CHILI TOWN BOARD
August 1, 2007
A meeting of the Chili Town Board was held on August 1,2007 at the Chili Town Hall, 3333
Chili Avenue, Rochester, New York 14624 at 7:00 p.m. The meeting was called to order by
Supervisor Tracy Logel.
PRESENT:

Councilwoman Ignatowski, Councilman Schulmerich, Councilman
Slattery, Councilwoman Sperr and Supervisor Logel.

ALSO PRESENT:

Richard Brongo, Town Clerk; Joseph Carr, Commissioner of Public
Works/Highway Superintendent; John Ferlicca, Deputy Town Supervisor;
Dawn Forte, Supervisor's Secretary; Chris Karelus, Building Department
Manager; Dianne O'Meara, Director of Finance; Richard Stowe, Counsel
for the Town; Eric Vail, Insurance Counselor.

The invocation was given by Richard Brongo.
The Pledge of Allegiance was cited. The fire safety exits were identified for those present.
At this point, a Public Forum was conducted to allow public speakers to address the Town Board.
Eight speakers addressed the Town Board on various subjects, and the Public Forum concluded
at 7:50 p.m.

PRESENTATIONS:
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: We have this evening a presentation by the University of
Rochester for incentive zoning, and he would like to introduce Tom Greiner from Nixon,
Peabody who will introduce the other gentlemen that are present here for this presentation.
MR. GREINER: Good evening Madam Supervisor, members of the Board, attendees. My
.
name is Tom Greiner, attorney at Nixon, Peabody.
With me tonight are Mark Schwartz, Director of Facilities for the Medical Center at the
U ofR; Duncan Jackson and Tom Fromberger from MRB Engineers; and my colleague, Greg
Nearpass from our firm.
Thanks for the chance to present briefly tonight the proposal that the University of
Rochester has, and it has submitted to the Town, is that certain property on Scottsville Road,
1420 Scottsville, which is the Logan Party House, as well as just adjoining property owned by
utility companies be subjective to an incentive zoning process and zoning from and by the Town
for the purpose of permitting the University to establish a temporary parking lot that it would use
for its own pl.l!l'0ses, for its employees. It would be a shuttle lot that would then connect with the
university facilities on campus and in the surrounding areas.
The -- I think everybody knows that over the last number of years, the University and all of
its components have grown dramatically, to the point that it is now the largest employer in the
County, which is interesting considering the history of our County, and at the same time as it has
experienced tremendous growth, it has also instituted as of last year a master planning process.
This is a very detailed master planning process for its city campus and also its south campus.
And the ultimate objective of the University is to have its parking on its own property.
While this master planning process is playing out, and as It has actually been Implemented
over the next number of years, the University has a fair shortfall on parking. When I say
"University," I'm including the Medical Center, of course.
So it is the intention of the University, ifthe Town approves, to take the property that is
under contract and put a temporary parking lot there for its uses. The University proposes that
there would be a maximum of ten years for that.
Under the Town's incentive zoning ordinance, the Town is permitted to grant incentives to
applicants in return for amentities, and we would fully intend to comply with that in terms of
having permission to do this and providing amenities to the Town to be agreed upon by the
University and the Town.
The University is thinking at this point of cash in lieu of concrete amenities, together with
road improvements that would be made on Scottsville Road, and these together would constitute
the amenities that would be given to the Town so the Town could implement the incentive zoning
and permit the parking.
Obviously this is the beginning. We're just introducing this. This is the beginning of a
process. Everything will take full consent of the Town, under your ordinance, of course. You
work -- you, as the Town Board, work in tandem with the Planning Board of the Town, back and
forth under your incentive zoning ordinance to vet the proposal from the site point of view. That
is one ofthe functions of the Planning Board. And obviously the Town Board is the ultimate
arbiter of this, and would have to be satisfied with the project as well as the amenities.
And, of course, this would also be subject to County Planning review, as well under the
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General Municipal Law.
So that's the real short version of it.
Up on the easel, MRB put together an aerial showing -- if I may just approach the easel for
a minute -- showing the property -- actually, what I will do is a 360.
This is the Logan Party House here (indicating). And the property that we're looking at
is -- is here (indicating). The canal is back here (indicating). Railroad, old railroad is back here
(indicating). And the Logan properties is here.
For the audience, we're looking at this. The Logan Party House and the adjacent property
here (indicating).
Details of the project we're looking at, the 670 odd spaces, we're looking at putting in some
shelters for people that would be waiting for the shuttle, landscaping.
We have already had preliminary discussions with the State DOT about road improvements
that would be necessary for this.
So our next step, what we would ask you is at some point to set a public hearing to discuss
this, to kick it over and then under your process, you would then send us to the Planmng Board
for their -- they would owe you a report and a review.
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: Any questions?
COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: So the road improvements were directed to you by
the State then?
MR. GREINER: Yes. I think the issue is the road improvements we're counting partially
as an amenity under the ordinance, until and unless the State tells us that all of the road
improvements that they want are really caused by this project. In other words, to the extent that
there are road improvements that would be required that really aren't caused by the project, that
would be an amenity. If all ofthe road improvements are really and directly caused by the
project, then that wouldn't be an amenity. So that is to be determined.
COUNCILMAN SLATTERY: Actually, I'm all set. We did speak before, and I did get
some information and answers, so.
COUNCILMAN SCHULMERICH: The information packet you provided was very
helpful. It gave us the opportunity to look over the information and decide what to do next.
MR. GREINER: Great.
COUNCILWOMAN SPERR: Not at this time, thank you.
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: What we're definitely going to do is review this, and we'll have
to set a public hearing to discuss it and we'll let you know when that is going to be.
MR. GREINER: Very good. Thank you very much.
COUNCILMAN SCHULMERICH: Thank you.
TOWN BOARD LIAISON REPORTS:

Conservation Board Report by Virginia Ignatowski:
COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: A representative for the Gomes proposed parking
lot attended the Conservation Board meeting, and they went over his landscapmg proposal and
accepted them as was proposed.
They also reviewed the Planning Board agenda with -- but the items on there were all old
items they already reviewed the landscaping on and already accepted it, so there wasn't much on
that.
One question for Dick (Brongo) is did they forward to you that they have changed their
next Conservation Board meeting? Because before Planning Board was going to be
September 18th, because of the -- figuring the primary was going to be the 11th, so they were
waiting until September 10th to hold the next meeting.
RICHARD BRONGO: I had seen Pat (TindaIe) through the library, and she said that she
was contacting the people to see if she could move it.
COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: They made a decision it -- instead of September the
l Oth, it is going to be August the 27th. I know you already issued the August monthly meetings,
so you will have to unfortunately revise that.
RICHARD BRONGO: Okay.
COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: That's it for that.
Drainage Report by Virginia Ignatowski:
COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: Drainage has not met yet. They meet next
Tuesday.
Historic Preservation Board Report by M~ Sperr:
COUNCILWOMAN SPERR: Theyave not met yet, but I did want to make a comment.
They were very active participants in the Chil-E Fest. They had an old car that they used to drive
through the parade with, and they also put a booth up that they were running slides of current
histoncal homes in the area and trying to drum up some interest for Historic Preservation in
Chili.
I wanted to pubically thank all of the members of the Historic Preservation Board for
taking their own personal time out to participate on behalf of the Town.
Libary Board Report by Michael Slattery:
COUNCILMAN SLATTERY: Yes, library. They had a Meet-the-New Library Director
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last month -- Dan -- and unfortunately I wasn't there. I'm not sure of the turn-out, but I did have
an opportunity to meet with him recently, and to go over a few things.
Um, and also, in regards to the meeting, there was -- the summer reading program. There's
just over 600 kids that have signed up for it so far.
The Girl Scouts, they're going to be doing a project in the library. They're going to be
stenciling a border at the top, in the ceiling -- not on the ceiling, at the top of the walL
There is -- also the next concert will be August 7th in the lawn area behind the library, and
then they also have a new color printer for patrons' use in the library for a small fee.
Parks and Recreation Report by Supervisor Logel:
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: Parks and Recreation meets next Wednesday night.
Traffic Safety Board Report by Mary Sperr:
COUNCILWOMAN SPERR: They meet tomorrow night.
Zoning and Planning Boards Report by Dennis Schulmerich:
COUNCILMAN SCHULMERICH: Zoning Board. Um, there were numerous shed
variances. This is the time of year when we seem to hear about those shed variances applied for.
Three were approved, and one was tabled. We had two lot line variance that were approved.
Fence variances, one denied and one tabled. One conditional use that was denied. Garage
variance that was approved. Parking variance that was tabled and two sign variances that were
tabled. Some of that related to Walgreens. Others to other applications.
As far as Planning Board goes, there were two conditional uses applied for; one was tabled
and one was approved. There were three site plans, two tabled and one approved; and
subdivision, one tabled. Again, those were dominantly related to Walgreens in terms of tabling.
I would like to also advise you of a few other issues. In response to Mr. Rettig's
comments, I would like to respond for those that weren't in the audience the night that the
American Legion appeared for the banner, it was referenced that I would say, "What can we do?"
As though I didn't have a decision to make, or I didn't know what to do.
What I was referring to when I said that was, "What do we need to do to insure that the
sign can go up?"
We are, in fact, supportive of the American Legion. There was no resolution required, nor
needed, and as such, it was given unanimous support by this Board. So the purpose for my
questioning was to insure that we not prevent the American Legion from moving forward, and
that we not -- we asked the questions so if there were any issues around signs, if there were any
issues that needed to be cleared that night that we did do so so they would not be prevented from
having that sign up before the Memorial Day parade.
I think to some degree the comments were misrepresented and I thought it appropriate to
correct that.
Mrs. Borgus made some comments around lack of action on some issues which to others
may seem simplistic. We are trying to move some forward. I will refer to a couple I'm working
on.
Regarding the Planning Board/Zoning Board/Building Department Workshop with the
Town Board, urn, during the last month I have met with Mr. Martin, Mr. Bloser, Mr. Brown and
Mr. Karelus to work on an agenda. We have an established agenda we're fmalizing, and we'll be
sharing that with the Town Board and be looking to set that three-hour workshop up in the
September time frame.
As far as the Architectural Review Committee goes, we have the Ad Hoc Committee
established. Initially when it was prosed, it was assumed we would simply be able to get the
committee up and running and then put the specifications and guidelines in place in conjunction
with the local law that would have been passed.
Based on the advice of Counsel, which is more than appropriate to follow, it was deemed
that we needed to have a specification and guidelines documented as part of the local law before
the committee could be formed. That caused us several months of delay because of -- the
specifications and guidelines have to be done correctly or we're going to have a committee that
won't know what to do or how to do it, and we want it specified specifically what needs to be in
the guidelines.
So we had the Adhoc Committee in place that should be working over the next couple
months. Within the last few weeks, I learned that the individual that was going to chair that
cannot chair it for personal reasons. He is over-committed. And what we need to do, as a Board,
is determine how we want to proceed around having a chair for that. We can either let the
committee self-select, or we can appoint. And after the conversation we can have here tonight, I
can take the advice back to the Architectural Review Board.
I think the intention would be, as I understand it, unless we run into complications that are
unforeseen, the next few months would be spent getting the guidelines in place so we can then
incorporate them into the local law. The local law would be voted on and we would have the
committee identified and in place prior to the Organizational Meeting so they could be effective
by the 1st ofthe year.
With that said, the principles and guidelines that go into an Architectural Review
Committee will be used for any application that are if place today, including Walgreens. We're
not ignoring the importance of Walgreens, and we're not assuming there shouldn't be
architectural guidelmes and standards in place, as best we understand them. And the Planning
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Board is working with the Building Department, as best they can, to make sure that that will
happen for what we have in place today.
That doesn't mean that we wouldn't have been better served if, in fact, there was an
Architectural Review Committee in place and operating, but I can tell you from my point of
view, it is important that those guidelines and specifications be right the first time coming out of
the .g!ite, rather than trying to figure out what to put in a local law and then have to do numerous
reVISIOns.
As far as the code update goes, the reference regarding the code is -- from my
understanding, it is sitting on the Town Board. The work has been done, and we're ready to
review it with the exception that we have to reconcile the noise ordinance. And I have been
doing some work offline in conjunction with others to take a look at drafts from St. Augustine,
from the City of Rochester and from the Town of Webster.
I'm having some discussions with Mr. Karelus to see to what degree I can help put a draft
together to help reconcile it with the Town Board, and based on my understanding, once the
noise ordinance is issued -- I'm sorry, once the noise ordinance is reconciled, then we're ready to
move the code forward. Everything else is done.
So that is my point of view on it. I can understand others have perspectives on the degree
to which we mayor may not be turning switches to turn all of these things on. If you're on the
inside looking out, the complexity to do it right is important. If you're on the outside looking in,
you want to see it happen faster, and you want to see it in place. And I think both positions are
probably right to some degree. So that's my point of view for whatever it is worth.
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: Thank you for clearing some of those issues up, because they
need to be cleared up.
RICHARD BRONGO: Can I make -SUPERVISOR LOGEL: Sure. You have been so quiet.
RICHARD BRONGO: I don't get the opportunity to speak too often.
For the audience, I want you to be aware that the Gates-Chili Post has stopped the free
issues. Last week's was the last free issue that they have. They will be available for sale within
the Town, and I am letting you know this, because that is our official paper in which we put all
our legal notices in.
I know many people before had subscriptions, and when the free papers came out, a lot of
people decided against the subscription and just took the free copies, but they will no longer be
available.
I have been told that the -- there will be boxes at -- right now tentatively at Red Apple, Leaf
& Bean, Wegmans where you can -- and I believe our own library where you can purchase a
copy for $0.25. So I just wanted everybody to be aware of that, because if you're not getting it
and you want to see the legal notices, that is where you will have to pick one up.
COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: And if! may, they also moved out of the building
over there on -COUNCILWOMAN SPERR: Yes, they have.
COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: They're no longer there. There is no longer a local
office in our Town for that.

