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THE CITY OF POUGHKEEPSIE 

NEW YORK 
 

COMMON COUNCIL MEETING 

MINUTES 

Monday, March 3, 2014  6:30 p.m.    City Hall                     
________________________________________________________________________ 

 

     I.    PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 

 

         ROLL CALL 

 

All Present 

 

II. REVIEW OF MINUTES:   

 

Councilmember Petsas made an amendment to page 33, replacing 

Councilmember Solomon’s name with Councilmember Rich.  

 
CCM 1-6-14 

 Accepted 
 Accepted
as Amended 
 Tabled 

 

  Yes/Aye No/Nay Abstain 
Absent 

Councilmember McClinton Voter     

Councilmember Hermann Voter    

Councilmember Perry  Voter    

Councilmember Johnson Voter    

Councilmember Klein Voter    

Councilmember  Petsas Voter    

Councilmember Rich  Voter    

Councilmember Mallory Voter    

     
 

 

III. READING OF ITEMS by the City Chamberlain of any resolutions not 

listed on the printed agenda.  

 

 

REMOVE 

 

VII. MOTIONS AND RESOLUTIONS: 

 

1. FROM CORPORATION COUNSEL ACKERMANN, R14-19, 

authorizing a utility easement with Central Hudson on Zach’s Way.  
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2. FROM CORPORATION COUNSEL ACKERMANN, R14-20, 

SEQRA and Sale Resolution R14-21, for the sale of a parcel property at 

the corner of Clinton Square and Maple Street.  

 

ADD 

 

IX.   PRESENTATIONS OF PETITIONS AND COMMUNICATIONS:  

 

    7.  FROM MAYOR TKAZYIK, the March 1
st
 financial report.  

 

 

 

IV. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:  Three (3) minutes per person up to 45 

minutes of public comment on any agenda and non-agenda items. 

 

Terry Clayton – CSEA President – 13 Plaza Road, Wappingers Falls – I just want to 

start off by saying I’m very concerned with the looming layoffs  if we don’t get a deal 

done with the parking meters.  I just want to give everyone an idea of what it would look 

like if 25 people were laid off, so take a look [motions to the members of the audience].  

So, my point is this – if you lay off 25 people we’re going to be down to not a lot, 

whether it’s DPW, crossing guards, police, fire, civilian police…what we’re looking at is 

a depleted workforce and stuff not getting done on the streets, which, my feeling is, the 

most important.  I was told that non-essential personnel would be laid off…you know, 

non-essential to the citizens of the City.  To me, everybody’s essential; everybody in this 

room, everybody up here.  I think if we all work together, put our differences aside and 

put our heads together, we can make this work.  So, thank you. 

 

Ken Stickle – 118 Catharine Street – I’ve been a proud resident of the City of 

Poughkeepsie for 57 years; born and raised here.  Unessential employees – I don’t think 

we got any room for that.  I understand the parking meter vote will be coming back out.  

My suggestion is, instead of going out and buying all these pay stations, buy individual 

meters.  They take credit cards, they take debit cards…right on down the line.  Go up and 

down Main Street where you got the white lines.  I understand we have between 250-300 

parking spaces from Hamilton down to the Waterfront.  If you look at those parking 

spaces, because nobody’s controlling how people park on Main Street, I bet half of those 

parking spaces are not being utilized.  So, individual parking meters make more sense.  

You have elderly people getting out of their car to go to Motor Vehicles and they’re 

looking for these pay stations…you got somebody confused – they can’t find them.  We 

can’t afford to lay any of these guys off.  Take a look at Main Street – it looks like Beirut 

again…not only potholes…the garbage, so on and so forth.  We don’t have the manpower 

as it is, to keep the city clean, and we want to bring more business in here?  Give them 

parking meters, but do it fairly.  Do them from the library over to Mansion Street in front 

of the Post Office.  Let the parking meters be paid for first, individually…then start on 

Main Street (lower and upper).  Leave the middle section alone until you build the up in 

there.  It’s gotta be done fairly.  The City passed the budget for $1.3 million for parking, 

which everybody in their right mind knew that 400 parking meters would not bring in 
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$1.3 million.  You cannot threaten the City with 25 layoffs and then say, “Oh, we’re 

gonna look to hire 2 temps.”  That’s all I got to say.  

 

Marta Knapp – 10 South Clinton Street – That “three-headed monster” that is bringing 

us new smart meter water meters was less than up-front with members of this Common 

Council on Thursday, February 20.  Wendel, the performance contractor and manager of 

the project and creator of the billing software was one head.  Census Netflix, the device 

maker and owner of the frequency was another and the In-Line Service, the installer of 

the devices of New Jersey was the third.  Important questions some of you asked were 

not answered honestly or at all.  1. When asked what “undesirable operation” means, no 

one answered you guys.  No one gave an answer at all.  2. When asked if the frequency 

being used could be violated or shared, the Netflix Census guy lied to you saying they 

exclusively own an old pager frequency they bought.  Well, FCC Rule #15 says that 

frequency must accept other signals.  3.  I recently learned that Census Netflix meters are 

notorious for having meters overheat and catch fire.  4.  The representatives lied to you 

about the frequency signal only being sent four times per day, the low pulse microwaves 

are constantly pulsing every 6 seconds.  5.  When one of you asked if these are smart 

meters, you couldn’t get a straight answer.  But, the In-Line service rep. said that they 

never called it the smart meter in any of the mailings to the public.  That’s not an answer.  

6.  Why is the location of the base tower that has the receiver on it Top Secret?  What is 

the security issue involved?  I believe the newest receivers for these WiFi meters went up 

on the cell phone tower next to Time Warner on Reservoir Square, and I believe I can 

feel the intensified signals or radio-frequency radiation coming from that tower even 

stronger since these new receivers went up in December.  The meter that measures 

microwaves per square inch read higher than the meter could go when we stood near that 

tower and it was over 2,500 microwaves per square inch.  This is extremely hazardous to 

human health and is exposing my whole neighborhood.  All the WiFi devices and smart 

meters raise the levels as they “communicate” with each other, increasing the load.  

7.  When asked, In-Line Services admitted that none of their technicians are licensed 

plumbers or licensed electricians; something you are requiring citizens to have if they 

resist this mandatory installment and elect to do it on their own.  When asked about the 

shelf life of these devices, instead of answering honestly that the battery-operated device 

only lasts 10 years, they told you it has an accuracy guarantee of 20 years.  Who pays for 

the new meters in 10 years?  In 20 years?  And, what does a “handful of problems” mean 

regarding installation – 10, 20, 30, 40?  When City workers have to dig up the road, 

sidewalk, front yard…whatever…what does that cost in overruns?  I’m again asking the 

Common Council to have a public hearing, where the public can dialogue with you guys 

about smart meters, with the “three-headed monster,” where we can bring people in who 

actually have studied this at length.  And, I’m asking for that public hearing and asking 

you guys to take back your power investigating the smart grid.  I have a copy of that film.  

Thank you very much.          

 

Frank Clark – 50 Rinaldi Blvd. – Once again, I believe parking meters should be 

installed in the City.  However, I’m still in favor of single meters instead of those very 

expensive and unreliable pay stations.  I was outraged when City Administrator Bunyi 

stated at the previous meeting, that a local bank wouldn’t be interested in letting the City 
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borrow less than $600,000 because it wouldn’t be worth their while.  Therefore, forcing 

taxpayers to spend thousands of dollars more on a parking system that wouldn’t bring in 

any more revenue than a less expensive system.  To prevent Mayor Tkazyik from going 

through with his threat to lay off 25 City workers, I’m asking the Council to approve the 

resolution on parking meters.  However, the money should be put in escrow and for a 60 

or 90 day trial period, single meters should be installed on Main Street between Market 

Street and Academy Street.  And pay stations should be installed on Main Street from 

Academy Street to Hamilton Street to find out if there’s any substantial difference in the 

revenue collected.  Then the Council should decide which system would be the better 

investment and again, the meters should be installed throughout the Mt. Carmel area 

district also.  I have a suggestion how residents could be notified about “Snow 

Emergencies.”  We all receive many of those glossy, political mailers at election time.  

