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CHAUTAUQUA COUNTY PLANNING BOARD MINUTES 
Gerace Office Building 

3 North Erie Street 
Mayville, NY 14757 

June 7, 2022 
4:00 PM 

 
PRESENT: Doug Bowen, Bruno Bruni, Susan Asquith, Kathleen Dennison, Jeff Gossett, Melissa Meyers, 
Dick Patton, Courtney Curatolo, Mary Ellen Humphrey 
ABSENT: Bernie Auer, Panteli Pantelis  
OTHERS: Gregory Bacon, Tom Walsh , Steve Dando, Nikki Harper, Courtney Domst, Lauren Sharp 
ADMINISTRATION  
Minutes 

 
 

 

Chairman Bowen called the meeting to order and welcomed everyone to the June 
Planning Board Meeting. 
 
Chairman Bowen asked for a motion to approve the minutes for the May 3rd, 2022 
meeting.  A motion was made by Courtney Curatolo, seconded by Melissa Meyers 
and passed unanimously. 
 
Chairman Bowen asked for a motion to approve the minutes for the May 17th, 2022 
meeting.  A motion was made by Bruno Bruni, seconded by Dick Patton and passed 
unanimously with the addition that the meeting minutes be edited to include that 
Courtney Curatolo had to recuse herself from the capital projects pertaining to JCC. 
 

Correspondence Courtney Domst: On April 22nd the CCIDA sent the Planning Board three SEQR Notices 
of Lead Agency, and there is also one for the Chautauqua County Agricultural 
Development and Enhancement Strategy Application. We also have an invitation to 
attend the Forestville Hiking Trail grand opening ceremony, and an ice cream social for 
Lily Dale since it was put on the National Historic Registry.  
 

Privilege of 
the Floor 

None 

NEW BUSINESS 
South & Central 
Chautauqua Lake 
Sewer District-
New Request 
Presentation 

Tom Walsh: Good Afternoon, my name is Tom Walsh, I am the Director of the South & 
Central Chautauqua Lake Sewer District. I am here to discuss Phase II of the Westside 
Sewer Extension. For reference, you will see a map of the proposed Phase II Extension. 
The area marked in blue is currently Phase I of the Westside Sewer Extension. We are 
currently installing in Phase I. Phase II will take us to the southernmost boundary of the 
North Chautauqua Lake Sewer District. By completing Phase II, we would completely 
sewer the west side of Chautauqua Lake. Phase II would sewer approximately 520 
parcels, which is about 350 developed parcels. The sewer extension is being 
implemented because of private septic systems not meeting standards and approaching 
the end of their useful life.  Septic systems are a high significant source of phosphorus 
loading into the Chautauqua Lake Watershed. In 2002, the lake phosphorus levels 
exceeded the NYS DEC guidance value of 0.020 milligrams per liter. In 2004, NYS DEC 
declared Chautauqua Lake as being an impaired waterbody. The cost of this project is 
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approximately 24 million dollars. The 24 million dollars breaks down to approximately 
being paid through 8 million State funds, 8 million Federal funds, and 8 million that 
would be paid through the users. The cost of each resident would not exceed more than 
$1,000. The $1,000 breaks down to $350 that would be repaid by the user, for the water 
treatment, collection, and maintenance of the system and the $650 would go for the 
capital cost of construction and implementation of the infrastructure. So it’s $1,000 or 
less. This is a 30 year interest free loan that each of the users would take on.  
 
Bruno Bruni: Is the property owner responsible for doing the installation?  
 
Tom Walsh: Each resident or EDU, equivalent dwelling unit, any parcel that is occupied 
currently with a septic system, would replace the septic system with a grinder pump 
system. The loan and the contractor would be responsible for putting the grinder pump 
in service. The homeowner would be responsible for connecting to the grinder pump 
and the decommissioning of the septic system.  
 
Bruno Bruni: That could cost more than $600 wouldn’t it? 
 