MATTERS OF THE SUPERVISOR:
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: I would like to just cover a couple ofthings.
One, is the Mapworks map, there -- the Mapworks maps was done last year, finalized and it
is out. It is available. It can be picked up at any time, a Mapworks map. That is not scheduled
to be done for another year or two.
The Chili Center -- or excuse me, the color mapping, if that is what you meant, that was
being done as part of the update on the Master Plan, that IS in the Building Department and is
being worked on currently. That's an extensive review of -- going over those maps, and we have
been a little short staffed because one of the people that has to review that map did have a
wedding and a vacation in there. So we're working on it, and that's being completed.
As far as the Open Space Index, that is -- has been -- I gave that to the Conservation Board
as soon as I took office, and they have cart blanche with that Open Space Index to get it
completed, and basically it's just an index. I don't know -- I don't know what you expect an index
to be, but it is basically just a listing of all of the open properties that are listed as open space in
this Town. To my knowledge, that has been done.
So I mean, it is not a formal document or anything, that has ever been presented, but they
have a listing of what is available. The Genesee Valley Land Trust, you know, the parks, the
Black Creek 1500-acre County Park, and all of the areas that cannot ever be built on that are
flood plain areas.
Now, the hard -- the complication was the -- the actual lots, numbers oflots or addresses
for flood plain areas that would never -- do I say flood plain? Do I say overlay? But those are
the areas. Those are the ones that can never be built into, identifying who owns what part of
Black Creek and -- along the river. That's the only areas, as far as I know, that they're still
working on.
And as far as Walgreens is concerned, I -- and I think Dennis (Scibetta) addressed it, but
the key thing is that everybody is concerned. Everybody is concerned on this Board about the
traffic. Everybody is concerned about the design fitting in with the Town, but a statement was
made here today that I do want to correct.
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The statement was made very clearly that you, as a Town Board, have the right and the
authority to override decisions of the Planning Board. We have absolutely no authority and no
right under the law to override any decision made by the Planning Board, and I want to correct
that now, because I think that is an important item that you all need to understand. We cannot
override the Board's-COUNCILMAN SCHULMERICH: Might I also make a comment? We hear on a fairly
regular basis people coming in saying, "How can you let another pizza place come in? How can
you let another business come in that might compete with KMart or Wegmans?"
We have absolutely no right to question someone's business plan when it comes to whether
they want to compete with another business or not. If they're complying with the law, if they're
complying with the zoning code, they make an application, they have a right to start that
business.
So yes, is there a question as to whether a multitude of one type of business or not would
create a problem for other businesses, that's capitalism. That is what America is about, and it is
not the purview ofthis Board to make business decisions for applicants. Period. You might like
us to do that. We cannot do that.
COUNCILWOMAN SPERR: Can I add to Dennis (Schulmerich)'s comment? I have
heard many, many people say to me that if we put a Walgreens there, KMart is going to close. If
we build a Target, KMart is going to close. And I usually joke and I say, "Well ifKMart goes
out of business, that's up" -- I mean, I go into KMart a lot myself, and they don't always have
what I want, but it is the way they manage their business. It's all up to them.
But conversely, sometimes when you put more competition there, they get better and it
actually brings more shoppers into an area, because now they have several places to shop. You
see -- that is why stores are located near other stores in Henrietta, and that is why an area gets
built up like that.
We can't predict what the future will bring, and if for some reason we're successful in our
efforts to have economic development and shopping put in the central location, and one business
is existing, doesn't -- isn't able to stay in business, if it is a viable shopping area, someone will
come in their place.
So I -- I'm -- my personal opinion is that I agree with Dennis (Schulmerich) we do not
make those types of decisions for them. We advise them sometimes, "You're the sixth pizza
shop. Are you sure you really feel you can do business here?"
But it is really up to them. It is really up to them. I had asked our Building Department
years ago about that, and it is truly up to the business person that wants to present that application
to our boards.
But I really feel it is critical that when given the opportunity, we clarify these points that
are made here. I think that this entire Board works very hard, but you won't see it all here when
we sit up on the dias -- but we all work very hard behind the scenes. I -- I just wanted to make
that point.
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: I just wanted to address one other thing. That was the 500 -5,880 square foot garage for personal toys. Mr. Karelus, am I correct in making the statement
that he is a homeowner, and he has the land, and he has the right to come in and ask for the
variance, and -- do you have anything that you can add to this?
CHRIS KARELUS: Just in the process, just so the Board and the public are aware, the
Building Department noted that the individual was running an illegal business out of the
operation, out of the residence. In doing our due diligence on the site, we actually removed that
use, had a lease agreement presented to us showing him and his space operating elsewhere and
termination letters given to the Building Department verifying that will no longer be at that
location.
I understand some of those units that were on site, the Building Department did cite him for
all those units and gave them 24 hours notification and all of those were removed.
I know the intention of the owner is to apply to the Zoning Board -- which again, as the
Supervisor stated, is everyone's right in this Town -- is to take everything that is not a daily
occupied used vehicle and store it in the shed. So people that live in and around this area, see
some of the bulk vehicles he has, which by permissions and code he is allowed to have on site.
Those vehicles were told to the Board, under an oath, during the 'public process, would be within
this structure, and the Board took action and did allow a permission for that.
So I guess that -- hopefully, that will give some clarity to the Board and the public on the
application and the (inaudible) adjacent owner brought up this evening.