I’m guessing that because so many are sent out, the cost is affordable.  A glossy notice 

should be mailed out on October 1
st
 to all residents in the City.  It could say, “Please Post 

This Notice on Your Refrigerator.  If you park on a street listed below, you must remove 

your car during a Snow Emergency, or risk getting a hefty parking ticket and tow 

charges.”  Another line could be, “We recommend you park on the streets and lots listed 

below.”  The cost of this mailer could be shared by the City of Poughkeepsie, CSEA 

Union and the official radio station for storm warnings.  I recommend the radio station, 

92.1 which has a live radio announcer, Joe Daley, who begins broadcasting at 4:45 a.m.  

This Notice should also be put on the website starting on October 1, and also on the 

Community Channel 39 on FiOS.  Thank you.     

 

Darrett Roberts – 148 Franklin Street – I want to talk about the property taxes the 

people in this City are paying.  I went to a conference Saturday in Newburgh about the 

school systems here, and I found out that only 50% of homeowners are paying property 

tax, while the rest of the people are not paying…are getting a write-off.  I’m thinking that 

50% that are paying, they’re putting a burden on the other 50% here, and we have the 

other 50% paying their full share, we wouldn’t be talking about laying off 25 people.  We 

would actually be talking about hiring 25 new people and plus, getting them a raise.  

These people work to protect the City.  They work to help us.  Also, we need that revenue 

to pay for the school system, which is badly in need of that revenue.  Those people who 

are not paying their fair share of taxes are cheating the City and residents of what they 

deserve and I feel very strongly that we not lay off these workers – these people who are 

union employees who’ve been doing a job for years and years of faithful service.  They 

should be given a medal for their outstanding heroism in the face of the snowstorm we 

had lately.  I am a proud ex-union member and I’m proud to be a part of them.  Thank 

you very much. 

 

 

Harvey Flad – 115 Academy Street – I gave you a handout about snowstorms and 

possible strategies.  Read attached statement.   

 

Sean Harden – 36 Glenwood Avenue – I’m going to quickly thank Mr. Hermann for 

getting back to me on the adjacent property next to mine that was up for auction, then 

having it removed for obvious reasons.  After watching the previous meeting and hearing 
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the meters get voted down, and heard numerous times, “We don’t have any sources of 

revenue.”  I’m gonna come up with one.  It includes meters.  Right now, I’m a temporary 

employee for the City of Kingston, and what we do…my position is going out in the 

morning, collecting coin from parking meters and repairing them.  Now, what they do is 

charge $.50/hour for parking meters; and we use the single head meters.  There are 

around 500 meters in the City, and a lot of them are double head, so it’s probably 750 to 

800 or 900 metered spaces.  The reason the City put these meters in several years ago, 

was that they were having a problem, which is what we have with the Main Street 

businesses with cars parking on the street and sitting there for hours and hours and hours.  

In the afternoon, I write parking tickets and that results in a full-time ticket writer.  It’s so 

much easier for us to go by, look at a meter, see if it’s green or red…if it’s red, write the 

ticket ($20 fine).  Another problem with it is collecting the actual fine.  What the City of 

Kingston does is, if you accumulate 3 parking tickets, they scofflaw your registration and 

eventually, they will get their money somehow…one way or another.  My suggestion is 

to do something like this.  I know it requires legislation from the Council, but try and 

bring in some type of parking meter.  The single head is a good one because if it does 

break down, it’s quite easy to fix them.  The money collected brings in thousands and 

thousands of dollars – even at $.50/hour, but the parking fines are even more.  Between 

me and the other person, we can write several thousands of dollars in parking fines in one 

day.  It helps out the businesses by clearing the spaces in front of their business; it keeps 

things moving and the other idea for actual revenue, I would say increasing the fines.  If 

somebody wants to ask Corporation Counsel when it last happened, I don’t think parking 

fines have been increased for a number of years.  I think it’s ridiculous that a fire hydrant 

ticket is only $25 – that should be on the same level as Handicap [Parking], like $100 or 

$200, but it’s only $25, yet, parking in a permit district is a $50 fine…so on and so forth.  

I would just say here, “Approve the meters in some form, whether it be the pay stations 

(ideally, it should be the single stations), because we can’t afford to lose 25 people.”  

There just has to be some situation worked out between the City Council and the 

Administration and hopefully, my suggestion helped you out and gave you some ideas.  

Thank you.     

 

Doug Nobiletti – 145 Academy Street – I like very much what I just heard tonight.  

There was some really good applied logic to the idea of what really makes a meter system 

work.  So I think maybe, you’re gonna vote to go ahead and do some form of metering, 

but you might want to leave open your options as to how best to implement it.  Read 

attached statement. 

 

Jere Tierney – 60 Fountain Place – I too, was a little skeptical about the $1.4 million 

‘til I had the opportunity to speak to Diane Steen today, and she informed me that the 

three test meters brought in approximately $5,000 in 3 months and I said, “Wow, $5,000 

in 3 months, okay…3 meters in 12 months – that’s $20,000.  Sixty meters in 12 months, 

that’s $400,000.  Two hundred meters in 12 months – that’s $1.4 million.”  Potentially, 

there is money to be made there and based on what’s happening in the City of 

Poughkeepsie, when you’re looking at a $20 million upgrade to your water treatment 

plant, $2 to 3 million joint library initiative.  Another $6 million in revenue needed to fix 

the tank and another $3 million to keep the 25 people on the job over here (makes a 
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gesture to the people in the audience), I think parking meters is definitely the way to go.  

I would suggest all on-street parking be short-term, so that you “flip” the space, because 

the purpose of parking meters (as Sean said), is to promote and manage parking spaces.  

Your parking lots should basically be long-term parking, kind of like an airport; you 

know?  Short-term and long-term.  And, you should test both.  You should test the kiosk 

and also test the single meters.  The difficulty in single meters, I’m not sure how they’re 

gonna be wired and how you’re gonna send out a signal to be able to use credit 

cards…whether it’s gonna be solar-powered or hard-wired, but that is certainly a 

consideration.  The kiosk, I think everything is solar-powered and is probably a cell 

phone type of connection back to the bank.  So, there’s something to be said for both of 

them.  I think you should test both of them.  I think you should put them 

everywhere…Downtown, Mt. Carmel, Hooker Avenue – anywhere you can make money.  

And, I think it’s certainly within the realm of possibility, that you might surprise yourself 

and end up with more than $1.4 million.  Thank you.  Have a good day.   

 

Gus Kazolias – 47 Noxon Street – First and foremost, I gotta talk about the 

Poughkeepsie Journal.  This is “Yellow Journalism,” about the attack on the Mayor’s 

father.  I knew his grandfather and all like that down in the family.  This is “Yellow 

Journalism,” and as Rush Limbaugh says, “Stay with the issues, and stay off the 

periphery stuff.”  I blame Penny over there – he runs the Journal.  Try to get a letter to the 

editor; I know how he runs the thing and this is his story, OK?  I thought “Yellow 

Journalism” went out when Lou Fiore went out, but I guess it’s still alive and well.  

Everything that’s been said about the meters, I agree with 100%.  We need the revenues.  

How are you going to resolve it is one thing.  The second thing is I noticed there was an 

editorial opinion of this “Sharwat.”  She’s a (inaudible… League of Women Voters?) 

about the Loop Buses.  She doesn’t even know what she’s talking about.  People ought to 

know what they’re talking about when they’re talking about Loop Buses taking over the 

City buses and all like that.  Something else I want to talk about.  You know, it was 

interesting to read about this guy, “Lapore,” not a bad looking guy either.  I didn’t realize 

he gave the Mayor $10,000 for his campaign “thing,” but he also…I hear he does about 

$200,000 of outsourcing work for the City of Poughkeepsie.  It could be high, but it’s up 

in that category.  I noticed in this article, it doesn’t say anything about how he’s doing 

work for the City of Poughkeepsie.  You see the 30 people moved out – you’ve been 

laying people off; how many people could you hire for $200,000?  A lot – to do City 

work, cleaning it up (whatever it is), etc.  I hear these fire hydrants – who’s cleaning the 

fire hydrants?  Is it the City people or do you outsource that too?  Last time I hear that 

there were 500 fire hydrants that weren’t (inaudible).  Usually, you have people get out 

there to clean the fire hydrants.  That’s very critical…a fire.  My son does mine, thank 

God he does because I fortunately, have a younger person to do it.  Other than that…look 

– tonight on the agenda, you’re gonna hire 2 part-timers.  You need the revenues, and I 

don’t think the Administration should use scare tactics as far as I’m concerned.  In 1982, 

the Democrats were running it – Lettieri and that group; I think Theyson was City 

Manager.  Today I spoke to an attorney who said, “How can you have a contract without 

an escalating clause that goes back for 30 years?”  We had only “geniuses” running the 

City then.  Let’s not have too many “geniuses” running the City now.  Let’s get the 

meters going so we can get the revenues in, and we need it – this is a way out.  By the 
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way, one of those electronic things when you cross the street was out of order.  What 

happens when it’s out of order…you don’t get any money?  Something to think about.  

