Town of Ausable and on the other side is the Town of Chesterfield, one 
side is Clinton County the other side is Essex County which makes things very difficult to get 
done, a lot of things to get done because of all the people that are involved.  So the bridges in 
Keeseville are part of Keeseville’s heritage and we’re in danger of losing them and I don’t want to 
waste a lot of your time but in ten days I’ve gotten 764, actually 770 now but 764 petition 
signatures from former residents, residents from Clinton and Essex county and residents from 
Keeseville that have moved away and support the bridges being restored.  I’ve got a message 
from a man who lives in Japan and he said, I used to live in Keeseville.  I recognize the importance 
of these bridges and I support them wholly.   
We are focusing on four different things.  The historical aspect of the bridges.  Tourism to the 
area.  The local economy supporting our businesses and traffic safety.  I’m going to skim through 
two of the bridges first because they are not high priority and then I’m going to talk about the 
upper bridge which is extremely, we want to make it our priority. 
First is the suspension bridge our walking bridge in the Village of Keeseville.  I was walking on it 
recently trees are overgrowing the cables on the bridge causing damage.  I approached the towns 
it was quickly the grass was planted and trees were trimmed but I noticed the bridge hasn’t been 
painted in about thirty years and I can’t remember the last time it was painted to be honest and it 
is my fear that this bridge would close relatively soon and be just like the other bridge that was 
closed and if that bridge closes we would lose a lot in Keeseville.  We would lose everything. So 
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that bridge was built in 1988.  I don’t know a lot of the details but it’s a big concern and we would 
like that bridge to remain. 
The next bridge is the Ausable Chasm bridge over Rainbow Falls it’s on the old state road.  Now 
again it’s on the national historic registry but there are other important things as well.  Originally 
the cost was quite low to repair the bridge and it’s been closed for years. Ausable Chasm I won’t 
say it’s the largest because I don’t know the facts for sure but it is one of the largest tourist 
attractions in the area we have visitors from all over the world.  I am not speaking on behalf of the 
Ausable Chasm Company.  I am an employee there and I see thousands of people coming in and 
what they always ask is can we go to Rainbow Falls Bridge and look up and I have to tell them 
no, sorry the bridge is closed.  They are able to walk to the bridge and see the closed bridge sign.  
This doesn’t look good for our community.  NYSEG has just put in a new multi-million-dollar dam 
there they completely restored it.  It’s actually beautiful and I invite you all to take a look at it.  It’s 
one of the most unique areas in the town and we also have new businesses on the Mace Chasm 
Road behind the bridge we have a new brewery, we have several farm stands and we would like 
to support those businesses by opening up that vital transportation route. 
The priority is our upper bridge and I emailed most of you if you didn’t get it last night I wanted 
you to have the information so I emailed you the petition.  I emailed the comments from residents.  
I also emailed you the project from 2008, that this board supported and we thank you for that 
support.  I will get into that in just a second.  So the upper bridge is not only on the historic register 
but it’s also on the civil engineer’s register which is more prestigious and this county this board 
found that that bridge was a vital transportation route and they sought a $2.1million dollar grant 
to restore that bridge.  The plans I emailed you from 2008, and basically that $2.1 million dollar 
grant the county was supposed to pay 20% of the restoration and Essex County reached out to 
Clinton county and asked them to pay for 10% which is a reasonable offer we thank you for doing 
that but at that point that county declined and they didn’t want to do it and that’s where living on 
each side of the river, Clinton County, Essex County, Town of Ausable, Town of Chesterfield sort 
of bureaucracy and politics got in the way and the residents suffered from that and so what 
happened is in 2011, when Hurricane Irene hit our two bridges that were opened were closed 
because the water was high.  The upper bridge was already closed but it stands higher and had 
no damage from Hurricane Irene and we could not get access to ambulances to one side of our 
town so it was a vital service that was cut off so ambulances had to be parked on one side of the 
road and the Town of Ausable is calling for that bridge, the upper bridge to have a ten-ton limit to 
allow ambulances to cross over.  
The other importance that I would like to bring to your attention is in Keeseville the Arch Bridge 
and our State bridge converts to one intersection all the residents have to drive all the way around 
town and then back to their houses on the other side of the river and that intersection is 
overwhelmed.  I picked a five-minute time period just this past week and I took my phone out and 
I recorded a couple just five minutes and what I saw was a near collision at that intersection, a 
car not stopping for a pedestrian in the walkway and every car coming across the Arch bridge 
turning right up our hill where they could have gone to the upper bridge route which would 
eliminate the congestion at that intersection.  Now the other plans for that intersection such as 
putting in a four-way traffic light that’s just going to back up traffic through down town as well as 
restoring the Arch Bridge to no weight limit for larger trucks I can guarantee you that everybody 
that I talked to in Keeseville does not want larger trucks going across our bridge so I’m just going 
to leave it at that but there’s other things like tourism, bicycle tourism with the Keeseville 
community development corporation is looking into grants for putting into bike paths.  There’s a 
huge movement in Keeseville, downtown revitalization, we have a credit union going in, we have 
a new park going in in the Town of Ausable. We want our downtown to look great and right now 
if you drive through downtown there is closed bridge signs everywhere.  We also have the empire 
trail that goes right through our village as well as businesses we want to support. 
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Now here’s a list and I’m almost done, I won’t take much more time just a list of supporting groups 
from the ten days as well as the 2008 list Town of Ausable, Town of Chesterfield, Village of 
Keeseville Development Corporation, Adirondack North Country Heritage, Ausable Chasm, the 
fire department and a list of about twenty-five here just in the last few days so this petition we 
thank you for accepting today. There’s one thing I’m going to give you today is the very first thing 
I’m going to ask is this upper bridge in Keeseville is not in imminent danger of collapsing. We are 
going to ask for some time to find the appropriate grant money so if we could somehow arrange 
for the halting of the plans to remove the upper bridge and allow us to find a way to make it happen 
we would appreciate that today and we ask that the new dialogue be somehow come up ways to 
seek for grants for these historic bridges and seek for Federal and State funding for infrastructure 
programs because these bridges are all vital in different ways. 
The third and fourth thing I would like to talk about is prioritizing the upper bridge to a ten-ton load 
limit to allow for ambulance travel and the fourth thing, a plan to over the next several years we’re 
not in a, we realize this is a project, we realize it is going to take time but over the next few years 
develop a plan to maintain these bridges because of all those reasons I listed before.  We want 
to change the dialogue to it can’t be done, we are not interested in it being done, we want to show 
you that everyone in our downtown is interested in this for various reasons whether its traffic 
safety, whether it’s history or supporting businesses or inviting tourists to stay longer and support 
businesses all these things we want to change the dialogue to let’s get done and we need your 
support.  We are asking for your help.  We understand this kind an unpreceded with Covid-19 and 
funding is an issue at this point but there is grant funding to help in these types of situations and 
thank you for your time.  I also wanted to mention with the board approval I am sort of naive when 
it comes to this kind of stuff I have another guest speaker Steve from Adirondack Heritage.  He 
has a few things to say if you would be welcoming to him for just a few minutes I would appreciate 
that but I don’t know what the protocol is here.  Thank you for your time, I really appreciate it. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Thank you.  Jim, do we own that bridge? 
 