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: The only other thing I have right now in front of me to clear up is
the issue regarding -- the statements regarding the Party House.
Again, the Party House owners have the right to sell their land, and they have made the
decision to sell. Whether we're -- it's the Town losing another party house, we, as a Town Board,
cannot stop that loss.
And ifthe University of Rochester wants to purchase that land, whether it is for a parking
lot or whatever it is for, that's their right to try to purchase that land. I mean, if you want it to be
a party house and you feel we're losing one, then you need to purchase the party house, and you
need to run it.
I was assured -- because I had some similar questions, and I asked similar questions and I
was assured this has been on sale as a party house for a very long time, and no one has come
forward and no one is interested in buying it and running it as a party house.
So at this point, that's all I have got to clear up. Anybody else?
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COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: On the suggestion for a moratorium, the idea, I
think for the moratorium is to stop the Walgreens from progressing forward, and, Counsel, if you
could agree with me or disagree with me, I don't think that you can do that on a project that has
already been started. If we instituted a moratorium, it would have nothing -- it would not apply
to that particular project.
RICHARD STOWE: My recommendation would not be to make a moratorium for
existing projects, but rather to make it for future projects and applications after a stated date.
Which the Chili Town Board has done on occasions with specific sorts of applications from time
to time, always for applications in the future, and after a stated date. Not for existing
applications.
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: Okay.
COUNCILWOMAN SPERR: IfI can make -- there is one more point of view on this. If
people want to listen to talk about a moratorium, and I understand why you might recommend
that, but you have to consider if the Town were to pass a moratorium, then we're basically telling
all businesses we don't even want to hear -- we don't want anyone -- we don't want anyone to
even come and tell us that you might be interested in our Town. And I don't know that we might
want to put ourselves in that position, because then we never know what kind of businesses are
looking to come into our Town.
And we're hearing people tell us that they want to see economic development. Well, we
would like to see economic development, but if you're watching the actions of this Board, it is
planned and we're trying to do it the ri~ht way. So I always want to know who is interested and
who is coming into the marketplace WIth businesses so we can weigh whether or not we would
like to see them in our community. Ifwe put a moratorium on, they will not come. That's just
my own personal comment.
COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: I had just a couple of things. The Walgreens
traffic, when I read the June Planning Board minutes, I didn't get a chance to -- you know, from
our last Town Board meeting, they came in after that. They spent probably about two pages on
that traffic issue. It just hasn't been at the recent ones, from my understanding, by the comments.
But it hasn't been something that was totally ignored.
And also I know the Building Department sent out a letter -- it certainly is not being
ignored by the Town. We also have those same concerns and -SUPERVISOR LOGEL: Chris (Karelus) (Karelus) is, through the Building Department,
working on getting another -- a report from the State and some information on it.
COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: I did appreciate the information in your letter. I
thought it was very well-worded and expressed what our concerns were. I did like that.
CHRIS KARELUS: IfI could, the Town, recognizes it is a cornerstone for our
community, and we recognize it has taken efforts to meet with the State Department, who are the
individuals that will be making the determination on where these cuts happen on this project site,
and we have actually gotten the County, as well as the State, involved in an overview and
collective review, if you will, on this project, and we have advised them of our Traffic Safety
Committee's concerns, as well as again, Building Department's evaluations in addition to
additional arguments and somewhat suggestive measures we would like to see implemented with
these permits when they're issued.
And just so you are aware, too, we are working with the applicants to make sure that this
cornerstone of our community is a good reflection of what Chili is, and for that reason, we really
feel that architectural element is critical, and we're just trying to make sure that is right for the
Town of Chili.
COUNCILMAN SCHULMERICH: In the interest of having been in the room the night
the traffic study was presented to the Planning Board, I will-- I will give you one person's
perspective, because there are probably several out there.
But I would say based on the way that meeting was facilitated by the applicant, I personally
left with the impression that -- although if you ~o back and read the meeting notes, it is not stated
word for word this way, but I was left with the Impression in the room that what was being
presented was something that was reviewed and/or endorsed by the New York State Department
of Transportation.
So when you hear the strength of conviction that is being given to us by the residents, if
they heard that the same way I did, I could understand their concern around representation, and I
think all we can do is try to reinforce to the citizens that we are concerned about that comer, and
we'll do everything in our power to make sure it done the right way. And I applaud Mr. Karelus
for the approach he has taken in trying to deal with this.
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: This Board has repeatedly made these statements regarding the
traffic on that comer. As I said, I drive it 6 to 8 times a day, and there's a problem and it needs to
be addressed. And we're working to make sure that that is within our limits of working with the
Planning Board, we're working to do that.
There is one other anything that needed to be corrected, the Pikuet Drive abandonment
statement. I said -- you asked -- was asked what would happen with Pikuet Drive, and I said we
would have to abandon it. This Board would have to pass a resolution, and it would have to be
voted on, and it has to even go through a process with the State.
Is it, Mr. Carr, we have to go some process or we just have to vote on it? But it has not
been abandoned until we take an official action to do that. But the response was in response to a
question that asked "What would happen? How would you do that?"
And I said, "We would have to abandon it." And that's exactly how I said it.