Tom Walsh: The $1,000 is a year. So yes the cost to connect to the grinder pump could 
depend on the placement of the grinder pump.  We give the homeowners that option of 
placement. We try to put it where it is accommodating for them, but we will work with 
the homeowner on where they want it.  
 
Bruno Bruni: What do you need to do to remove the septic system? 
 
Tom Walsh: It needs to be demolished or removed. Once it’s pumped, the contractor 
can take the machine and demolish it and then fill it.  
 
Mary Ellen Humphrey: Did you say that each property owner is paying $1,000 a year? 
 
Tom Walsh: Correct. For 30 years.  
 
Mary Ellen Humphrey: And then in addition to that, they are responsible for their own 
hookup fees? 
 
Tom Walsh: Yes, but the hookup is just a onetime cost.  
 
Mary Ellen Humphrey: What kind of reactions are you getting from people about this? 
 
Tom Walsh: It has been very well received. On average, a household will discharge 200 
gallons a day. That’s about 70,000 gallons that one home discharges annually. There are 
about 1,200 homes on Chautauqua Lake currently that are using septic systems that are 
discharging 90 million gallons of wastewater directly into the Chautauqua Lake 
Watershed. Phase I will eliminate about 28 million gallons. Phase II will eliminate about 
another 28 million gallons. Is it the sole problem of Chautauqua Lake? No, but it is an 
issue that we can correct. There is a lot of value in doing this. If a resident’s septic 
system fails, they would have to write a check today for between $15,000 and $18,000 
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to a contractor. By doing this, we are spreading that loan out to 30 years with 0 percent 
interest. And anytime that there is an issue with the infrastructure, we pay for the 
repairs. That infrastructure is the property of Chautauqua County. At any time that it 
fails, we have mechanics that respond immediately. It is all controlled and owned by the 
Sewer District.  
 
Melissa Meyers: If everyone is on the septic system, how is there discharge into the 
lake?  
 
Tom Walsh: When it goes through a failing septic system, the solids drop out, and then it 
goes through a sand filter that percolates out and discharges into the watershed. Not 
the lake, the watershed which is in relation to the lake.  
 
Melissa Meyers: So everyone has to get connected to this system, you can’t have a 
homeowner say no thank you? 
 
Tom Walsh: Correct. Once the system is installed and ready, it is mandatory that they 
connect within 6 months. Of course we understand that things happen, like if a 
contractor is running behind, but it is a 6 month goal that we provide.  
 
Courtney Curatolo: Do you provide any of the names of contractors? 
 
Tom Walsh: The list that we provide, is contractors that understand the system, the local 
laws, the insurance requirements, and they have done it before. If you don’t choose one 
of them on that list, that is fine, but they have to have all of the proper permits and 
licensing and know the local law.  
 
Susan Asquith: Is there any financial programs available for folks who can’t come up 
with that money right away?  
 
Tom Walsh: There are some income based programs, but it is financed based.  
 
Susan Asquith: So if someone called you would be able to discuss that with them? 
 
Tom Walsh: We would direct them to another department. But yes.  
 
Susan Asquith: Has the second phase been announced yet? 
 
Tom Walsh: This is the first time. Phase I is being installed, Phase II is now the extension. 
A lot of people are well aware of what has been going on. Many people are in favor of 
this project.  
 
Bruno Bruni: Are the costs different for commercial businesses? 
 
Tom Walsh: Yes, if you have a restaurant or a hotel, we will then base our billing on your 
water consumption.  Currently the residents at the South and Center Sewer District, pay 
$88.50 quarterly. So the people in the new district would still pay that $88.50 and then 
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whatever it breaks down to, that would go towards the new infrastructure.  
 
Kathleen Dennison: So Tom, they are going to pay $1,000 a year, or less, and that is the 
treatment and capital upgrade.  
 
Tom Walsh: Correct. 
 
Susan Asquith: But that doesn’t include what it costs for them to decommission, or 
connect.  
 