DOUGAN:  Yes, we do. 
 
GILLILLAND:  We do?  Okay.  Any questions for Mr. Pray? 
 
BARBER:  I did call on behalf of our community a week and a half ago and I called Jim to get his 
opinion on the bridge. This past weekend my concerns were as he said during Hurricane Irene 
the Arch Bridge and the State bridge was closed for that period of time.  I know hurricanes don’t 
happen all the time but now I was looking into whether or not the reason why they were closed 
and obviously for safety reasons whether or not any work was done since then on the Arch Bridge 
or the state bridge.  I did also to go around for safety reasons if you come from the Town of 
Ausable which the Fire Department is on it’s an extra twenty minutes, twenty-five minutes to come 
back to the Town of Keeseville. Those are my concerns. 
 
PRAY:  The fire department in Keeseville has also mentioned that the way the town is set up the 
upper bridge coming from one side of town if they are trying to get to the hospital it will cut out 
vital minutes rather than driving all the way through the town they used to use that route all the 
time to get out of town to get to the Northway, going to the hospital they wanted me to mention 
that so it’s along the same lines of what you’re saying. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Mr. Dougan I was wondering if you could provide the board maybe at the DPW a 
report on all these bridges so we know what the status is of all of them so we can take a look at 
this.   So we can have all the better information for the board. 
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DOUGAN:  Sure. 
 
GILLILLAND: Thank you.  Any more questions for Mr. Pray?  Alright, thank you very much Mr. 
Pray take care. 
 
PRAY:  Who would I submit the petition to? 
 
PALMER:  Judy 
 
PRAY:  Will you allow Steve to say a few words as well? 
 
GILLILLAND:  We are kind of pressed for time right now.  I appreciate it though.  If you would be 
willing to speak to Jim Dougan he is going to put this report together if you don’t mind.  Thank 
you.  We will move onto resolutions at this time. 
 
RESOLUTION #176 – OF APPRECIATION TO THE ESSEX COUNTY FARM TO SCHOOL 
PROGRAMS. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Monty, seconded by Mr. Giordano and duly adopted. 
 
RESOLUTION #177 -  AUTHORIZING TO RECLASSIFY TWO POSITIONS IN THE ESSEX 
COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT FROM PROGRAM COORDINATOR TO PUBLIC HEALTH 
PLANNER AND OUTREACH COORDINATOR TO PREPAREDNESS COORDINATOR. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Harrington, seconded by Mr. Giordano and adopted 
upon a roll-call vote as follows:  
AYES:  2921 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:        0 votes  
 
RESOLUTION #178 – AUTHORIZING ESSEX COUNTY MENTAL HEALTH DEPARTMENT TO 
ENTER INTO A CONTRACT WITH PROFESSIONAL PRACTICE GROUP OF THE 
DEPARTMENT OF PSYCHIATRY AT THE UPSTATE MEDICAL UNIVERSITY FOR TWO 
MENTAL  HEALTH PSYCHIATRIC NURSE PRACTITIONERS  
This resolution was moved by Mr. Giordano, seconded by Mr. Hughes and adopted upon 
a roll-call vote as follows:  
AYES:  2921 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:        0 votes 
 
RESOLUTION #179 – AUTHORIZING APPOINTMENTS TO BOARDS, COMMITTEES AND/OR 
COUNCILS. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Tyler, seconded by Mr. Harrington and duly adopted. 
 
RESOLUTION #180 – AUTHORIZING THE ESSEX COUNTY PURCHASING AGENT TO GO 
TO BID FOR VARIOUS DEPARTMENTS. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Scozzafava, seconded by Mr. Hughes and duly adopted. 
 
RESOLUTION #181 – AUTHORIZING A REFUND IN THE AMOUNT OF $3,333.33 TO 
WILLSBORO CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT FOR OVERPAYMENT OF SCHOOL 
RESOURCE OFFICER SERVICES. 
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This resolution was moved by Mr. Monty, seconded by Mr. Depo and adopted upon a roll-
call vote as follows:  
AYES:  2921 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:        0 votes 
 
RESOLUTION # 182 – AUTHORIZING BUDGET AMENDMENTS FOR VARIOUS 
DEPARTMENTS. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Scozzafava, seconded by Mr. Monty and adopted upon 
a roll-call vote as follows:  
AYES:  2921 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:        0 votes 
 
RESOLUTION #183 – AUTHORIZING CONTRACT AMENDMENTS/CHANGE ORDERS IN 
VARIOUS DEPARTMENTS. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Depo, seconded by Mr. Barber and adopted upon a roll-
call vote as follows:  
AYES:  2921 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:        0 votes 
 