 

Steven Planck – 81 Carroll Street – Forgive me if I get up and go home after this, but I 

have a newborn at home and I’d much rather be there, with all due respect.  The handout 

that I’m handing you is the first page of the same letter, same question that I’ve been 

asking for the last year.  I’m hoping that at some point, you all get as upset as I am and 

become embarrassed as to why I never get an answer to this question.  Either I’m being 

stonewalled, road-walled or it’s just incompetence.  I don’t know, but at some point we 

have to say, “Son of a gun, what’s going on with this guy?” I know Mr. Rich and Mr. 

Klein has forwarded the questions over, and here it is, 15 months later and I’m still 

asking the same damn question.  So, tell me where to go or tell me what it is, but just tell 

me something.  For God’s sake, I’m almost 40 years old, I can take a “No.”  The second 

thing you’ll receive in the packet (maybe you read it, maybe you haven’t) is the 

Comptroller’s brief which speaks about how cities like ours generate revenue when we 

have so many taxes on properties and basically, what he talks about is User Fees.  So, my 

question to the Council (with all due respect to the people sitting behind me) is, “Why 

isn’t every free standing property in the City of Poughkeepsie paying the damn User 

Fee?”  Why have some people been allowed to go beyond the purview of what the rest of 

us have to do?  If we’re all going to be hit with a fee, let’s all sit as a family at the same 

table and all pay the damn fee, not for some people to go off and get it at a cheaper price. 

That’s been my idea and I’ve been saying it for over a year, and here you go, it’s coming 

right from the Comptroller’s Office as well.  As far as the parking meters go and the 

layoffs – I agree.  It’s a complete scare tactic and it’s an ugly shame that that’s the  way 

politics work around here.  I’m 100% against the parking meters.  I can’t justify going 

into “Alex’s” and turning a $2.00 cup of coffee into a $5.00 visit because I got to pay for 

the parking meter.  I can’t justify it.  I think if we go back, because I caught the rerun of 

the Meeting of the Whole from last week, and listened to Rich DuPilka when asked what 

was the biggest problem with the snow removal.  It’s the damn cars on the streets.  If you, 

as a Council work backwards from that single problem, you will solve so many of the 

City’s financial problems, because what’ll happen is when you start controlling the cars, 

(and I personally, would get rid of multiple side of the street parking) it would make 

street sweeping easier, garbage pickup easier, snow removal easier.  I would charge a $10 

annual fee for a permit and then $20 per month to be able to park on the street.  We’re 

talking over a million dollars a year.  The second thing I would do is once you control the 

cars, then you can get those automated machines in here to pick up the garbage. I would 

have homeowners simply walk their garbage to the other side of the street that doesn’t 

have the cars parked on it, and now you’re able to get the automated machinery down 

there.  Control the cars, control the City and you’ll find money laying everywhere.  

 

Chairman Mallory:  Thank you, Mr. Planck. 

 

Mr. Planck:  The last thing – the parking meters was less than $4,000… 

 

Chairman Mallory:  Is there anyone else?  
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Mr. Planck:  It was $3,9---(inaudible) 

 

Chairman Mallory:  Mr. Planck.  Thank you very much.  Would anyone else that hasn’t 

signed…please… 

 

Bill Dykus – 96 South Hamilton Street – I’m gonna be short and sweet.  I’m all for the 

parking meters.  I get a lot from the Council and the former Council about districts.  But, 

here’s their chance to prove it, okay?  We need these 25 people.  Don’t even think of 

laying them off.  It’s time to take care of our own.  These people have been taking care of 

us for years, so don’t even think of that.  I don’t know where this Mayor got this from; 

threatening people too with…if they don’t get the parking meters, they don’t have jobs.  

You’re gonna have to figure another way, whatever happens.  But, don’t lay off them 

people.  You just saw the room empty out?  25 people left the room?  You’re gonna see a 

lot more people leaving the City of Poughkeepsie too.  No one’s gonna live in a city 

where there’s no services.  That’s all I have to say.     

 

 

V. MAYOR’S COMMENTS: 

 

Mayor Tkazyik was not present. 

               

 

VI. CHAIRMAN’S COMMENTS AND PRESENTATIONS: 

 

Chairman Mallory:  Guess there’s no Mayor’s comments.  Good evening.  I’d like to 

thank Council members Petsas, Hermann and McClinton for the amendments to the 

resolution that’s coming before us in regards to City Auctioned Property.  I anticipate this 

will be a standard in-house City auctions its properties for at least two years.  Also, 

before us today is a resolution to provide assistance to the City Sanitation Inspector, to 

hold property owners accountable to the maintenance, cleanliness and safety of their 

properties.  I truly hope they can work with a full slate of City employees that were 

budgeted for 2014.  Thank you. 

 

VII. MOTIONS AND RESOLUTIONS: 

 

1. A motion was made by Councilmember Rich and seconded by 

Councilmember Petsas to receive and print. 

 

City Administrator Bunyi:  Good evening members of the Common Council, 

Chairman.  In front of you is a resolution basically, providing money for salaries for two 

temporary employees to work with the Sanitation Inspector.  This will be two 20 hour 

positions, reporting directly to the Sanitation Inspector who will be guiding them to 

provide all the abatement that is necessary to keep the City clean.     
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R-E-S-O-L-U-T-I-O-N 

(R-14- 22) 
 
INTRODUCED BY COUNCILMEMBER RICH  
 
WHEREAS,  the City of Poughkeepsie is desirous of hiring two part-time, 
temporary laborers to assist with the abatement of sanitation violations including 
city sidewalks that have not been cleared of ice and snow; and 
 
WHEREAS, in order to hire such employees, the 2014 budget must be amended 
to provide for the funding of these positions; and 
 
WHEREAS, approval of this resolution will not result in a funding increase to the 
2014 Budget for the City of Poughkeepsie, but it is necessary to amend the 2014 
Budget to reflect the additional positions; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Common Council of the City of Poughkeepsie has determined 
that this resolution constitutes a Type II action as defined by the New York State 
Environmental Quality review Act and 6 NYCRR Part 617; and 
 

Now, Therefore, 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Budget for the City of Poughkeepsie is 
hereby amended as follows: 
 

 Budget Line    Description         Amount    

From: 01.08.5110.7103 Salaries/CSEA      $18,000.00 

To: 01.08.5110.7106 Salaries/Temporary     $18,000.00 

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Commissioner of Finance be, and he 
hereby is authorized to make such technical adjustments and corrections she 
deems necessary to this resolution to carry out the intent of this Council. 
 
SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER PETSAS 
 
R14-22 

 Accepted 
 Accepted
as Amended 
 Tabled 

 

  Yes/Aye No/Nay Abstain 
Absent 

Councilmember McClinton Voter     

Councilmember Hermann Voter    

Councilmember Perry  Voter    

Councilmember Johnson Voter    

Councilmember Klein Voter    

Councilmember  Petsas Voter    

Councilmember Rich  Voter    

Councilmember Mallory Voter    

     
 

 

2.  FROM CORPORATION COUNSEL ACKERMANN, R14-11,   

     approving auctioning of excess city owned real property. 



 Official Minutes of the Common Council Meeting of March 3, 2014 

 

 10 

 

2. A motion was made by Councilmember Rich and seconded by 

Councilmember Petsas to receive and print. 

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:  Thank you Mr. Chairman, members of the Council.  