Tom Walsh: Correct, and that would be a onetime expense.  
 
Susan Asquith: Is there an average on how much it would cost? 
 
Tom Walsh: Well the price of pipe has increased, it’s hard to project right now, but I 
would say anywhere from $2,500-$5,000.  
 
Doug Bowen: who is responsible to maintain the grinder pumps? 
 
Tom Walsh: The County. The South and Center Sewer District.  
 
Doug Bowen: Now the $1,000 a year, includes user fees, plus the debt service? 
 
Tom Walsh: Correct.  
 
Doug Bowen: Is there any short term asset requirement for these grants? For operation 
and maintenance separate from other fees? 
 
Tom Walsh: No.  
 
Doug Bowen: The 30 year financing is through the Clean Water State Revolving Fund? 
 
Tom Walsh: Yes, sir.  
 
Doug Bowen: The average water usage, is that something you came up with your 
system? 
 
Tom Walsh: No that is just the standard.  
 
Doug Bowen: Is it County water or municipal water? 
 
Tom Walsh: There is no water. It’s all well water. That is a big request that people are 
asking for.  
 
Doug Bowen: Are you estimating the usage or are there meters? 
 
Tom Walsh: We just estimate. It’s a flat rate.  
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Melissa Meyers: With all of these lines going in, where is it all going to? To be treated?  
 
Tom Walsh: To the South and Center Sewer District Wastewater Treatment Plant, that is 
located in Celoron.  
 
Melissa Meyers: And they have enough capacity? 
 
Tom Walsh: They do. That was a whole study that was completed. When the sewer 
treatment plant was built, they built it with the theory that this area would grow.  
 
Melissa Meyers: How old is the facility? 
 
Tom Walsh: It is 40 years old, and we just did a plant upgrade last year that allows us to 
treat more water pollution.  
 
Bruno Bruni: So what is the share that you are asking for from the County? 
 
Doug Bowen: It’s all covered through user fees and State and Federal funding. What do 
you charge your customers? 
 
Tom Walsh: Every quarter residents pay $88.50.  
 
Courtney Curatolo: So what do you need from us today? 
 
Kathleen Dennison: I just suggested to Tom that the procedure is that capital projects 
need to be presented to the Planning Board because we are going this month to the 
Legislature with resolutions to adopt this plan, potentially resolution to authorize the 
county to borrow money for this expansion and modify the budget for this expansion, 
and part of the discussion is what was the Planning Board’s reaction to the project. If 
you don’t endorse it, I am not sure if the Legislature is able to go forward with 
resolutions for the project.  
 
Susan Asquith: Do you see this happening in other communities that have lakes that are 
on septic systems? 
 
Tom Walsh: I know Findley Lake had a whole discussion, but the community voted it 
down. Lime Lake applied for grants and they did the whole lake.  But yes I do see 
communities doing this, because it is a way that we can help improve our waterways. 
 
Doug Bowen: What’s the distance from the furthest point to the sewer plant?   
 
Tom Walsh: Midway Park is our farthest customer.  
 
Courtney Curatolo: Will there be a Phase III? 
 
Tom Walsh: The North Chautauqua Lake would like to do the Dewittville area, and we 
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have a Phase III that would do the Ashville area, by the Ashville General Store.  
 
Doug Bowen: Any other questions? 
 
Doug Bowen asked for a motion to endorse the project. A motion was made by Bruno 
Bruni, seconded by Mary Ellen Humphrey and passed unanimously.  

   
Review of Capital 
Project Rankings 
and Report  

Courtney Domst: These rankings may be adjusted, but this is how they stand currently. 
 
Doug Bowen: As you go through these, are there any surprises one way or the other? 
 
Courtney Curatolo: I was surprised with the elevator project. I was surprised that it 
didn’t rank higher.  
 
Jeff Gossett:  Don’t we usually separate the airport projects out of this list since they are 
heavily funded with State and Federal funds? 
 