RESOLUTION #184 – AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASING AGENT TO AWARD BIDS, ISSUE 
CONTRACTS OR PURCHASE ORDERS. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Rand, seconded by Mr. Scozzafava and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows:  
AYES:  2921 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:        0 votes 
 
RESOLUTION #185 – AUTHORIZING THE ESSEX COUNTY PERSONNEL OFFICE TO 
RESUME CHARGING FOR ALL CIVIL SERVICE EXAMS EFFECTIVE SEPTEMBER 1, 2020. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Monty, seconded by Mrs. DeZalia and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows:  
AYES:  2921 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:        0 votes 
 
RESOLUTION # 186 – IN OPPOSITION TO PROPOSED SENATE BILL S8334-A ASSEMBLY 
BILL A10626-A WHICH PROPOSES TO AMEND THE LABOR LAW, IN RELATION TO THE 
PAYMENT OF PREVAILING WAGE FOR WORK INVOLVING THE DELIVERY TO AND 
HAULING OF AGGREGATE SUPPLY CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Monty, seconded unanimously and duly adopted. 
 
RESOLUTION #187 – CONDEMNING DISCRIMINATION 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Wilson, seconded unanimously and duly adopted. 
 
RESOLUTION #188 – OF CONDOLENCE TO THE FAMILY OF SHIRLEY CROSS LAFOREST. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Hughes, seconded unanimously and duly adopted. 
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RESOLUTION #189 – AUTHORIZING THE USE OF THE ESSEX COUNTY FAIRGROUNDS 
TO CONDUCT A FARM TIRE DRIVE TO BE HELD IN SEPTEMBER, 2020, BY ESSEX 
COUNTY SOIL & WATER CONSERVATION. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Tyler, seconded Mr. Monty and duly adopted. 
 
RESOLUTION #190 – SETTING THE DATE FOR A PUBLIC HEARING ON THE PROPOSED 
2020-21 NORTH COUNTRY COMMUNITY COLLEGE OPERATING BUDGET TO BE HELD ON 
AUGUST 10, 2020, AT 9:00 A.M. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Scozzafava, seconded Mr. Wilson and duly adopted. 
 
GARRISON:  Resolutions from the floor. 
 
RESOLUTION #191 – AUTHORIZING THE COUNTY CHAIRMAN OR COUNTY MANAGER TO 
EXECUTE A SPECIAL COUNSEL AGREEMENT WITH NS PR LAW SERVICES D/B/A NAPOLI 
SCKOLNIK, PLLC FOR LEGAL REPRESENTATION IN CLAIMS RELATED TO 
OVERPAYMENT FOR GENERIC PHARMACEUTICALS, AT NO COST TO ESSEX COUNTY. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Monty, seconded by Mr. Merrihew and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows:  
AYES:  2921 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:        0 votes 
 
GILLILLAND:  Discussion?  Mr. Manning do you have anything on this? 
 
MANNING:  Yes, as you know we currently retained Napoli Sckolnik with respect to opioid 
litigations now they’ve also become involved in representing many of the municipalities throughout 
the state to go after many of the generic and pharmaceutical companies for price fixing and 
engaging in any trust violations so on the one hand we have the opioid representation by them 
but they also it’s our recommendation Dan Tedford has done some work with this that we sign a 
retainer agreement with Napoli Sckolnik to represent us with respect to price fixing and 
pharmaceuticals, generic drugs. 
 
GILLILLAND: Thank you. Any other discussion?  Being none, roll call please. 
 
RESOLUTION #192 – AUTHORIZING THE HEALTH DEPARTMENT TO ACCEPT A TWO 
YEAR GRANT FROM THE HEALTH RESEARCH INC. AND NEW YORK STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH (HRI/NYSDOH) FOR COVID-19 PURPOSES, IN THE TOTAL 
AMOUNT OF $151,248.00 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Depo, seconded by Mr. Scozzafava and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows:  
AYES:  2921 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:        0 votes 
 
GILLILLAND:  Discussion? 
 
WINEMILLER:  Is there a match on this or is there 25% withholding? 
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PALMER:  No, no there’s no match per say actually the grant amount was supposed to be 
$201,000 and the State is withholding 25% before we even start so it goes out at one fifty-one we 
would then only spend the one fifty-one to be honest. 
 
WINEMILLER:  Thank you. 
 
GILLILLAND: Further discussion?  Being none, roll call please. 
 
GARRISON:  That is all I have. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Any resolutions from the board? 
 
TYLER: I have one.  A resolution of condolence to Jim Monty’s mother-law passed away recently. 
 
RESOLUTION #193 – OF CONDOLENCE TO THE FAMILY OF GLORIA DOBSON. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Tyler, seconded unanimously and duly adopted. 
 
TYLER: I have one other issue.  I would like to have Mr. Diskin come up to the podium.  I had 
received a message from Guy Lever a resident in Westport regarding, the message is regarding 
our tax map #646.  We moved last year, provided a change in address Lisa Decker Essex County 
Deputy Treasurer attached, confirmed that change it was modified as unit 105 instead of 1052.  
Somehow we never received an original invoice we did however receive a notice dated March 2, 
2020, that clearly indicates unit 105, instead of 1052.  I did speak with Lisa Decker and the 
correction was made on July 8, 2020. We had been staying in our home in Whistler during Covid-
19 and as March 11, 2020 we did not receive a notice until our return on July 5, 2020.  I have an 
email from Mrs. Decker it’s dated July 8, 2020 saying that she had contacted you to have our 
penalties reversed under these circumstances.  Please forward a copy of the request to Lisa 
Decker at your convenience.  Thank you for taking the time to address this matter. 
So Mr. Lever is requesting that he have his penalties reversed and I would like Mr. Diskin shed a 
little light on it a little more. 
 