Before you is a proposed resolution approving the City Clerk for conducting a property 

auction for excess city real property.  This was first proposed to the Council last month.  

Over the last couple of weeks, my office has been working with several Council members 

with regard to putting some stipulations on some of the properties.  The latest Schedule A 

was e-mailed to the Council members.  Most of the properties will…any of the properties 

that have single houses will require that the properties be secure within one week; that the 

property owner obtain a Building Permit in 3 months for the exterior work; complete that 

exterior work within 6 months and then close out the Building Permit within 2 years.  

The vacant properties will require that any violations that may exist at the time, that they 

take title to the property will be abated and there are a couple of other requirements.  One 

of them for instance, is 16 Rose Street.  That is a burned out building that’d be cleared 

within 3 months.  After the Council approves this, we’ll move forward with the auction 

company.  I did speak to them last week and they have said that if this is adopted tonight, 

we can move forward and continue having the auction on April 3.  The plan is to continue 

and have that as a scheduled date.   

 

Councilmember Johnson:  Thank you, Chairman.  I’m glad to be working with some 

creative and independent thinkers who will keep working and fine-tuning these 

resolutions until they’re ready without stipulations.  We would’ve kept going to the cycle 

where the City would’ve made a quick buck, but at the end of the day, they would have 

more abandoned properties.  And, I see myself as a representative of future generations in 

the City of Poughkeepsie, and I couldn’t support something that I think would’ve been 

harmful to the City of Poughkeepsie in the long run.  So now I’m glad that we have these 

stipulations and I’m glad to support this resolution and to get some much needed revenue 

for the City of Poughkeepsie. 

 

Councilmember Klein:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Mr. Ackermann, the stipulations 

that were added…these properties, if they’re auctioned are subject to the City Building 

Code, correct? 

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:  That’s correct. 

 

Councilmember Klein:  So, whoever buys them has to implement immediately, 

whatever measures are required under the Building Code to make them code compliant, 

correct? 

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:  Yes, correct.  They would have to be brought up 

into compliance.  The Building Code would require a Building Permit.  Well, first of all, 

they’d have to be secured immediately, or within a reasonable period of time.  They 

would be issued a violation and would have 30 days to correct that.  Then they would 
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have to obtain a Building Permit, but theoretically, they have 2 years to close out that 

Building Permit. 

 

Councilmember Klein:  This is the normal course of events for any time such properties 

are auctioned? 

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:   That’s correct.   

 

Councilmember Klein:  Was this done a year ago?  

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:  On the properties, I think at that time, there were 

not any stipulations put on those properties.  There were, in consultation with the 

Building Department, some properties that were being auctioned off  this year, did 

contain those stipulations and some of the Council members just asked for that condition 

to be included in several of the other properties. 

 

Councilmember Klein:  If it was done last year, how much was raised?  What kind of 

revenue? 

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:  Well, last year we had successful property auction 

and raised $1.4 million, but the majority of that was some commercial property that the 

City…(inaudible).  

 

Councilmember Klein:  Thank you, Mr. Ackermann.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

 

Councilmember Rich:  Question:  Since they have to comply, (the buyer, successful 

buyer) with all these building codes, shouldn’t we make up a copy of what exactly they 

must comply with and give it to them when they sign the paper that says they now own 

this property? 

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:  Yeah, what’s gonna happen is, once this resolution 

is adopted, we will work with the auctioneer company who will be advertising the 

properties.  We’ll make sure they advertise with these conditions, that the buyer if fully 

aware that these conditions apply to purchase of the property.  And, once that auction is 

held, the agreements that will be contained at that auction will include these conditions 

and will sign it at that time, with these conditions. 

 

Councilmember Rich:  Thank you. 

 

Councilmember Petsas:  Just a quick question:  If someone was to purchase a property, 

without the stipulations…I just want clarity, and they file…they’re forced to file for a 

Building Permit?   

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:  Well… 
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Councilmember Petsas:  Somebody that owns a property that’s in pretty good 

condition… maybe they don’t want to put nobody in it…they’re speculating on 

it…they’re holding it – are they required to get a Building Permit? 

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:  If it’s secure, the only requirement at that point 

would be that they file for the vacant property registration – they register it on an annual 

or semi-annual basis, depending on what their plan of action is with the property.  So, 

that would have to be done. 

 

Councilmember Petsas:  So, there’s no requirement to get a Building Permit? 

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:  There’s no requirement to get a Building Permit, 

correct.  There’s a registration process.   

 

Councilmember Petsas:  So, through this stipulations we’re adding on these properties, 

they are required to get a Building Permit within 6 months, they are required to get the 

outside done within a year, and they’re required to wrap it up in 2 years…? 

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:  That’s correct. 

 

Councilmember Petsas:  Right.  So, I think that that’s a big difference, that there are 

stipulations that people aren’t going to come into the City, buy property, sit on them, do 

nothing with them…no, you’re going to be forced to something with the properties you 

buy here in the City of Poughkeepsie.  We can’t afford Main and Cherry – we were told 

we were going to have a steakhouse there.  I haven’t seen a steakhouse yet.  The 

Waterfront (the Bonura property) still isn’t being developed, so I think that these 

stipulations are very, very important to make sure that people that are buying these 

properties are actually going to invest the time and money into them.  Thank you. 

 

   

R E S O L U T I O N 

(R-14-11) 

 

INTRODUCED BY COUNCILMEMBER RICH 

 

WHEREAS, the City of Poughkeepsie is the owner of properties or possess liens 

sufficient to obtain title by Commissioners Deed to said properties described in the 

attached Schedule “A” (the, “Properties”) which the City Administrator has determined 

that there exists no municipal purpose or need; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City is desirous of auctioning the Properties pursuant to and in 

conformity with Chapter 2, Article III of the Code of Ordinances; and  

 

WHEREAS, the purpose of the auction is to liquidate properties to the highest 

bidder and a public auction in an expedient manner; and 
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WHEREAS, the Common Council considers the proposed action to be an 

unlisted action under Title 6 NYCRR, Section 617.2 of the SEQRA regulations; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Common Council being the only involved agency considered 

the attached short Environmental Assessment Form (EAF); and  

 

NOW, THEREFORE, 

  

BE IT RESOLVED, 

 

1. In accordance with Section 617.5(a)(1) of Title 6 NYCRR, the Common 

Council determines that the above described action is subject to SEQRA; 

and 

 

2. In accordance with Section 617.5(a)(2) of Title 6 NYCRR, the Common 

Council determines that the action does not involve a federal agency; and 

 

3. In accordance with Section 617.5(a)(3) of Title 6 NYCRR, the Common 

Council determines that the above described action does not involve any 

other agencies; and 

 

4. In accordance with Section 617.5(a)(4) of Title 6 NYCRR, the Common 

Council classifies the above described action as an unlisted action.  The 

Common Council in making such classification considered Section 617.12 

of Title 6 NYCRR and determined that the above action did not fall into 

any of the categories listed under Type I, and also considered Section 

617.13 of NYCRR and determined that the above described action did not 

fit under any of the categories listed under Type II Actions, thus reaching 

the conclusion that it is to be considered an unlisted action; and 

 

5. In accordance with Section 617.5(a)(5) the Common Council determines 

that the above described project will not require a long EAF since the 

short EAF provides sufficient information; and  

 

6. The Common Council officially makes a determination of non-

significance in that the proposed sale of properties are not expected to 

result in a significant adverse impact on the environment and, therefore, 

the preparation of a draft environmental impact statement is not necessary; 

and 

 

7. This determination shall be considered a Negative Declaration for the 

purposes of Article 8 of the Environmental Conservation Law; and 

 

8. The City Chamberlain shall maintain a file of this determination as well as 

the attached EAF which is hereby made a part of this resolution. 
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BE IT RESOLVED FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Common Council of the 

City of Poughkeepsie hereby determines that there exists no municipal purpose or need 

for the Properties described in Schedule “A”  attached hereto; and 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Properties described in the Schedule 

“A” attached hereto shall be sold at public auction, on a date set by the City Chamberlain 

after proper notice, to the highest bidder who shall be required to pay to the City 