Courtney Domst: Yes, I am still in the process of setting that format up.  
 
Susan Asquith: Knowing that the airports are going under a study, it’s hard to evaluate 
not really knowing what the end result of that study is when they are making these 
requests.  
 
Courtney Domst: The final edits on the airport study are still being completed, I haven’t 
seen the study yet, but it is underway still.  
 
Kathleen Dennison: One thing to keep in mind with the airports though is that when we 
consider from a financial aspect which projects we are going to implement the airports 
projects that substantially funded with the FAA, they aren’t funded until the FAA gives 
approval. They are in the ranking of projects overall, but none of those projects will 
move forward until they get the FAA approval. It can’t even be considered for funding 
and implementation until the FAA gives their approval.  
 
Mary Ellen Humphrey: Do we know the total amount in the budget that will be allocated 
to capital projects?  
 
Kathleen Dennison: No. 
 
Mary Ellen Humphrey: How is that determined? 
 
Kathleen Dennison: That will be determined in August. There is a separate committee 
that will take your rankings and determine how much be allocated to each project and 
which projects will be funded.  
 
Melissa Meyers: How does the County share of this year compare to last year? 
 
Doug Bowen: Does this total include ARPA projects? 
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Kathleen Dennison: This would not, because we did not include any ARPA projects for 
your review and ranking.  
 
Courtney Domst: Last year the County share asked for was about $15,000,000.  
 
Mary Ellen Humphrey: What was the approved amount? 
 
Kathleen Dennison: All sources of funding for 2022 was $16,000,000. The locally funded 
ones, including bonding was $7,199,000. If we take out the bounding, it was $2,397,000. 
 
Doug Bowen: As we go down through the ranking list, is there anything that we want to 
move lower or raise up? 
 
Jeff Gossett: I think Jon DeAngelo made it quite clear that they need to do something 
with the Emergency Communication Room HVAC system that was critical. That one and 
the server replacements are critical. I’m also surprised that the LED lighting at JCC came 
in that low because in the end, it will save a lot of money.  
 
Mary Ellen Humphrey: Also, at the airport, the project for security cameras at the 
terminal building, I thought was critical.  
 
Courtney Curatolo: I though the elevator project was really low, especially if people are 
getting stuck in it.  
 
Kathleen Dennison: This is going to really be a tough year for capital projects. The 
County has no capital reserve this year. However, the general fund performed very well 
and has increased quite a bit in the past couple of years, so it is possible that we take 
money from the general fund to put towards funding capital projects. That’s not 
guaranteed though, but we are considering some other ways to fund capital projects.  
 
Bruno Bruni: I agree with Jeff Gossett, that the computers and air conditioning and so on 
are important, so I would agree to move that up.  
 
Doug Bowen: Do I have a motion to raise the Emergency communications IT Room HVAC 
project to a certain position? 
 
A motion was made by Melissa Meyers to raise the Emergency Communications It Room 
HVAC project above the Highways and Bridges project, but below the Greenfield project, 
and was seconded by Bruno Bruni, and passed unanimously. 
 
Doug Bowen: Scheduled Storage Server Replacement, is there a motion to move that? 
 
A motion was made by Courtney Curatolo to move the Scheduled Storage Server 
Replacement above the Emergency Communications It Room HVAC project, and was 
seconded by Mary Ellen Humphrey, and passed unanimously. 
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Doug Bowen: The Courthouse Elevator Modifications, do I have a motion to move that?  
 
A motion was made by Courtney Curatolo to move the Courthouse Elevator 
Modifications up to be below the Emergency Communications It Room HVAC project, 
was seconded by Melissa Meyers, and passed unanimously.  
 
Doug Bowen: You wanted to look at the Barcelona to Chautauqua Institute (B2CI) Trail 
Implementation project as well.  
 
Bruno Bruni: I think it ranked high because by building this it would generate visitors to 
the area.  
 