DISKIN:  After Mr. Tyler contacted me and I read the email and I researched this and there was 
a change of address request in the 2019 this tax payer lived at this property since 2006, I believe 
and had always gotten his bills at his former address, got his school bills, property bills and 
everything else and paid them in a timely manner and always paid them without penalties so he 
certainly was aware that he had two tax bills every year if he was getting them and paying them 
as quick as they came in.  However, he moved some time in 2019 and requested a change of 
address and as Mr. Tyler said the reason it read unit 105 instead of 1052, was because of the 
size of the address, the Montreal address was a fairly large one.  I’m going to try and read it but 
it was large enough so it didn’t have enough space to in there to fit it all in so apparently the 2 got 
dropped off however, his school tax that fall the fall of 2019, went to that address unit 105 and 
was paid right away in September as soon as he got it which it almost leads me to believe he still 
got it at home didn’t say 1052.  The property address he claims he didn’t get it apparently he didn’t 
make any contact or any attempt to contact the Town of Westport to see where his bill was but 
the second notice which went to the same address as the original bill somehow got to that unit 
105 because it was there when he got back.  I found out it was mailed early in March which is 
typically for the tax collectors to send the second notice saying that your property tax hasn’t been 
paid but the timing of him receiving it he left for as Mr. Tyler said, for Whistler, British Columbia 
apparently to get away from the Covid crisis in Montreal and didn’t get back until July but it was 
there when he got back which again, it leads me to believe the address was correct because his 
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school tax got paid and his second notice was there sitting for him when he got back so in my 
opinion I think we really, this is not something we should do.  Whether he overlooked the bill or 
whatever I think it’s an obligation of the taxpayer he knows he got a tax bill to look for it the address 
went to the school bill went there fine and the second notice went there fine I just have a hard 
time believing that the original tax bill didn’t get there as well that’s why I not recommend that they 
do it. 
 
MONTY:  What’s the dollar amount Mike? 
 
DISKIN:  It was $294.63 would be interest and penalty waived. The assessed value of the property 
is about $303,000. 
 
GILLILLAND: Any further questions for Mr. Diskin? 
 
WINEMILLER:  Has he ever paid late before? 
 
DISKIN:  No.  I looked at it to see if he ever paid past the end of January and he’s always paid it 
and his school taxes as far as I can go back have been paid every month in September so that 
leads me to believe that he is very aware when the bills come out. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Further questions?  Thank you.  Mr. Tyler are you making a motion on this?  A 
resolution to have that forgiven? 
 
TYLER: I will make that motion. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Alright do I have a second?  Mr. Scozzafava. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA: I will second for discussion.  I’m pretty sure we have a resolution somewhere that 
says we don’t do this unless the County Treasurer and the County Attorney approves it. 
 
PALMER: This is again the issue isn’t the money so to speak what you’re really talking about here 
is a transfer of responsibility.  If we start accepting that people did not get theirs, if they say I didn’t 
pay my tax bill because I did not get it in the mail then that transfer that responsibility back to us 
which you really don’t want to do because there’s going to be a whole lot more of them claiming 
the same thing. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA:  Once we open that door we can’t close it. 
 
PALMER:  Yeah, it is a tough thing I mean unless there was some real error made on the part of 
us we typically don’t do this and I’m not being disparaging to somebody but it’s just the reality is 
if you make this exception then you open yourself up to anybody who gets their tax bill saying I 
didn’t get it in the mail that’s why I didn’t pay it, take away the penalties.  
 
GILLILLAND:  Further discussion?  Being none, roll call please. 
 
GARRISON:  Mr. Barber – no; Mr. Harrington – no; Mr. Merrihew – no; Mr. Hughes – no; Mr. 
Depo- no; Mr. Wilson- no; Mr. Monty – no; Mr. McNally – no; Mr. Scozzafava – no; Mr. DeLoria – 
no; Mr. Rand – no; Mrs. DeZalia – no; Mr. Subra – no; Mrs. Winemiller – no; Mr. Giordano – no; 
Mr. Tyler – yes; Mr. Gillilland – no; Mr. Holzer – no.  The resolution is defeated. 
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DEFEATED: 
RESOLUTION # 194 – TO CANCEL PENALTIES, INTEREST AND OTHER CHARGES INT EH 
AMOUNT OF $294.63, ON A PARCEL OF PROPERTY IN THE TOWN OF WESTPORT, 
BEARING TAX MAP #66.2-2-22.131 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Tyler, seconded by Mr. Scozzafava and defeated upon 
a roll-call vote as follows:  
AYES:   106 votes (Tyler) 
NOES:      2815 votes (Barber, Harrington, Merrihew, Hughes, Depo, Wilson, Monty,  
    McNally, Scozzafava, DeLoria, Rand, DeZalia, Subra, 

Winemiller, Giordano, Gillilland, Holzer) 
ABSENT:        0 votes 
 
GILLILLAND:  Thank you.  Further resolutions from the board? 
 
HUGHES:  Not a resolution but I wanted to bring up the conversation about the municipal Ag & 
Markets inspection report on dog services. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Dog services, yes thank you for bringing up Mr. Hughes.  Under discussion – I 
think everybody had seen that the Ag & Markets reports for all your DCO’s and ACO’s are dinging 
us for not having facilities for vicious dogs.  Taking a look there is a change in the contract with 
the North Country SPCA about the housing of dogs and we now don’t have – because of the 
change in the contract I think everybody signed the contract with respect to those who do with 
NCSPCA we don’t have a facility for them.  I know the Town of Moriah holds their own if I’m not 
incorrect.  The issue of course is what happens when you have a vicious dangerous dog which I 
think last year we had two cases I think Mr. Manning? Right?  That went to court?  So they 
developed some evidence and had to be held which of course is a danger and NCSPCA would 
rather not do that.  I did inquire with them and they did say they are open to negotiations but it 
would be an additional cost above the contract for various towns.  So I think of instead of the 
towns all each of us trying to negotiate our contracts individually we should do it as a county 
because vicious dogs when they are held are evidence for generally legal matters that either at 
the Town Justice level or possibly going up to the county forth as well.  So I was asked by several 
supervisors to discuss this issue and see if we have a path forward so I’m throwing it out there. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA:  For clarification our shelter is like a two-day shelter not something you would 
hold for any length of time. The issue would be and I’ve lived it a few times over the years, the 
courts.  You pick the dog up, we hold it and the dog ends up staying there for – we had a situation 
where you know the dog came in as a puppy and came out as a full grown dog and a $6,000 bill 
attached to it.  So the courts is where everything gets bogged down and I can see the SPCA’s 
concern for this because it’s an added expense to house that vicious dog.  You have to keep it 
away from the general population. I don’t have an answer but the court system at least in my 
situation in Moriah that was the problem. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Anybody else? 
 