CHILI TOWN BOARD MEETING - August 1,2007 - Page 7
Do you have another -COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: Two other things. The Scottsville Road
development -- housing development, that is not something has even been brought to our
attention at this point.
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: No.
COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: That is definitely an Agricultural Conservation
area.
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: And again, it is land for sale. They have the right to sell it.
COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: It is Agricultural Conservation, and the Master Plan
does deem it as that -- so at this point it hasn't been discussed.
The last thing is something I keep on asking about. The green house that has now been
somewhat painted white. If that's an improvement to it, I am wholly disappointed and was
wondering if we should be starting some kind of process. The porch is falling over. The
windows are boarded over. It looks like heck. I see they're starting to paint, I thought, okay,
maybe they are starting something, and that was their whole effort, one day of painting.
COUNCILMAN SCHULMERICH: You have a problem with the white house?
COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: It is not all of the way white. The front is white,
and the sides are still green with their lovely -COUNCILMAN SCHULMERICH: I know. I drive by it frequently.
COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: It just stopped.
SUPERVISOR LOGE: Are you up on this yet, Chris (Karelus)?
CHRIS KARELUS: No.
COUNCILMAN SCHULMERICH: You will be.
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: You will be before this over.
COUNCILWOMAN SPERR: Union Street and North Chili next to -- the green house.
COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: This is something that has been ongoing, and it is
right at a comer of a major intersection in our Town, Union Street and Buffalo Road.
CHRIS KARELUS: Oh, yes.
COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: It is a very ugly situation that has been dragging on.
I was hopeful when I saw them painting it one day they were going to start, and that is as far as
they got. That was probably a month ago. So...
COUNCILMAN SLATTERY: But they did move the car out of there.
COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: Okay. So they did move the car.
COUNCILMAN SLATTERY: Give them credit.
(Laughter.)
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: All right.
COUNCILMAN SCHULMERICH: Might I ask a question in reference to Mr. Ginovsky's
comments earlier regarding the house on Paul Road, and the Town spending money on that?
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: Forgot about that. The abandoned house.
COUNCILMAN SCHULMERICH: To me, based on the way that was presented in terms
of the Town wasting money, I think merits a response, and the degree to which the mortgage
holder may have insurance, or the bank that holds the mortgage may have insurance, I mean -what type of response have we got to that? I personally don't have an answer, but I think it is
appropriate to hear an answer, because I'm sure there is one.
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: Mr. Carr, can you address this situation with that house, because
I know you have been working with most of it?
JOSEPH CARR: I can apprise the Board of where we are at this point in time. It is my
belief after having several conversations within the last 3 or 4 weeks, that people who are
associated with a management company that have been hired by mortgage companies, it's -- it's
my impression and belief that nothing is going to happen at that property for a very long time. I
think we're at a point where -- I have spent the time and made the contacts to now understand
what steps I have to take for this Town's plan to proceed with demolition. I -- I am convinced
we're not going to get any further help from the so-called property owner, mort~age people,
maintenance people to do anything at the site. And so we need to make a decision then as to
whether we're going to allow that thing that has been there about 27 months -- the situation is
getting worse.
I don't mean drastically worse, but progressively worse overtime. The front wall is caving
in. And it -- it is a choice of continuing to look at it or to make the commitment to spend those
kind of dollars, which unfortunately, it's going to take to remove it.
COUNCILMAN SCHULMERICH: Is it fair to say, Mr. Carr, based on what we heard
from residents at prior Town Board meetings, and in your opinion, that we are dealing with an
issue of public safety?
JOSEPH CARR: Absolutely.
COUNCILMAN SCHULMERICH: That's all I need to hear. Thank you.
COUNCILMAN SLATTERY: Joe (Carr), and also you made a commitment to go in there
after our last Town Board meeting, I believe, and to cut the grass to knock it down for the safety
of the neighbors and so forth.
You just mentioned the front wall caving in. It is the basement wall?
JOSEPH CARR: The front foundation wall. This is a ranch house.
COUNCILMAN SLATTERY: Yes.
JOSEPH CARR: And fairly long section of the foundation wall in front of the building
has -- it's pushed inward, so you can see inside.
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COUNCILMAN SLATTERY: And there is a snow fence around the structure at this
point?
JOSEPH CARR: That's correct.
COUNCILMAN SLATTERY: So we have been working towards this point. We have
been working to help with the safety issue, for the families that are in that area. So...
COUNCILWOMAN SPERR: The message we got loud and clear from the neighbors was
imploring us to help them solve that problem.
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: And our responsibility is to the children that we need to keep
safe in that area, so.
COUNCILWOMAN SPERR: Is there any possibility at a future date that we may be able
to recoup the money that we spent to tear it down from the lender or any of the mortgage
companies or the insurance company?
JOSEPH CARR: I would really want to refer to Mr. Stowe, but I'm certain that the
resolutions that we did pass will allow us to attach any of our expenses to the property.
COUNCILWOMAN SPERR: That's what I thought. Okay.
RICHARD STOWE: The status of the structure is precarious and so is any answer to this
question. Honest answer to the question. Is it possible to recoup the money? The answer is yes,
it's possible. The difference between possible and likely is going to be determined by a number
of factors that no one in this room is capable of predicting with any degree of certainty.
The mortgage holder has a stake III this house. The costs are capable of being added to the
property. Whether the mortgage holder seeks to attempt to do any of this after he's -- it's nudged,
slashed threatened by the Board taking this step remains to be seen. If, in fact, nothing is done,
and it has been the collective judgment of this Board that something has to be done, the ability to
recoup those monies after we take that step will have to play out and will probably be the subject
of more than one question at this sort of a meeting for a long time to come because I don't think it
will be a fast resolution. But to say that it's not possible would be incorrect. To say it's probable,
honestly would be a stretch.
COUNCILWOMAN SPERR: That's where -- that's why I asked if it was possible. The
thought of possibility still exists.
Thank you.
COUNCILMAN SCHULMERICH: One more comment. There has been multiple
references over the last several months around Channel 12, and from my perspective, I still have
outstanding questions. I have directly asked Channel 12 around -- about the access to the air
waves, if there are multiple broadcasting facilities, and how they would be able to enable and
guarantee that we would have access to those air waves if there was more than one broadcast
facility, i.e. Greece or others. To date, I have not received a response to that, and I have asked
that question more than once.
In conjunction with the challenges that have been going on around who will be providing
video casting support, not just of the taping our meetings, but the overall general production of
shows on the air waves, I need to be more comfortable with the fiscal soundness of Channel 12
to know that investing Town monies makes sense.
And thirdly, when provided the opportunity to ask the owner of Channel 12 ifhe would
consider something less than an annual contract with us until these issues were resolved, so that
we had some confidence that we were making a stable investment, the answer was unilaterally, "I
will not consider anything less than a one-year contract."
With those two outstanding questions I have and their unwillingness to move forward with
something less than an annual contract, I see us moving in a stalemate situation here until we
learn more what is going on with the other options.
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: That is exactly why Gates, Greece, Ogden have -- all of the
other towns have said the same thing.
COUNCILMAN SCHULMERICH: Because we don't respond to it when it is brought up
every time, it may be seen that we're sitting up here and not listening. It may be seen that we're
sitting up here not taking action. The fact of the matter is there is complexity to this issue and
questions are being asked. It is not being ignored. You may not like the fact that action has not
been taken to date, but the fact of the matter is from my vote's perspective, action has not been
taken for the right reasons.
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: And legally, you don't have to take any action at all. And I think
that is the thing -COUNCILMAN SCHULMERICH: That's an important point.
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: Everybody leaves that out. Legally, we do not have to do any of
that, at all.
The 7/11/07 Town Board meeting minutes were approved as modified.