Chamberlain at the time of said auction 10% of the amount bid, as security for the 

performance of the terms of the auction; and 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that pursuant to Section 2-36 of the Code of 

Ordinances, the Common Council hereby sets the minimum purchase price in an amount 

listed on Schedule “A” attached hereto, and;  

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Common Council hereby sets the 

following conditions and restrictions: 

 

1. The conveyance of title and the payment of the purchase price shall take place 

within thirty days of the date of the auction unless extended by agreement with 

the Corporation Counsel; 

 

2. The transfer of title and Purchaser’s use of the Property shall be subject to all 

state, federal and local regulations including the City of Poughkeepsie and New 

York State Building Codes and the City of Poughkeepsie Zoning Ordinance and 

real property taxes coming due pursuant to law on and after the date of transfer of 

title; 

 

3. Purchaser shall accept such title to the real property as the City of Poughkeepsie is 

possessed of and agrees to accept such title by quitclaim deed subject to any 

defects or encumbrances as are of record; 

 

4. Purchaser agrees that he shall not use the agreed upon purchase price as a reason 

to grieve or otherwise contest the assessed value of the premises for purposes of 

real property taxation; and 

 

5. Any other conditions that may be set forth on Schedule “A” attached hereto. 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the City Chamberlain shall and is hereby 

directed to prepare a notice of sale within 10 days containing a description of the property 

to be sold and the terms and conditions, reservations or restrictions along with a date of 

the auction; and  

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED,  that the Mayor is hereby authorized to enter 

into a contract for the above mentioned Properties subsequent to a public action to the 

highest bidder and the Mayor, the City Administrator and the Corporation Counsel are 
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hereby authorized and directed to do all things necessary to give effect to the terms of this 

resolution 

 

SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER PETSAS 
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R14-11 

 Accepted 
 Accepted
as Amended 
 Tabled 

 

  Yes/Aye No/Nay Abstain 
Absent 

Councilmember McClinton Voter     

Councilmember Hermann Voter    

Councilmember Perry  Voter    

Councilmember Johnson Voter    

Councilmember Klein Voter    

Councilmember  Petsas Voter    

Councilmember Rich  Voter    

Councilmember Mallory Voter    

     
 

 

 

VIII. ORDINANCES AND LOCAL LAWS: 

 

None 

 

IX. PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS AND COMMUNICATIONS: 

 

1. FROM CITY ENGINEERS, a presentation regarding the proposal of two 

transformation on Market Street.  
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2. FROM WENDEL ENERGY AND CARMEL WINWATER 

COMPANY, a presentation regarding the LED lighting on Market Street.  



 Official Minutes of the Common Council Meeting of March 3, 2014 

 

 33 

 

 



 Official Minutes of the Common Council Meeting of March 3, 2014 

 

 34 

 



 Official Minutes of the Common Council Meeting of March 3, 2014 

 

 35 

 



 Official Minutes of the Common Council Meeting of March 3, 2014 

 

 36 

 



 Official Minutes of the Common Council Meeting of March 3, 2014 

 

 37 

 



 Official Minutes of the Common Council Meeting of March 3, 2014 

 

 38 

 



 Official Minutes of the Common Council Meeting of March 3, 2014 

 

 39 

 



 Official Minutes of the Common Council Meeting of March 3, 2014 

 

 40 

 
 

 

 



 Official Minutes of the Common Council Meeting of March 3, 2014 

 

 41 

 

3. FROM DONALD R. SCOTT, a notice of property damage and loss on 

September 7, 2013. Referred to Corporation Counsel  

 

4. FROM ESTHER TRUOCCOLO, a notice of personal injury sustained 

on November 22, 2013. Referred to Corporation Counsel  

 

5. FROM TROPICAL FRESH, INC. AND EUNJUNG, LLC, a notice of 

property damage sustained on November 14m 2013. Referred to 

Corporation Counsel  

 

6. FROM SADINA HANCOCK, a notice of property damage sustained on 

February 16, 2014. Referred to Corporation Counsel  

 

7. FROM MAYOR TKAZYIK, the March 1
st
 financial report. 
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X. UNFINISHED BUSINESS: 

 

Councilmember Herman made a motion to re-introduce R14-16, Councilmember 

Rich seconded the motion.  

 

      EXTRACT OF MINUTES 

Resolution No. 14-16 

[Lease Purchase—Parking Meters] 

 

A regular meeting of the Common Council of the City of Poughkeepsie, Dutchess 

County, New York was convened in public session at the Council Chambers, City Hall, 

Poughkeepsie, New York on March 3, 2014  at 6:30 o'clock p.m., local time. 

 

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Mallory, and, upon roll being called, the 

following members were: 

 

PRESENT: 

 
Councilmember Christopher D. Petsas 
Councilmember Joseph Rich 
Councilmember Robert L. Mallory, Jr. 
Councilmember Lee David Klein 
Councilmember Ann Perry 
Councilmember ShaRon McClinton 
Councilmember Randall A. Johnson II 
Councilmember Tracy Hermann 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 
The following persons were ALSO PRESENT: 
 
 
 
The following resolution was offered by Councilmember Hermann, seconded by 
Councilmember Rich, to wit; 
 
 
 RESOLUTION  
 R14-16 
 
 RESOLUTION DATED MARCH 3, 2014 
 
A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING EXECUTION AND DELIVERY OF A LEASE 
PURCHASE AGREEMENT FOR CERTAIN PARKING METERS FOR THE CITY OF 
POUGHKEEPSIE, DUTCHESS COUNTY, NEW YORK IN AN AGGREGATE 
PRINCIPAL AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $600,125 
 
 WHEREAS, it is necessary to acquire and install parking meters described herein; 
and 
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 WHEREAS, the Common Council has reviewed a written evaluation of financing 
alternatives on file with the Chamberlain setting forth the reasons why it is in the best 
interests of the City to finance such acquisition through a lease purchase agreement, and 
on the basis of such evaluation and review, the Common Council deems it for the benefit 
of the City and for the efficient and effective administration thereof to enter into a lease 
purchase agreement (the “Agreement”) providing for lease purchase of such parking 
meters described herein on the terms and conditions therein provided;  
 
 BE IT RESOLVED, by the Common Council of the City of Poughkeepsie, 
Dutchess County, New York (the "City") (by the favorable vote of not less than two-
thirds of all of the members of the Common Council) as follows:  
 
SECTION 1. Maximum Cost and Useful Life.  The acquisition of parking meters is 
hereby authorized at an estimated maximum cost of $600,125 and said amount is hereby 
appropriated therefor.  It is hereby determined that said purpose is an object or purpose 
described in subdivision 50 of paragraph a of Section 11.00 of the Local Finance Law, 
and that the period of probable usefulness of said purpose is five years.  
 
SECTION 2. SEQR.  It is hereby determined that the aforesaid purpose constitutes a 
Type II Action as defined under the State Environmental Quality Review Regulations, 6 
NYCRR Part 617, which is determined under SEQR not to have a significant impact on 
the environment.  
 
SECTION 3. Plan of Financing.  The City plans to enter into the Agreement to pay the 
total cost of the projects described in Section 1.  The Commissioner of Finance is 
authorized to solicit proposals for the Agreement on the basis of the terms set forth herein 
with an interest rate not to exceed 4.2% per annum.  Certificates of Participation are not 
authorized in the absence of further approval by the Common Council. 
 
SECTION 4. Approval of Documents.   Subject to the provisions of this Resolution, the 
Commissioner of Finance is hereby authorized and directed to execute, and the City 
Chamberlain is hereby authorized and directed to attest and countersign, the Agreement 
and any related exhibits and certificates, and the City Chamberlain is hereby authorized 
to affix the seal of the City to such documents.  The Agreement shall separately state 
principal and interest components of the annual payments and the total of all periodic 
payments during each year of the Agreement shall be substantially level or falling during 
each year throughout the term of the Agreement.  The Agreement shall include the 
provisions required by Section 109-b(2)(a) and 6. 
 
SECTION 5.  Other Actions Authorized.  The officers and employees of the City shall 
take all action necessary or reasonably required by the parties to the Agreement to carry 
out, give effect to and consummate the transactions contemplated thereby and to take all 
action necessary in conformity therewith, including, without limitation, the execution and 
delivery of any closing and other documents required to be delivered in connection with 
the Agreement. 
 