SCOZZAFAVA:  Just to add to that you’ll never recoup your costs.  It’s going to end up costing 
your town tax payers money because you’re never going to recoup the costs people get the dog 
back, they walk away from it, the courts don’t go after them and you’re holding the bag. 
 
HOLZER:  A question for our county attorney.  Is there any way we can do a county local law that 
would talk about dangerous dogs where we could recoup some of our costs?  I think that was the 



Regular Board 
Monday, August 3, 2020  14 
 
concern that the SPCA with the Ags and Markets.  I’m one of the communities that contract with 
the SPCA as well.  I’m not sure how we are going to address it yet but maybe a countywide 
approach because I think we probably had like 9, 10 towns in the county on that list from Ags and 
Markets?  Am I correct? 
 
GILLILLAND:  Yes.  First of all, a show of hands that contract through SPCA okay so it’s all but 
2.  Okay, thank you. 
 
MANNING:  I don’t know the definite answer to that.  There’s a pre-emption issue the possibility 
of a pre-emption issue because Ags and Markets has already determined how this is supposed 
to work with respect to dangerous dog action.  It does provide, the Ags and Markets law does 
provide that the owner is to pay the costs or the confinement but as Tom says, just like most 
things that run through Justice court you know, you can order them to pay, you can get a 
judgement against them but if they are insolvent you can’t get blood from a stone but I can look  
into whether we and think about whether we could put together some type of a local law but you 
might find yourself in the same boat where we have a local law with all sorts of prohibitions and 
dangers and forcibility by our town Justice court and the same thing is going to happen in the end 
you’ll get a judgement you can file that judgement at the county clerk’s office it will be a lien on 
any real property that they might have which would be a good thing and you can also execute 
against personal property and real property on a judgement but a lot of people don’t do that but it 
can be done the Sheriff knows that so yeah, I can look I into those things but I can’t give you a 
definite answer right now. 
 
WINEMILLER: Just one quick question I didn’t know if it was a possibility to put it on the taxes of 
the property owner?  Is that possible? 
 
MANNING:  Probably not.  There are only certain things that can be placed on your taxes.  I’m 
going to say no, now that I’m thinking about it. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA: Just to add to that, the majority of the cases that we have had dealt with are 
tenants.  You know, someone else owns the property, someone else owns the building. 
 
MANNING:  You’re right because most of the people are on the lower end of the social economic 
ladder and they are renters and they don’t take care of their dogs. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA:  It complicates it even more. 
 
MONTY:  Dan maybe you can help me out with this because I had had a conversation with Janet 
Collier recently and in her conversation she led me to believe that Ag and Markets laws don’t 
apply here it’s more public health laws. 
 
MANNING: I didn’t hear the last part of what you said. 
 
MONTY:  That the Ag and Markets don’t really have stipulation but it’s public health would deal 
with a dangerous dog. 
 
MANNING:  Well, maybe both but most of it is Ag and Markets. 
 
MONTY: That’s what I thought.  She confused me because the question I was asking about how 
long a dog is held, who is responsible for it she said, that’s public health responsibility. The fees 
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like you said is the court’s decision on who is going to pay that but if it happened in your town and 
your town put it in there if the courts don’t apply to the defendant then it’s the county’s costs. 
 
MANNING:  Right. 
 
MONTY: Your responsibility. 
 
MANNING:  That’s why you have to make sure the Judge understands it. 
 
MONTY:  I was just a little confused with her interpretation of some of that. 
 
MANNING:  I’d have to double check I mean I haven’t done one of these in six or eight months 
maybe there is some public health provisions but the majority is all dictated by Ag and Markets 
Law section 118, 123. 
 
MONTY:  I asked as far as statistics for dangerous dogs in Essex County and she said well, our 
department doesn’t keep track of that.  Who does keep track of it? 
 
MANNING:  The law is very poorly written.  The law is horribly written. 
 
MONTY:  Because my understand is we’ve had two recently in Essex County that I’m aware of 
one of them should have been done in Lewis before the dog went to Willsboro and about killed 
somebody out in Willsboro and they finally ended up doing something with the animal. 
 
MANNIING:  But to your Justice’s credit in Lewis he did what he was supposed to do the law is 
just not properly written in cases when you have a dog that just about killed somebody the first 
time. 
 
MONTY:  Yes he did and there’s a prime situation where he was moved to Willsboro and he did 
the same thing. 
 
MANNING: You have to prove serious injury which means almost – 
 
MONTY:  When a dog bites a 16 year-old on the throat is pretty serious in my book. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Dan, would you mind researching this and reporting back to public safety so we 
can look at maybe what our options are and move forward on this.  It is an issue particularly now 
since we don’t have a facility.  I think sixteen towns are between a rock and a hard place on this. 
 
MANNING:  Okay, got you. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA:  Didn’t I just read an email from the SPCA that they are considering constructing 
an addition onto their facility?  Maybe not? 
 
GILLILLAND:  I don’t remember reading that. 
 
MONTY:  I saw that too and the cost was going to have to be traded off within the contracts of the 
communities. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA:  Right. 
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GILLILLAND:  Anything further? 
 
HUGHES:  I apologize, doesn’t anyone know at the county Mr. Palmer and I had a conversation 
about hazardous waste day?  People have been asking me and I don’t have an answer if we are 
not doing it and Mr. Palmer had spoken to me and given me really good information and I’m just 
curious I’m assuming that’s all of our towns and all of our constituents is there anything new, any 
suggestions? 
 