Susan Asquith: I get that but is it more critical than other projects? 
 
Melissa Meyers: It’s not a big amount of money, it’s a study to figure out how much the 
whole project is going to cost, so that they can go forward with applying for grant 
funding to build the rest of the trail. But if they don’t get that study completed, then 
they have to go back to implementing it piece by piece which is going to cost more 
money in the long run to our tax payers.  
 
Courtney Curatolo: I’m not sure though that it belongs in its current place.  
 
Doug Bowen: What do we want to do with it? Move it or leave it? 
 
Melissa Meyers: I think we should just leave it.  
 
Doug Bowen: Anything else? Any further comments?  
 
Courtney Curatolo: I would just like to recommend that once the final evaluations come 
in that you let us know.  
 
Courtney Domst: Absolutely.  
 
Doug Bowen: What about the JHW Terminal Security Cameras? 
 
A motion was made by Courtney to raise the JHW Terminal Security Cameras above the 
Scharmann Theatre, was seconded by Melissa Meyers, and passed unanimously. 
 
Doug Bowen: If there is any particular project that you would like for me to emphasize 
during my project to the Legislature, let me know.  
 
A motion was made by Courtney Curatolo to approve the rankings as modified, was 
seconded by Melissa Meyers, and passed unanimously.  
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Zoning Referral 
Log-New Referrals 

 
Courtney Domst: We have had quite a few referrals come in recently. We had one for a 
special use permit for a dog day care in the Town of Pomfret.  
 
Kathleen Dennison: There was just some discussion in the newspaper about that one.  
 
Jeff Gossett: There was a condition where they wanted the applicant to show a dog to 
staff ratio. 
 
Courtney Domst: That wasn’t something that we mentioned as a recommendation in our 
response letter.  
 
Jeff Gossett: Yeah, I’m not sure where that condition came from, but it created quite a 
bit of discussion and a legal conversation.  
 
Doug Bowen: Any other questions on the referrals?  
 
Courtney Curatolo: I’m just wondering what the local concern with comments was for 
the Bemus Point referral. What were the comments? 
 
Melissa Meyers: They were on parking requirements. They wanted to put in apartments, 
but they have no parking.  
 
Jeff Gossett: I saw a lot of solar referrals on there.  
 
Doug Bowen: Any other questions or comments? If not I will accept a motion to approve 
the log.  
 
A motion was made by Dick Patton, was seconded by Melissa Meyers, and passed 
unanimously.  
 

OLD/UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
Agricultural & 
Farmland 
Protection Plan 

Lauren Sharp: The Ag and Farmland Protection Plan was approved by the Legislature in 
May. What you have here is the executive summary which includes some key findings as 
well as the top priority recommendations that the steering committee picked out. This is 
the 10 top recommendations that they picked to be the focus for the next ten years, out 
of a total of 89 recommendations that are in plan. If funding comes up that fits one of 
the other recommendations, it doesn’t mean that they won’t act on it, this is just what 
the steering committee said is a top priority for them. The full document will be 
available on the County’s planning website. Any questions? 
 
Doug Bowen: Did they include a definition of what prime farmland is?   
 
Lauren Sharp: They used the State’s definition. One of the recommendations is to come 
up with a common definition of agriculture that is modern and broad and inclusive, 
because it does vary from township to township.  
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Melissa Meyers: Is growing marijuana considered agricultural? 
 
Lauren Sharp: That would be something that the municipalities would decide in their 
definition of agriculture. This is a county wide plan, so it is pretty broad. Another 
recommendation is to encourage municipalities to get their own farmland protection 
plan that is more specific to their municipality. Right now only the Town of Pomfret has 
one, and it is over ten years old.  
 
Susan Asquith: Is solar included in this?  
 
Lauren Sharp: Solar is defined by the municipality because of Home Rule. Solar is 
touched on in here as a development pressure. This is broad of all development and how 
to sustain agriculture moving forward, because the development pressures may be 
different 10 years or so down the road.  
 