SECTION 6.  Required Terms.   
 
 (a) No General Liability.  Nothing contained in this Resolution and the 
Agreement or any other instrument shall be construed with respect to the City as 
incurring a pecuniary liability or charge upon the general credit of the City or against its 
taxing power, nor shall the breach of any agreement contained in this Resolution and the 
Agreement or any other instrument or document executed in connection therewith impose 
any pecuniary liability upon the City or any charge upon its general credit or against its 
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taxing power, except to the extent that the rental payments payable under the Agreement 
are special limited obligations of the City as provided in the Agreement.  The Agreement 
shall not be a general obligation of the City.  The Agreement shall be deemed executory 
only to the extent of the monies appropriated and available for the purpose of such 
Agreement and no liability on account therefor shall be incurred beyond the amount of 
such monies.  It is understood that neither such Agreement nor any representation by any 
public employee or officer creates any legal or moral obligation to request, appropriate or 
make available monies for the purchase of such Agreement. 
 
 (b) Non-Appropriations.  Nothing in the Agreement shall, in the event of non-
appropriation, preclude a political subdivision from acquiring equipment, machinery or 
apparatus for the same or similar purpose as the equipment, machinery or apparatus 
included in the Agreement for a period of more than sixty days from the date of 
expiration, termination or cancellation of such Agreement, provided, however, that in no 
case shall the Agreement contain any provision which would preclude the City from 
performing any statutorily or constitutionally required duties or functions, or require the 
City to pay liquidated damages. 
 
 (c) Security.  In the case of the failure to appropriate, the sole security, apart from 
any security provided by a credit enhancement, for any remaining periodic payments 
shall be the equipment, machinery or apparatus subject to the Agreement. 
 
 (d) Term.  The term of the Agreement shall not exceed five years. 
 
SECTION 7. Tax-Exempt Status.  The Commissioner of Finance is further authorized to 
take such actions and execute such documents as may be necessary to ensure the 
continued status of the interest on the obligations represented by the Agreement 
authorized by this resolution, as excludable from gross income for federal income tax 
purposes pursuant to Section 103 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the 
"Code") and, to the extent applicable, to designate the Agreement authorized by this 
resolution as a "qualified tax-exempt obligation" for purposes of Section 265(b)(3)(B)(i) 
of the Code. 
 
SECTION 8. No Real Property.  The Agreement shall in no event be construed as or 
deemed a lease or lease-purchase of a building or facility.   
 
SECTION 9. Severability.  If any section, paragraph, clause or provision of this 
Resolution shall for any reason be held to be invalid or unenforceable, the invalidity or 
unenforceability of such section, paragraph, clause or provision shall not affect any of the 
remaining provisions of this Resolution. 
 
SECTION 10.  Effective Date.  This Resolution shall be effective immediately. 
 
 
 
Councilmember Christopher D. Petsas VOTING ___ No 
Councilmember Joseph Rich VOTING ___ Aye 
Councilmember Robert L. Mallory, Jr. VOTING ___ Aye 
Councilmember Lee David Klein VOTING ___ Aye  
Councilmember Ann Perry VOTING ___ Aye 
Councilmember ShaRon McClinton VOTING ___ Aye 
Councilmember Randall A. Johnson II VOTING ___ Aye 
Councilmember Tracy Hermann VOTING ___ Aye 



 Official Minutes of the Common Council Meeting of March 3, 2014 

 

 59 

R14-16 

 Accepted 
 Accepted
as Amended 
 Tabled 

 

  Yes/Aye No/Nay Abstain 
Absent 

Councilmember McClinton Voter     

Councilmember Hermann Voter    

Councilmember Perry  Voter    

Councilmember Johnson Voter    

Councilmember Klein Voter    

Councilmember  Petsas Voter    

Councilmember Rich  Voter    

Councilmember Mallory Voter    

     
 

 
 

Chairman Mallory:  City Administrator, since the Mayor’s not here, do you want to 

give a quick comment on Line Item #7 [under Petitions and Communications], the 

Financial Report?  Obviously, we’ll get back to you, because we just got it today.  But, 

do you want to give me any comments that we should be looking for? 

 

City Administrator Bunyi:  I think the report that was presented to you by the Mayor 

basically points out the idea that we have three funds which is the General Fund, the 

Water Fund and the Sewer Fund, which is our main funds.  We are projecting them to 

come in at a positive operations for the year 2013. 

 

Chairman Mallory:  I know we just got this now.  If anyone has comments…I don’t 

know if anyone’s had time to read it.  Does anyone have any comments or questions at 

this time for the financial report? 

 

City Administrator Bunyi:  We’d be glad to answer any questions at the next meeting.  

 

Chairman Mallory:  Thank you onto that one. 

 

 

      X.       UNFINISHED BUSINESS: 

 

Councilmember Johnson:  Yes, thank you, Chairman.  I just wanted to bring up some 

questions and discussion of removed item R-14-19 on the easement for Zach’s Way.  I 

just wanted to know why this property wasn’t on the auction list. 

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:  The issue…this is a long-time held City property.  

It’s right on the boarder of the City and the Town.  The property has a large easement 

already; a 50 foot wide easement that runs through the center of the property and it 

contains infrastructure, for Central Hudson including overhead power wires that service 

that portion of the Town of Poughkeepsie into the City of Poughkeepsie.  With that large 

easement, it effectively renders a property unmarketable.  The only interested property 

owner probably would be Central Hudson when they propose the additional minor 

easement that was before the Council tonight.  It was suggested that they may be 

interested in purchasing that.  However, they already have their easement, which satisfies 

their purposes and so they really had no interest in purchasing the entire property other 

than that.  You’re really not going to find an interested person with the 50 foot wide 

easement that runs through with power lines.   
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Councilmember Johnson:  OK.  Thank you.  

 

Councilmember McClinton:  Thank you, Chairman.  Mr. Ackermann, I saw you had to 

run out, so I’m not certain if you brought up the R-14-20 and R-14-21?  About the piece 

of property that we’re speaking about up on…for the property by Ebenezer? 

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:  Yes, correct. 

 

Councilmember McClinton:  Did you remove that item or something?  I just had some  

questions. 

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:  I believe the Chamberlain was asked to remove that 

item. 

 

Councilmember McClinton:  Excuse me? 

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:  I believe the Chamberlain was asked to remove that 

item from the agenda tonight. 

 

Councilmember McClinton:  Can I ask why? 

 

Chairman Mallory:  That was the decision made by the body that told me to remove it. 

 

Councilmember McClinton:  All right.  Based on what I asked for – based on the 

information I asked for, or something else? 

 

Chairman Mallory:  It was information requested to…for Corporation Counsel to 

foresee…what’s the word I want to use?  A more appropriate bid for the property. 

 

Councilmember McClinton:  Thank you.  That’s what I was asking, if that was for that 

or something else.  Thank you. 

 

Chairman Mallory:  Sure. 

 

Councilmember Klein:  Yes, thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Can you just clarify, Mr. 

Ackermann, the removal of R14-19 regarding Zach’s Way…what it was removed for?  

That was removed from the agenda for tonight, correct? 

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:  That’s correct. 

 

Councilmember Klein:  And, is there something you can share with us, Mr. Chairman, 

as to the removal of that?  Is there a particular reason for the removal of that, or is it for 

consideration of another factor? 
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Chairman Mallory:  As I shared beforehand, and in the e-mails that members of the 

Council were wondering why the property wasn’t on auction, as Councilman Johnson 

had asked and other sale opportunities for that piece of property. 

 

Councilmember Klein:  and, I would request that my colleagues make inquiry further if 

they have any other…I trust that Mr. Ackermann’s response to that particular issue, Mr. 

Chairman, was satisfactory, and I hope that any of our colleagues, if they have any other 

questions, direct them to Mr. Ackermann in the very near future.   

 

Chairman Mallory:  I hope they would, too and I will catch up to them when we can put 

it on the agenda.   

 

Councilmember Klein:  I have one more question.  The question is regarding as Ms. 

McClinton …..R14-20 and 14-21.  Is there more particulars that you can give us for that 

particular resolution from the agenda for this evening? 