PALMER:  Again, what I talked to Ken about and I think probably you’re aware of it is we haven’t 
been paid in three years.  The State is supposed to participate in a 50% for the hazardous waste 
days. We typically budget around $40,000 for it so that typically a program runs us $80,000 to do 
and the State has not paid us in three years.  So we’re out fairly significant amount money 
$120,000 or something that’s why we hadn’t scheduled it aside from the Covid we really haven’t 
until we get some kind of insurance from the State that they are going to reimburse us for some 
of this.  I do understand that it gets to be a problem because people when they, if they have no 
place to put it often will throw it over the bank which is ultimately ends up back on us at some 
point anyways.  So that’s really a decision for this board to make on its own whether it wants to 
do it one more year in hopes of getting reimbursed or just accept the fact that you’re going to be 
spending $80,000 a year on a hazardous waste day? 
 
GILLILLAND:  It is quite serendipitous that our Assemblyman is here. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA:  Dan, did we budget anything? 
 
PALMER:  We always budget the $40,000, typically it’s a $40,000-line item that we put in the 
budget to cover the hazardous waste days and then we get $40,000 from the State as a matching 
grant at this point though like I said we just haven’t been paid for the last three years. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Personally from my point of view it will end up over the bank.  I’ve been involved in 
two clean ups one on my own property in the past because of this.  It’s one of the things we are 
going to have to do or else it’s going to end up where we don’t want it. 
 
PALMER:  Yeah, we can ask Jim you know one of the things we could consider is doing some 
kind of a lower level of the program that would fit into the $40,000 that we budgeted that’s an 
option that we could look at.  Jim? 
 
DOUGAN:  I have remained in contact with the company that provides that service for us.  A lot 
of counties, towns and villages have kind of shut down during Covid-19, a full shut down as well 
so they have tried to keep a date open for me. We still could do it would have to be Labor Day 
Weekend but they could still do that.  If you were going to do it, I would suggest the North Elba 
site which typically has the most but just so you know that option is still.  I’ve remained in contact.  
They are pretty much full for the year but they’ve tried to keep a date open for me.  That would 
probably fall within that $40,000 you have in the budget even if we don’t get reimbursed from DEC 
for the fourth year in a row just food for thought. 
 
GILLILLAND:  I think you said you want to do Labor Day weekend? 
 
DOUGAN:  That’s the only date he still has open I believe. 
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GILLILLAND: So we are going to have to make a decision today because next month it will be 
too late. 
 
WINEMILLER:  Just a suggestion but perhaps instead of doing 100% free we could ask you know 
if people bring in something that they pay five or ten-dollar fee to help offset the costs? 
 
MONTY:  Dan, how much does it usually cost?  I know we put in $40,000 is it usually around 
$80,000? 
 
PALMER:  Yeah, pretty much.  We kind of plan it that way.  We know what it is going to cost us 
based upon the contract we have with this individual so we kind of plan it out so it works out that 
we spend forty and they spend forty. 
 
MONTY:  Okay. 
 
PALMER:  Best laid plans right up until the last step. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Is that the one where they pay us? 
 
PALMER:  Yes.  I think it’s probably reasonable to do one in September. This real decision here 
is where are you going to have it?  This is always the issue that’s why we’ve always had three. 
We’ve rotated them.  North Elba clearly is the site that brings in the most but it is for Minerva, 
Newcomb, Schroon, North Hudson it’s a long ride so that’s why we’ve done them North Elba and 
North Hudson and then rotated between Moriah and Ti. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA:  Can we do it right at Lewis?  I mean that is centrally located the most. 
 
PALMER: We could.  Yes, that’s a good suggestion. 
 
GILLILLAND:  I concur with that personally.  Does someone want to go ahead and move a 
resolution to do a hazardous waste day during the Labor Day weekend in Lewis, solid waste site? 
 
RESOLUTION #195 – AUTHORIZING A 2020 HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE DAY IN 
ESSEX COUNTY. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Monty, seconded by Mr. DeLoria and adopted upon a 
roll-call vote as follows:  
AYES:  2921 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:        0 votes 
 
 
GILLILLAND:  Discussion? 
 
TYLER:  I think Ms. Winemiller had a great idea.  I think people would pay something to drop 
some of this stuff off and I think we should charge something to recoup some of our money back.  
I mean most people that drop that stuff off is willing to pay something.  They are already paying 
to drop their garbage off in the Town of Moriah. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA: If you start charging people to drop it off they are going to drop it right on the 
Lincoln Pond, Tracy Road that’s where it’s going to go. 
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TYLER:  It depends on what you charge Tom.  I think most people are willing to pay. 
 
WINEMILLER:  I agree just $5.00 even just to help offset. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA:  The key word to this is free. 
 
TYLER:  Well, it’s not free that’s the problem. 
 
PALMER:  Here’s the real thing because of the materials you’re talking about, you’re talking about 
some pretty serious hazardous waste materials that you don’t want thrown over a bank 
somewhere. There are going to be a certain amount of people that are willing to pay unfortunately 
there is going to be also that group that are willing to throw it over the bank so the better part of 
valor I know it would be nice to take in some revenue but I think in order to get as much as you 
can off of the street and out of the waste stream that probably it’s better to go with a non-paid 
system something that will encourage more people to bring it. 
 
WINEMILLER:  What about if we went a middle ground and asked for a donation?  Not required 
but request a five-dollar or a ten-dollar donation not a requirement but just to help. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Jim, can you set that up? 
 
DOUGAN:  I can try to for this year but I can set up the date for Lewis easy enough and that will 
be a continued conversation on that.  We can put up some donation. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Right, is that okay? 
 
PALMER:  Yes. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Is that alright with you Mr. Tyler we’ll start with donations? 
 
TYLER:  Yes, that makes sense. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA: I do believe that we do ask for proof that you’re a resident of Essex County 
correct? 
 
DOUGAN:  Correct. 
 
PALMER:  Yeah, that is correct. 
 