REPORTS SUBMITTED:
Community Center Revenue Report - June 2007
Recreation Center Revenue Report - June 2007
Senior Center Revenue Report - June 2007
Library Board of Trustees Minutes - 5/22/07
Monthly Financial Report - June 2007
Planning Board Minutes - June 12,2007
Traffic & Safety Minutes - June 7, 2007

CIDLI TOWN BOARD MEETING - August 1,2007 - Page 9
Zoning Board of Appeals Minutes - June 26, 2007
Year End Financial Report 12/31/06 and Independent Auditors' Report

RESOLUTION #226 RE: ORDER SETTING PUBLIC HEARING ON THE
PROPOSED EXTENSION OF THE CmLI CONSOLIDATED DRAINAGE DISTRICT
TO SERVE THE CHERYL LYNN SUBDIVISION TAX MAP NUMBERS 144.08-1-1
AND 144.08-1-2 LOCATED AT 131 and 125 ATTRIDGE ROAD, CHURCHVILLE, N.Y.
14428, IN THE TOWN OF CHILI, COUNTY OF MONROE AND STATE OF NEW
YORK
OFFERED BY: Councilwoman Ignatowski

SECONDED BY: Councilman Slattery

WHEREAS, a written petition, dated June 22,2007, in due form and containing the required

signatures has been presented to and filed with the Town Board of the Town of Chili, Monroe
County, New York for the extension of the Chili Consolidated Drainage District to serve the
property located at 131 and 125 Attridge Road, Churchville, N.Y. 14428, Tax Map Numbers
144.08-1-1 and 144.08-1-2, more particularly described in Schedule A (Property Description) on
file in the Town Clerk's Office; and

WHEREAS, if the district extension is approved, the properties within the proposed extension
will be eligible to receive the drainage services available to other properties within the Chili
Consolidated Drainage District. No drainage improvements are proposed to be constructed
within the proposed district extension by the Chili Consolidated Drainage District at this time.

WHEREAS, as stated in the Petition, all costs relating to the formation of the district extension
shall be paid by the petitioners.

WHEREAS, except as otherwise provided above, all expenses of the Chili Consolidated

Drainage District, including all extensions heretofore and hereafter created, shall be a charge
against the entire area of the district, as extended; and

WHEREAS, the estimated cost to the typical property, and, if different, the typical one or two

family home within the Chili Consolidated Drainage District, in the first year following the
formation of the district extension for debt service and operation and maintenance charges, is as
follows:
Typical Property:

$0.00

Typical One or Two Family Home:

_
$0.00

_

WHEREAS, the proposed district extension is an Unlisted Action for the purposes of the State
Environmental Quality Review Act and the regulations promulgated thereunder ("SEQRA"); and
NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby,
RESOLVED, that the Chili Town Board is hereby designated "Lead Agency" for the
environmental review of this proposed action; and be it
ORDERED, that a meeting of the Town Board of the said Town of Chili shall be held at the

Chili Town Hall, 3333 Chili Avenue, Town of Chili, New York on the 5th day of September,
2007, at 7:00 p.m. to consider the said Petition and to hear all persons interested in the subject
thereof and for such other action on the vote of said Town Board in relation to the said Petition
as may be proper or required by law; and it is further

ORDERED, that the Town Clerk of the Town of Chili is hereby authorized and directed to
publish a copy ofthis order in the Gates-Chili News and post a copy of the same on the bulletin
board in the Office ofthe Town Clerk, not less than ten (10) days, but not more than twenty (20)
days, prior to the date set for said public hearing.
Upon a call of the Roll of the Members of the Town Board of the Town of Chili:
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED

RESOLUTION #227 RE: ORDER SETTING PUBLIC HEARING ON THE
PROPOSED EXTENSION OF THE CmLI CONSOLIDATED DRAINAGE DISTRICT
TO SERVE THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 2075 SCOTTSVILLE ROAD TAX MAP
NUMBER 160.03-1-8, IN THE TOWN OF CHILI, COUNTY OF MONROE AND STATE
OF NEW YORK
OFFERED BY: Councilwoman Ignatowski

SECONDED BY: Councilman Slattery
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WHEREAS, a written petition, dated June ~2, 2007, in due form and containing ~e. required

signatures has been presented to and filed Withthe Town Board of the Town of Chill, Monroe
County, New York for the extension of the Chili Consolidated Drainage District to serve the
property located at 2075 Scottsville Road, Rochester, N.Y. 14623, Tax Map Number 160.03-1-8,
more particularly described in Schedule A (Property Description) on file in the Town Clerk's
Office; and

WHEREAS, if the district extension is approved, the properties within the proposed extension
will be eligible to receive the drainage services available to other properties within the Chili
Consolidated Drainage District. No drainage improvements are proposed to be constructed
within the proposed district extension by the Chili Consolidated Drainage District at this time.