Bruno Bruni: Aren’t wind generating farms an agricultural use under NYS law? 
 
Lauren Sharp: I am not sure. I don’t know what it says under ag and market law.  
 
Doug Bowen: Wind generation depends on the size of the project. In general, straight up 
farming, cropping, is low profit margins. So you bring on additional enterprises to help 
make your property profitable, and that’s where agritourism comes in. That’s when 
potential commercial wind farms come in, that’s when solar projects come in. It’s rare 
that you would see a farm with 100% of their land in solar. In general they are going to 
take their least profitable land and put solar there as their supplemental income for 
their farming operation. These renewable energy projects are a tough call because it 
takes potential productive farmland out of the production of food and fiber, however it 
could add valuable revenue sources to keep the other land in production for food and 
fiber.  There is a lot to consider, and every community is different and that is why every 
community needs to have their own farmland protection plan.  
 
Lauren Sharp: One of the recommendations in the plan is to advise municipalities to 
develop their own farmland protection plan and advise them on the grant funding that is 
available.  
 
Bruno Bruni: Does each municipality have to align their goals with the County’s plan 
when they go to develop their own? 
 
Lauren Sharp: I don’t know if they are required to or not, but the Town of Ripley’s 
consultants have asked for a copy of it to use it as a guide.  
 
Bruno Bruni: If a municipality completes a plan, would it go to the County as a referral? 
 
Lauren Sharp: Yes, just like a comprehensive plan would.  
 
Doug Bowen: A lot of what is mentioned in the plan used to be a function of the grange. 
With that said we will move on.  
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Discussion on 
Future Capital 
Project Requests-
Vehicle Rankings  

Courtney Curatolo: I know there has been a lot of discussion on this topic. What was the 
reason for the change in the past? 
 
Bruno Bruni: Transparency.  
 
Doug Bowen: Vehicle rankings is broad. You have the sheriff’s vehicles and then fleet of 
large equipment. For the sheriff’s vehicles, was there something built into their budget 
where they are depreciating their vehicles each year? 
 
Kathleen: Yes, their purchases are amortized over 4 years and it is all in their operating 
vehicles. Their total annual budget is the sum of the 25% of the 4 years.  
 
Doug Bowen: We previously had the vehicles broken down into cost categories.  
 
Kathleen Dennison: That is still how it is currently. There are three different categories. 
But they have to do a request for each type of request in that category.   
 
Bruno Bruni: Yes I thought it was to see each individual cost.  
 
Kathleen Dennison: Well the individual cost has always been provided, even before we 
went to the three tiered system. The department is building their request based on a 
department wide list, based on their expectation of replacement dates for each piece of 
equipment.  
 
Doug Bowen: They have always provided an inventory list and life of use. But moving 
forward do we want to continue on with the way that we did, do you want to review 
vehicles in general, what are your thoughts? 
 
Jeff Gossett: Who am I to make that judgement of which vehicles that they need? At the 
same time, we did proceed, and I found it really interesting what we were listening to. 
There were some things there that were brought up, like a tractor that only had 60,000 
miles on it. If you were to give that to a regular contractor, they would drive that for 
another 200,000 miles. So I found a couple of things interesting as we were going 
through that list. Like I said, who am I to make that judgement? But as we went through 
it, I’m glad that we got to listen to it.  
 
Melissa Meyers: It was the same thing with the plow trucks. It seemed like we should be 
able to get more than five years out of them. They aren’t used year round are they? 
 
Doug Bowen: Yes they are, they are dump trucks where the plow comes off. 
 
Melissa Meyers: But how many miles are on them? 
 
Doug Bowen: It adds up.  
 
Susan Asquith: We are going on good faith that what they say they need, they actually 
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do need.  
 
Courtney Curatolo: If we didn’t do it the way that we are, what is the other way to do it? 
 