 

Chairman Mallory:  The body has felt that the requested purchasing price…or the offer 

of the purchasing price was low.  They’re pursuing a different offer.  It’s in the 

Corporation Counsel’s hands to let us know if it’s feasible or not. 

 

Councilmember Klein:  Mr. Ackermann… 

 

Chairman Mallory:  And, excuse me…I don’t feel it’s appropriate for me to put that 

out…the figure. 

 

Councilmember Klein:  Oh, I’m sorry. 

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:   No, I wouldn’t speak to that. 

 

Chairman Mallory:  That’s why I didn’t put that out. 

 

Councilmember Klein:  May I just inquire whether the perspective purchaser of that 

property is someone who intends to develop it.  Is that appropriate to ask at this time, Mr. 

Ackermann?  

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:  Sure, I can give you a little brief background.  It is 

the property adjacent to this small triangle which was owned by Ebenezer Baptist 

Church; was sold sometime last year.  They went through the Planning Board for the 

development of that property project, which would consist of commercial space and 

residential use also.  And, they have requested from the City of Poughkeepsie, that 

we…the original request which was the permanent easement over the triangle property 

that was from Clinton Square and it was our recommendation, because there was no 

municipal use for that small property that we do a transfer, a sale of the property, as 

opposed to a permanent easement which would retain some liability on the part of the 

City.  That was what was before the Council tonight.  Our office has been asked to 
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potentially look at negotiating some different terms to that sale, and we would try to see 

what potential developer’s willing to do.   

 

Councilmember Klein:  Thank you, Mr. Ackermann.  Would it be appropriate to ask at 

this juncture, whether the person who proposes to purchase it is someone who is going to 

utilize it for a development purpose? 

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:   Yes, that’s correct.  

 

Councilmember Klein:  Thank you, Mr. Ackermann.  Mr. Chairman, I would just 

remind our colleagues that there have been occasions in the past, when the City has been 

seen as not being particularly receptive to people who wish to develop properties, and I 

would just request that our Council members be mindful of the fact that, while it may be 

possible to derive further benefits from the sale of the property, one must be mindful of 

the cost invested by developers, such as appraisals which, in commercial context are 

expensive and we would not want the City to be known in quarters as difficult to deal 

with more in terms of development.  We should be encouraging development and not 

seek to exact a price that would be reflective of being penny-wise and pound-foolish.  I 

would just ask that.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

 

Councilmember Rich:  I have also a follow up to Chair…Mr. Klein.  Last year, we had 

a piece of property on North Hamilton Street that was proposed to be sold for $3,000.  I, 

and others suggested that, considering what this piece of property would be worth, when 

fully built up into a beautiful apartment complex, with historic background.  And, we 

wanted more, and we got $7,000 from the person that wanted to develop this.  So, 

sometimes, it pays to say you just want more money.  And, sometimes, they say, “yes.” 

 

Councilmember McClinton:  Yes, thank you, Chairman.  In reference to Mr. Klein, that 

piece of property we’re talking about…the offer, like we said was low, as collectively, it 

was decided it was low; it’s in a prime area.  It brings a lot of features to it, no doubt and 

it is gonna be developed.  That’s not the problem or the issue.  The actual true value we 

can really get from it, as Mr. Rich has stipulated; we’re not asking to snap their neck and 

we’re not trying to be unfriendly sellers.  What I am saying is, the location, the income it 

will imply and bring to him is more than fair.  Yes, it’ll be on the tax rolls, but our 

financial state  we’re in right now…we can sell an apple for $5.00 and we need to do it 

vs. $.50.  That’s my opinion, right now and we’re hurting and any way that we can grasp 

at string and roots…this is what we’re doing.  We’re not trying to be belligerent and 

we’re not trying to be, as you say, “unfriendly.”  We’re trying to get the best possible 

money for the City of Poughkeepsie, and if we can’t, Mr. Ackermann knows, I’m very 

reasonable and willing to accept as a body.  But, if we don’t have to, then we’re not going 

to settle for it.  That’s all it was, Mr. Klein.   

 

Councilmember Johnson:  I just want to go back to the Zach’s Way resolution.  Do we 

know when the first easement was, given to Central Hudson? 
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Corporation Counsel Ackermann:   Let me see if I…I’m not sure if I provided the 

easement…the original easement in the packet.  If I didn’t, prior to your next Council 

meeting, I will… 

 

Chairman Mallory:  We did not see that there. 

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:  Councilman Johnson, I’ll provide you with a copy 

of the original easement. 

 

Councilmember Johnson:  All right, thank you.             

    

       

 

XI. NEW BUSINESS: 

 

Councilmember Hermann:  Yes, Chair.  Thank you.  I would like to request as many 

people are anxious to hear a reintroduction of resolution R14-16, which in its current 

state reads in brief, “it’s a resolution authorizing execution and delivery of a lease 

purchase agreement for certain parking meters for the City of Poughkeepsie, Dutchess 

County, New York and aggregate prinicipal amount as it currently reads.  Not to exceed 

$600,125.” 

 

Chairman Mallory:  Can I get a second? 

 

Councilmember Rich:  Second.  I’m going to second the resolution. 

 

Chairman Mallory took a roll call vote and put the resolution back on the table. 

 

Councilmember Hermann:  Yes, thank you, Chair, if I may?  As the member, as the 

individual that’s reintroduced this, I would like to just make a few comments as to…for 

the record, why I’ve changed my stance.  And, this is for the people of Poughkeepsie, and 

those present and those at home to understand…and that is that most of us are 

collectively in agreement, and having looked at the figures of the snapshot of the 2 

months of the 3 stations (not 3 meters), with multiple meters and the revenues that those 

meters garnered over a 2 month period, that we are, in no way, going to see $1.3 or $1.4 

million.  Nevertheless, I believe most of us are in agreement that it will demonstrate a 

positive cash flow, that Moody’s will look at for its liquidity; that will be a plus for our 

City.  Secondly, having been pushed against the wall, this is the lesser of two evils.  I 

certainly do not want to see the layoff of 25 to 30 DPW…or, not just DPW, but City 

employees on my watch and the effects, the negative consequences that would yield.  We 

have had the opportunity over the last several weeks or week and one half, to discuss 

with several stakeholders and put a real human face to the consequences of layoffs and 

the diminished services that the City can ill afford.  And, for that reason, I am 

reintroducing it.  I have asked Counsel and the administration for the addition of a rider, 

that would insure that the Council would have the leeway to direct how this is rode out.  

And I have been assured by Corporation Counsel and the administration that the 
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assurance is the fact that we, as a Council are going to have to vote to amend the code.  

And so, as such, that gives us the direction to…the leeway, on how and when this is rode 

out.  So, correct me if I’m wrong.  Is that a fair and accurate understanding? 

 

Corporation Counsel Ackermann:  Yeah, that’s correct.  In order to install traffic 

control devices, which parking meters are - traffic control devices on City streets, or any 

other traffic control devices throughout the City, that is a function of the Council, and this 

body will have to adopt an Ordinance for each and every section of the City of 

Poughkeepsie that will or if they don’t have parking meters.  That’s a fair assessment. 

 

Councilmember Hermann:  OK.  Thank you.  Thirdly, if I may? 

 

Chairman Mallory:  Yes. 

 

Councilmember Hermann:  Optimally, it would be…it would be optimal for us as a 

body, to be able to explore the best scenario and implementation mix, whether that be as 

was suggested earlier tonight and one that I found particularly valuable, to implement 

single meters in certain sections of the rollout and pay stations and others.  I get a sense 

that that is not possible to explore at this point in time.  We need…in order to insure our 

rating, we need to move quickly and expeditiously, on voting for the financing and 

optimally, I certainly would be supportive of a discussion that investigates and does a 

better cost benefit analysis as my colleague, Councilman Rich, had suggested earlier 

tonight. 

 

City Administrator Bunyi:  At this point, the biggest thing that’s facing us right now is 

the financing that we’re talking about.  The bank was willing to extend us through today 

on the decision and whether or not to do the financing.  We would be more than 

amenable to discuss with the…“Callay??”…what options we would have.  We would be 

more than glad to do that. 