WHEREAS, as stated in the Petition, all costs relating to the formation of the district extension
shall be paid by the petitioners.

WHEREAS, except as otherwise provided above, all expenses of the Chili Consolidated
Drainage District, including all extensions heretofore and hereafter created, shall be a charge
against the entire area of the district, as extended; and
WHEREAS, the estimated cost to the typical property, and, if different, the typical one or two
family home within the Chili Consolidated Drainage District, in the first year-following the

formation of the district extension for debt service and operation and maintenance charges, is as
follows:
Typical Property:

_

$0.00

Typical One or Two Family Home:

$O.OO~

_

WHEREAS, the proposed district extension is an Unlisted Action for the purposes of the State
Environmental Quality Review Act and the regulations promulgated thereunder ("SEQRA"); and
NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby,
RESOLVED, that the Chili Town Board is hereby designated "Lead Agency" for the
environmental review of this proposed action; and be it

ORDERED, that a meeting of the Town Board ofthe said Town of Chili shall be held at the

Chili Town Hall, 3333 Chili Avenue, Town of Chili, New York on the 5th day of September,
2007, at 7:00 p.m. to consider the said Petition and to hear all persons interested in the subject
thereof and for such other action on the vote of said Town Board in relation to the said Petition
as may be proper or required by law; and it is further

ORDERED, that the Town Clerk of the Town of Chili is hereby authorized and directed to
publish a copy of this order in the Gates-Chili News and post a copy of the same on the bulletin
board in the Office of the Town Clerk, not less than ten (10) days, but not more than twenty (20)
days, prior to the date set for said public hearing.
Upon a call of the RoB of the Members of the Town Board of the Town of Chili:
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED

RESOLUTION #228 RE: ORDER SETTING PUBLIC HEARING ON THE
PROPOSED EXTENSION OF THE CIDLI CONSOLIDATED DRAINAGE DISTRICT
TO SERVE THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 2171 SCOTTSVILLE ROAD TAX MAP
NUMBER 174.010-01-002, IN THE TOWN OF CIDLI, COUNTY OF MONROE AND
STATE OF NEW YORK
OFFERED BY: Councilwoman Ignatowski

SECONDED BY: Councilman Slattery

WHEREAS, a written petition, dated July 20, 2007, in due form and containing the required

signatures has been presented to and filed with the Town Board of the Town of Chili, Monroe
County, New York for the extension of the Chili Consolidated Drainage District to serve the
property located at 2171 Scottsville Road, Scottsville, N.Y. 14546, Tax Map Number
174.010-01-002, more particularly described in Schedule A (Property Description) on file in the
Town Clerk's Office; and

WHEREAS, if the district extension is approved, the properties within the proposed extension
will be eligible to receive the drainage services available to other properties within the Chili
Consolidated Drainage District. No drainage improvements are proposed to be constructed
within the proposed district extension by the Chili Consolidated Drainage District at this time.
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WHEREAS, as stated in the Petition, all costs relating to the formation of the district extension
shall be paid by the petitioners.
WHEREAS, except as otherwise provided above, all expenses of the Chili Consolidated
Drainage District, including all extensions heretofore and hereafter created, shall be a charge
against the entire area of the district, as extended; and
WHEREAS, the estimated cost to the typical property, and, if different, the typical one or two
family home within the Chili Consolidated Drainage District, in the first year-following the
formation of the district extension for debt service and operation and maintenance charges, is as
follows:
,$0.00

Typical Property:

Typical One or Two Family Home:

_
$0.00

_

WHEREAS, the proposed district extension is an Unlisted Action for the purposes of the State
Environmental Quality Review Act and the regulations promulgated thereunder ("SEQRA"); and
NOW THEREFORE, it is hereby,
RESOLVED, that the Chili Town Board is hereby designated "Lead Agency" for the
environmental review of this proposed action; and be it
ORDERED, that a meeting of the Town Board of the said Town of Chili shall be held at the
Chili Town Hall, 3333 Chili Avenue, Town of Chili, New York on the 5th day of September,
2007, at 7:00 p.m. to consider the said Petition and to hear all persons interested in the subject
thereof and for such other action on the vote of said Town Board in relation to the said Petition
as may be proper or required by law; and it is further
ORDERED, that the Town Clerk of the Town of Chili is hereby authorized and directed to
publish a copy ofthis order in the Gates-Chili News and post a copy of the same on the bulletin
board in the Office of the Town Clerk, not less than ten (10) days, but not more than twenty (20)
days, prior to the date set for said public hearing.
Upon a call of the Roll of the Members of the Town Board of the Town of Chili:
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
RESOLUTION #229 RE: Authorize Attendance to Highway
Superintendents Fall Conference
OFFERED BY: Councilman Slattery

SECONDED BY: Councilman Schulmerich

BE IT RESOLVED to authorize Joseph L. Carr, Superintendent of Highways, to attend the
Annual New York State Town Highway Superintendent Fall Conference to be held September
25-28, 2007 in Saratoga Springs, at a cost not to exceed $800.00.
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
RESOLUTION #230

RE: Road Dedication of Portions of Aston Villa, Bolton Trail,
Everton Run, Liverpool Heights, Tynedale Way

OFFERED BY: Councilman Slattery

SECONDED BY: Councilman Schuhnerich

BE IT RESOLVED that portions of Aston Villa, Bolton Trail, Everton Run, Liverpool Heights,
and Tynedale Way, as constructed under Section 6 of the Park Place subdivision, be accepted for
road dedication, and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, subject to the approval by the Engineer for the Town and
the Counsel for the Town, that the necessary documents be executed and filed.
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
TOWN BOARD DISCUSSION RELATING TO THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION:
COUNCILWOMAN SPERR: I do have one question. I wanted to ask this while
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we were discussing this. Probably Mr. Carr can answer this, or can give me an idea. When do
you anticipate that it will be tom down? I think they'll probably want to know.
JOSEPH CARR: Unfortunately, it's a complicated process. It will take approximately
30 days to go through all of the procedures. So a 30-day process.
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: Okay.
COUNCILWOMAN SPERR: Thank you.