Doug Bowen: They present how much money that they need, and then that one item 
would be ranked instead of ranking each vehicle.  That said, even with that approach, 
they should still be willing to supply the inventory list. You can have newer equipment 
wear out faster than older equipment, but breaking it down by each piece of equipment 
does provide some more transparency.  
 
Courtney Curatolo: And we are not the only board reviewing these things. There are 
other things in place to ensure that they are getting what they really need.  
 
Doug Bowen: The next step is that we will make our recommendations to the County 
Legislature, then they will form the Capital Project Funding Committee. They will sit 
down, review our rankings, and go through and discuss. Members of this board are 
welcome to attend to help them understand why we ranked what we did, and then they 
will make the final presentation to go to the budget. Then the budget will get submitted 
to the County Executive and then he will submit it to the County Legislature and then 
they will act on it.  
 
Mary Ellen Humphrey: When is your presentation?  
 
Doug Bowen: June 22nd.  
 
Courtney Curatolo: I am comfortable with keeping it the way we are now, but I’m okay 
with doing it the other way too.  
 
Kathleen Dennison: Right now there is only one capital project for heavy equipment for 
the transportation division, so they have one lump of money that they get to spend. 
That is how it is now. Now granted, this is the first year where that heavy equipment has 
been broken down into separate projects, so there is more ability to fund them 
separately.  
 
Jeff Gossett: No matter how we rank it, the Legislature is still going to give them 
something.  
 
Melissa Meyers: I think it’s good for them to have the additional information. It seems 
like last year it was just a lump sum sort of thing, and I think it’s helpful to have the extra 
information and helps the department keep better track of their equipment.  
 
Doug Bowen: We didn’t get an inventory list this year did we? 
 
Kathleen: No, because we got the individual project requests.  
 
Bruno Bruni: I would still like to hear a pitch on each piece of equipment.  
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Kathleen Dennison: Now we have the framework set up to continue it doing it that way.  
 
Mary Ellen Humphrey: I don’t think it hurts for them to explain it to us and it will help 
the Legislature.  
 
Doug Bowen: So is the Legislature going to still give them a lump sum or will they break 
it down by equipment item? 
 
Kathleen Dennison: This is really the first time that the committee has the opportunity 
to break it down that way.   
 
Susan Asquith: So this way is more restrictive. Which has better checks and balances.  
 
Doug Bowen: Right, but you never know which pieces of equipment are going to break 
and when it breaks. I like the review of each individual piece of equipment, but still in 
the end you give them a full lump amount of money and let the department head, to 
some extent, prioritize what he needs to get under that budget amount.  
 
Kathleen Dennison: If we do a separate budget for plow trucks and then a separate 
amount for a grader, if they want to spend differently, they have to come and request a 
bunch of resolutions and that is time consuming and can be burdensome. But it could 
possibly be a combination of both. I will send out the meeting dates of the committee.  
 
Doug Bowen: We don’t really have to make a decision on this tonight, but just think 
about how we want to proceed. Anything else in particular that you want me to 
emphasis in my speech to the Legislature? 
 
Mary Ellen Humphrey: I think the Greenfield economic development project is important 
and should be emphasized.  
 
 
 

OTHER 
 Bruno Bruni: Are we meeting somewhere in July?  

 
Courtney Curatolo: Can we have July off since the next meeting is on the 5th?  
 
Doug Bowen: We have it scheduled to have off in August.  
 
Courtney Domst: The next meeting is scheduled for July 5th at the Jamestown Airport.  
 
Jeff Gossett: Can we move that meeting to the 12th?  
 
Courtney Domst: I will reach out to the airport to confirm and that we can still tour if we 
move it to the 12th.  
 
A motion was made by Jeff Gossett to move the July meeting to July 12th, seconded by 
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Mary Ellen Humphrey, and passed unanimously.  
 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 Chairman Bowen asked for a motion to adjournment the meeting.  A motion was made 

by Courtney Curatolo and second by Dick Patton, and passed unanimously.   
 