RAND:  I’m just a little concerned about Lewis is quite a drive you know for the people from North 
Elba and in other locations so I was just wondering Jim if it’s practically if we could set up some 
type of where the people bring it to North Elba and have it transferred? 
 
PALMER:  That’s the problem, you really can’t do that because DEC rules require if you’re going 
to transfer hazardous waste you are going to have to have a special license and a special vehicle 
to do it in.  That’s always has been the issue because there’s lots of time where we could have 
set up a truck in Newcomb and had it all hauled up to one location which really makes the most 
sense but if you do that under DEC rules you have to have a special license to transport. 
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RAND:  You would have to hire transporters? 
 
PALMER:  Yeah, you would have to hire transporters. 
 
WINEMILLER:  So the Serkil truck would not meet that qualification at all? 
 
PALMER:  No they are excluded from hauling hazardous waste. 
 
WINEMILLER:  Okay thank you. 
 
MONTY:  Quick question has anybody approached DEC and asked since this is your program do 
you want to run it? 
 
PALMER:  They won’t pay for it I’m sure they aren’t going to run it. 
 
GILLILLAND: Further discussion?  Being none, roll call please. 
Further business to come before this meeting? 
 
MANNING:  I have just a couple of quick ones.  We had a request from a property owner in the 
Town of North Elba, Joel and Kim Stanton are requesting that we abandon a portion of the old 
county road located along Route 73, in the town of North Elba to them and the reason being they, 
of course Route 73 now is a State road back in the 30’s it was a county road.  What happens is 
the State appropriates that property, puts in a State road and then we have an area between the 
State road and the property’s owner property where the old county road would be.  We do this 
often it’s under Section 18a of the highway law.  In reviewing the title and speaking with the other 
attorney involved we’re not absolutely sure that the old county road that we’re talking about we 
want to abandon is even still in the county’s name it may have been to the town which it happens 
but we’re not sure.    
So I’ve spoken to Jim Dougan about this and he agree with me that this would be a wise move in 
order to do this the Board of Supervisors have to make a decision that this portion of the road is 
no longer of any use to the county, the highway Superintendent has to agree the area that is 
abandoned can’t be any greater than three rods in width which is 49 ½ feet and then what happens 
in the abandonment is the real property that is in the bounds of this old county road is then deeded 
to the adjoining land owner and that’s what they’re requesting with the approval to clean up what 
I call a gore between Route 73, the State road and the purported old county road.  These people 
should also go to the State and do the same thing and just as a belt and suspenders in case I 
don’t know if there are any utilities or any easements or rights of way along the property we might 
have abandon but the deed will be a quit claim deed and in that deed it will accept and reserve to 
the county and to the town any and all rights, title and interest they may have written under it for 
utility transmission, water, sewer, cable, electric  things of that nature so that we’re okay in that 
department. 
Finally, a quit claim deed is basically I can give you a quit claim deed to the bank with no 
repercussions, no promise the title is any good and there’s no guarantee that we actually own it 
so it’s just a means to try and clean this up the property owners.  The bounds of this old grove go 
right to the front door. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA:  Does the old roadway connect on either end of what is going to their property? 
 
MANNING:  I’m assuming it does but this is the only request we have we don’t want to go all the 
way up. 
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SCOZZAFAVA:  What happens – I don’t know are people still using it? 
 
MANNING: No they can’t use it.  It’s no longer in operation.  It’s just the title to it.  Here’s the old 
county road, the state comes in they prorate the land, they moved their road over a little bit and 
there’s a gore between the property owner and the state road. 
 
GILLILLAND:  How come the entire 73 line has not been abandoned by the county?   
 
MANNING: Because nobody has asked and it is kind of a bigger undertaking. This happens often 
you know you get a call from a real estate lawyer, the county took over a town road abandon a 
town road, the county road is over here right next to the town road across from the owner’s front 
yard but it’s a good point but we don’t want to take that on either. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Then they will be nickel and diming us for the next fifty years. 
 
MANNING:  Not really.  We will for everybody if this hits the newspapers but this doesn’t happen 
too, too often. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA:  Is the entire roadway Dan on one parcel?  In other words, somebody else is on 
the other side of it that can come back and say hey, I didn’t get a shot at this how come they are 
getting it? 
 
MANNING: Well, yes the road, for the sake of argument let’s say the road goes North/South these 
people live on the East so that little portion that the road goes through on their property on the 
East is what we’re abandoned now we really don’t know if we own anything yet. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA:  That’s what I’m saying is there anybody on the West that adjoins that road? 
 
MANNING:  I’m sure there are but I don’t believe the county road would be on the West side, it 
would be on the East side. 
 
GILLILLAND: Since this is an un abandoned county road then it’s guaranteed public access 
through that road to the other side right? 
 
MANNING: Right. 
 
GILLILLAND:  So if we do the action which abandons the one area the rest of it is still public 
access then we’re going to have some problems demanding to cross private property. 
 
MANNING:  It’s no longer in use.  It’s never going to be used again. 
 
GILLILLAND:  I know but we had this problem in Willsboro with a qualified abandon road and – 
 
MANNING: Well that’s a different story a qualified abandon road, like a scenic road is that what 
you’re talking about? 
 
GILLILLAND:  Well, it was a road that was given up several years ago and qualified abandonment 
so it still allows public access well there have been law suits over that and I’m just saying 
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personally I get a little wary about abandonments in various lots instead of saying okay, we 
abandon the entire road. 
 
MANNING:  Well, this is just I’m trying to help the owners out I believe it’s a good thing to do.  It’s 
done often.  You’re never going to use that road for access, there’s not going to be an access on 
that road and we really don’t know if we any indirect ownership this is just a quit claim deed to 
clean up the title. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA: I’ve ran into this also and usually this rears its head through hunting season 
especially around remote areas.  Ticonderoga had a huge issue with it years ago.  I know Schroon 
Lake has dealt with this issue numerous times over the years so I’m not trying to drill you and I 
don’t have any issue but I just want to make sure there’s no issues out there that we are not even 
aware of.  I mean we say we haven’t been using that roadway we don’t know that for a fact, do 
we? 
 