RESOLUTION #231
OFFERED BY: Councilwoman Sperr

RE: Transfer of Funds
SECONDED BY: Councilwoman Ignatowski

WHEREAS, the Town is prepared to move forward with the demolition of structures at 1370

Paul Road,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, to transfer $15,000 from A 1440.1 (Town
Engineer Personal Services) to A 3620.4 (Safety Inspections Contractual).
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED

RESOLUTION #232 RE: Letter of Credit Release Maple Hollow
Subdivision Release No.6
OFFERED BY: Councilwoman Ignatowski

SECONDED BY: Councilman Slattery

BE IT RESOLVED that per recommendation ofthe Town Engineer, $44,551.23 be released

from the Letter of Credit with Ontario National (#1013) for Maple Hollow Subdivision, leaving a
balance of$50,434.18; subject to engineering fees and street light bills to the Town.
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED

TOWN BOARD DISCUSSION RELATING TO THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION:
COUNCILMAN SCHULMERICH: For those in the audience, 233 is addition to Chili
Fire Department active list, and 234 is removal from the Chili Fire Department active list, not the
same names.

RESOLUTION #233

RE: Addition to Chili Fire Department, Inc. Active List

OFFERED BY: Councilman Schulmerich

SECONDED BY: Councilman Slattery

BE IT RESOLVED that the following individuals be added to the Chili Fire Department, Inc.
Active List effective January 1,2007 thru June 30, 2007:
Meghan Allen
William Wood
Andrea Testa

Nick Miraglia
Amy Tesch

Joseph Harrer
Tony Loturco

Charles Keiser
Julie D'Angelo

Jason Mulcahy
Steven Brown

UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED

RESOLUTION #234

RE: Removal from Chili Fire Department, Inc. Active List

OFFERED BY: Councilman Schulmerich

SECONDED BY: Councilman Slattery

BE IT RESOLVED that the following individuals be removed from the Chili Fire Department,
Inc. Active List effective June 30, 2007:
Tammy Cullen
Jennifer Gates

Tim Mateer
Jason Elliotto

Charles MacDonald

Mark Sarver

Dan Selvaggio, Jr.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Don Strine go to exempt status with the Chili Fire
Department, Inc. Effective January 31, 2007.
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED

RESOLUTION #235

RE: Historic Preservation Board

OFFERED BY: Councilwoman Sperr

SECONDED BY: Councilman Schulmerich
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BE IT RESOLVED that Pat Tata be appointed to the Historic Preservation Board to complete
the term of Peter Widener term to expire December 31, 2009.
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
TOWN BOARD DISCUSSION RELATING TO THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION:
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: Just want to make a comment it's been a long and hard search,
and in our audience tonight is Brandon Tumia, if he would stand up, and Tony Simeone who is
here. If you would stand up, please. Thank you gentlemen for coming forward and joining our
Board of Plumbers. Thank you very much.
TONY SIMEONE: It's our pleasure and an honor to serve.

RESOLUTION #236

RE: Examining Board of Plumbers

OFFERED BY: Councilwoman Ignatowski

SECONDED BY: Councilwoman Sperr

BE IT RESOLVED that Anthony D. Simeone be appointed to the Examining Board of
Plumbers the term to expire December 31, 2009; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Brandon Tumia be appointed to the Examining Board of
Plumbers the term to expire December 31, 2009.

UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED

RESOLUTION #237

RE: July 18,2007 Abstract

OFFERED BY: Councilman Slattery

SECONDED BY: Councilwoman Ignatowski

WHEREAS, January 3, 2007 Resolution #1 authorized vouchers to be paid July 18,2007 by all
Council signing a waiver form; and

WHEREAS, Council did authorize by a majority vote vouchers 3319-3531 totaling $129,598.51
to be paid from the Distribution Account as presented by Richard Brongo, Town Clerk

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, to note for the record vouchers 3319-3531 were
paid from the following funds:
General Fund
Highway Fund
Special Light Districts
Consolidated Drainage
Total for Abstract

$ 86,962.27
$ 30,483.61
$ 10,865.61
$ 1,287.02
$129,598.51

UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
TOWN BOARD DISCUSSION RELATING TO THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION:
COUNCILMAN SLATTERY: Yes, Supervisor, I do actually on page 15, for the
celebrations account, the bands for the Chil-E Fest, weren't they paid out of this account?
SUPERVISOR LOGEL: Dianne (O'Meara)?
DIANNE O'MEARA: The band?
COUNCILMAN SLATTERY: The bands. Entertainment.
DIANNE O'MEARA: Some ofthe bands were on the July 18th abstract.
COUNCILMAN SLATTERY: Okay. My concern would be the -- the year-to-date
amount?
DIANNE O'MEARA: That's because donations, specific sponsorships are being credited
against this account to -- there are sponsorships for, you know, certain bands or certain -- the
fireworks or whatever, and it's being (inaudible).
COUNCILMAN SLATTERY: So when we get the budget from the Chil-E Fest, we'll see
the -DIANNE O'MEARA: All of the expenses and all of the -COUNCILMAN SLATTERY: Okay. Great. Thank you. That's all I have.
COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: I had a question on page three. I guess we had
missed it or is this something new, the Sumner Hans & Associates for records management
consultant services for the Historian? Do you know what that -SUPERVISOR LOGEL: That's the grant. She had that grant. That was the grant that was
covered 100 percent.
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then?

COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: That is just that. So that is new. She just utilized it

SUPERVISOR LOGEL: She had to use it up. I think it is completed -- it -- if I'm not
mistaken, the end of July. It's complete now.
COUNCILWOMAN IGNATOWSKI: Okay.

RESOLUTION #238

RE: August 1,2007 Abstract

OFFERED BY: Councilman Schulmerich

SECONDED BY: Councilwoman Sperr

BE IT RESOLVED to pay vouchers 3685-3871 totaling $221,817.09 to be paid from the
Distribution Account as presented to the Town Board by Richard Brongo, Town Clerk:
General Fund
Highway Fund
Consolidated Drainage
Chili Fire Protection District
Special Light Districts
TOTAL

$ 52,973.69
$ 41,277.28
$
95.54
$117,230.14
$ 10,240.44
$221,817.09

UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
The next meeting of the Chili Town Board is scheduled for Wednesday, September 5, 2007 at
7:00 p.m. at the Chili Town Hall meeting room.