RAND:  The State highway road abuts his property. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA:  Isn’t there something in the law I remember highway by use?  You can stop using 
the road, you can stop maintaining it but as the Chairman pointed out the public still has the right 
to go over it. 
 
MANNING:  If we abandon it they don’t and this is commonly done.  I don’t know what to tell you.  
I’m just bringing it up.  I don’t care one way or another but it’s commonly done.  There’s never 
going to be any access to the road it goes over these people’s property they certainly could bring 
an adverse possession action and say – it’s right on their lawn, it’s their lawn basically so the thing 
in Willsboro is a little different.  Is that that Hatch thing that you’re talking about? 
 
GILLILLAND: No.  McCauliffe Road. 
 
MONTY:  I’m assuming Dan that is off the County’s highway inventory? 
 
MANNING: Jim would be the one to ask that.  I don’t know. 
 
DOUGAN:  What was your question Jim? 
 
MONTY: Is it off the county’s highway inventory? 
 
DOUGAN: It’s not on our inventory. 
 
MONTY: So something must have been done with it years ago to take it off the inventory? 
 
DOUGAN:  Well, again originally what is now Route 73 was a county road okay?  At some point 
that county road became a State road okay and as they built Route 73 to DOT standards they 
realigned the road slightly is what we’re talking about.  It appears based on what that surveyor 
sent to Mr. Manning as though in this location the road was realigned slightly one way.  Now 
county roads prior to basically 1900’s were assumed to be a four rod right way after 1900 they 
went to a three rod so the difference is 33 feet from center line verses 25 feet so this road a county 
road prior to 1900 our right of way was probably the same size as DOT makes their right of ways 
now and if they realigned it a little bit this way you’re talking about a sliver of property on what is 
the east side Dan? 
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MANNING:  Yes. 
 
DOUGAN:  Technically it could have been left as our property the reason why I support it is that 
it’s been since the 30’s and we basically have turned over what was the county’s at that time to 
DOT so it doesn’t appear that there’s anything left there for us. We were reserving the right if 
there were any utilities, storm drainage or anything like that we needed to maintain if we could in 
this quit claim deed right Dan? 
 
MANNING: Yes. 
 
DOUGAN:  I understand all of the other concerns that are there and you’re right you would almost 
have to look at all Route 73 and find out DOT when they realigned it they went this way or went 
that way.  We didn’t go into that map. 
 
GILLILLAND:  Would anyone like to move this?  Moved by Mr. Wilson, second by Mr. Scozzafava. 
 
RESOLUTION #196 – AUTHORIZING ABANDONING A PORTION OF THE OLD COUNTY 
ROAD LOCATED ADJACENT AND ALONG ROUTE 73 IN THE TOWN OF NORTH ELBA OF 
PREMISES OWNED BY JOEL AND KIM STANTON BEARING TAX MAP NO. 42.75-2-4.000 
PURSUANT TO HIGHWAY LAW §118-A, AS NO LONGER NEEDED FOR HIGHWAY 
PURPOSES. 
This resolution was moved by Mr. Wilson, seconded by Mr. Scozzafava and adopted upon 
a roll-call vote as follows:  
AYES:  2921 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:        0 votes 
 
MANNING:  Thank you as I said this is done often not often, often, often but it’s done to clean up 
title and it’s a good thing. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA: I understand it now.  It’s not like it’s a whole road. 
 
MANNING:  No, it’s just a little section.  Honestly I don’t even know if we own it, a county road 
that’s why it’s a quit claim deed. 
Last month we passed resolution #169, increasing our sales tax and uses taxes tangible personal 
property we do this every three years.  There’s a requirement in the law that once it’s passed it 
has to be mailed out to various taxing authorities and municipal authorities within five days.  I was 
waiting for a reply by the New York State Department of Taxation and Finance before I was going 
to mail this out after July 6, it needed to be mailed out five days after that they never got back to 
me, never got back to me finally I sent them an email this morning and my worry was that I didn’t 
get this mailed out everything else is fine.  I didn’t get this mailed out within the five days because 
they never replied to me. They told me don’t worry about it I don’t think it’s a big deal but the law 
says shall so all I want is a resolution ratifying and reaffirming resolution #169 of July 6, 2020.  
 
RESOLUTION #197 – RATIFYING AND REAFFIRMING RESOLUTION NO. 169 OF JULY 6, 
2020, ENTITLED, “RESOLUTION INCREASING TAXES ON SALES AND USES OF 
TANGIBLE PERSONAL PROPERTY AND OF CERTAIN SERVICES, ON OCCUPANCY OF 
HOTEL ROOMS AND ON AMUSEMENT CHARGES PURSUANT TO ARTICLE 29 OF THE 
TAX LAW OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK” 
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 This resolution was moved by Mr. Giordano, seconded by Mr. Merrihew and adopted upon 
a roll-call vote as follows:  
AYES:  2921 votes 
NOES:            0 votes 
ABSENT:        0 votes 
 
MANNING:  Thank you.  That’s it for me. 
 
GILLILLAND: Anything else?  Any more business to come before us? 
 
McNALLY:  I’d like to make a comment.  As you may have read the Whitney property is up for 
sale now it’s not in Essex County but it is adjoining.  I’m in opposition of the State ending up with 
that and the reason being is we went through many property purchases ten years ago and the 
state has not fulfilled any of the promises that it made before we signed off on those purchases 
so this is the next ploy for the State they will purchase this and it will never get acted on and we 
will never get what was agreed upon and I just think everyone should be aware of what’s going 
on. 
 
SCOZZAFAVA: The State is broke. 
 
GILLILLAND:  The state is broke and they do not have enough resources to take care of the 
property they already own.  Anything else to come before this board?  
 
DELORIA:  Shaun I’ve got one item the Borreas Pond Road we are going to fix those three 
washouts on them and that should be done by the end of the month. 
 
GILLILLAND: Thank you. Anything else?  Being none, 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  