 

Councilmember Hermann:  And so, that’s on the record.  Thank you.  And, I will open 

that up.   

 

Councilmember Rich:  Thank you Mr. Chairman.  Just for the sake of our audience.  

We had this parking meter revenue source put into our budget for 2014, which was voted 

on December 17
th

.  I voted, “Yes,” on the budget, and of course, that includes the parking 

meters.  Then when it came up for the lease a couple of weeks ago, I voted, “Yes,” and 

I’d  just like to say that, there comes a time where you have cut your staff – Police, Fire, 

DPW year after year, after year, after year:  ’08, ’09,’10,’11,’12…’13’s been cut, so we 

have to realize, at some point in time (and I think we’ve reached it), we cut more as basic 

services we all depend upon, will not be there.  If you want to sell your home – imagine if 

they find out the services of the City are inferior.  Garbage is not good, Police (that 

there’s not enough of them), Fire is right on the edge of qualifying under the State rules.  

So, it’s time to say, “No more cuts at this time. We must find a way to fund our 

remaining people in those key elements...Police, Fire and DPW, because the very future 

of the City depends upon those good services being there now.”  Hopefully, it will get 



 Official Minutes of the Common Council Meeting of March 3, 2014 

 

 65 

better in the future, as we get more and more revenue sources.  One of them of course, is 

the Dutton property, with 300+ condos.  They’re close to being approved.  The average 

price is $300,000.  So, that will give us a little extra money…and there’s other things in 

the works.  So, that’s why I’m doing it.  No more cuts.  We can’t afford that.  It’s time to 

stay with what we have and it also, incidentally, saves the position(s) of 25 people and to 

think about layoffs – I went through ’em in the 1970’s.  It’s the young people that get laid 

off first…the people with no seniority or not much.  That’s a hard thing. You get into a 

position and then you’re laid off.  And then you really don’t have a career; a couple of 

years, and you’re out looking for another job.  As I’ve said, I’ve seen that in the ’70’s 

with teachers.  I didn’t like it then, and I don’t like it now.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.   

 

Councilmember Perry:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  On two occasions, I voted, “No.”  I 

voted, “No,” for the parking meters and I voted, “No,” for the budget because the parking 

meters was in the budget.  Tonight, I don’t want to be looked on as someone who keeps 

changing their mind.  And, so I could go ahead and vote, “No,” again tonight if that’s all I 

needed to look at.  But I also have to look at 25, 30 or 35…(whatever the number is), of 

City workers that will be laid off, which includes our police officers, our firemen and our 

sanitation men…any city worker, and I will not allow that to happen on my watch.  So 

tonight, ladies and gentlemen, I am going to change my vote based on what I just said.  

So, I will vote for the parking meters as long as Councilman Hermann, what he said, was 

verified by Corporation Counsel.  That will be written out the way the meters will be laid 

out.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.   

 

Councilmember Klein:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Mr. Chairman, I supported this 

measure before.  I thought it was clear.  $1.4 million, I would not be so quick to dismiss 

as a possible actual figure.  A very distinguished member of our community, a retired 

Detective Sergeant, Jere Tierney, appeared before this body under Public Comment, had 

actually done the calculations which indicate that that figure of $1.4 million is not 

necessarily unrealistic.  It was part of the budget, that was voted on by last year’s 

Council.  We learned that there was no alternative.  We inquired whether anyone in the 

City, anyone in the audience, anyone on the Council had an alternative to parking meters 

and the answer was a resounding measure of silence.  The money has to come from 

somewhere.  Public Officials, particularly in this state have become very adept at income 

or revenue redistribution.  Revenue generation is something we have to focus on.  We 

must find our own sustainability.  And, it became clear that it was either parking meters 

and revenue generation or the downgrading of the City’s credit ratings, the junk bond 

status and the layoff of personnel.  It seemed to me a very clear choice, previously; I’m 

glad that my colleagues appear to be gathering in support of this resolution.  I am very 

much in favor of it, and we may, Mr. Chairman, reach that $1.4 million figure in revenue 

which we so much need.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.   

 

Councilmember Johnson:  Thank you, Chairman.  I still don’t think that we’re going to 

make the revenue.  I still think that this resolution’s going to negatively affect our 

businesses downtown.  However, I know that this could also affect 30 jobs and 30 

families as soon as tomorrow.  And I know our City cannot afford to lay off any workers.  

Just last Friday City Administrator Bunyi organized a wonderful orientation for 
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Councilman Hermann, Councilmember Perry and myself, where we met all the 

department heads and we seen how much they cared and enjoyed their jobs and we know 

that same care and enjoyment trickled down to all their employees, so my predecessor, 

County Legislator, Gwen Johnson, saved 17 CSEA jobs in 2012.  And, the 7
th

 Ward 

really cares about jobs, so I will support this resolution.  And, my colleagues will have to 

adjust to this budget and will have to work diligently, to close this gap so that way, we 

can hire, not fire.  Thank you.  

 

Councilmember McClinton:  I said this puts to rest, the sleepless nights and the anguish 

the City of Poughkeepsie had felt from being discouraged about losing jobs this was put 

into my lap but I still yet, am an elected official that has a responsibility to do the best 

thing for the City of Poughkeepsie.  Ward 6 I know is elated, and what I was looking 

upon I know on a personal level.  Some people I know on a professional level.  Some 

people combine forty-something odd years in dealing with such areas as Juveniles, and 

that created a problem for me – especially my Ward.  There’s a lot of crime and when 

you say you’re going to deplete the officers that we already have, if I call 9-1-1, it’s a “If, 

and, maybe.”  That there may be people available because in the department because of 

disparesly (sic) in their departments.  The fact that we don’t have what we need for the 

equipment.  I couldn’t allow that to happen.  I would be less than a true person that loved 

and cared about the City of Poughkeepsie, that all the things I ran for were lies.  I’m not a 

liar.  I stand tall in what I’m saying and I’m so glad that my colleagues all came together 

and realized that sometimes we have to ratify things that we weren’t personally, “up on 

the ship about,” but “we’re on deck now.”  Poughkeepsie asked for a change and they’re 

getting it, and I say, “Thank you and hats off to my colleagues, and I would like to (claps) 

thank the City of Poughkeepsie for allowing us to do what we needed to do for you. 

 

Councilmember Petsas:  Thank you.  If you are counting the votes out there in the 

audience, I hope all of our employees are breathing a sigh of relief; I too, am.  However, I 

wish to read the prepared statement that I have done today.  I don’t normally read from 

prepared statements, but I want to make sure that I’m very precise in my wordage.  The 

City of Poughkeepsie is in great financial stress.  Everyone knows it, from our State 

Comptroller in Albany, to the average hard-working citizen here in the City of 

Poughkeepsie.  However, I do not believe that parking meters are the solution to the 

City’s financial problems - short term or long term.  In fact, I believe that without proper 

planning and without incorporating more thought on the overall issue of parking in 

downtown Poughkeepsie, I believe these proposed multi-unit meters, at the end of the 

day will hurt our downtown of the projected guesstimate of $1.3 million is simply 

unrealistic.  As we are already into our third month of the New Year.  I also remind 

residents of the City, this type of financial planning, underestimating expenses, and over-

projecting revenues is why this city is in the financial mess that it is today and, while we 

are only one step away from being declared a junk bond status.  I also remind everyone 

that we didn’t get to this point overnight.  This City’s financial decline has been going on 

for quite a few years.  And, at some point, someone has to say, “Enough is enough,” and 

start telling people the truth that whether these meters are installed tomorrow or not, that 

this City will face a large deficit the end of the year, that will have to be dealt with; with 

either “yes cuts,” or a magical wand to find upwards, what I believe to be $1 million.  I 
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was not part of this budget process last year that incorporated this $1.3 million in parking 

revenue, yet I find it odd – very odd, that the financing and installation of these meters 

was never actually approved during last year’s budget process.  I’m not sure what type of 

budget planning this is, but one thing is for sure, it is confusing and odd.  With that said, I 

can assure everyone in this room and watching, that I intend to be fully engaged in this 

year’s budget process.  To ensure that any budget proposed and adopted by this City 

Council is financially sound, fair to all, and most importantly, realistic.  For the union 

members that are in this room this evening, let me assure you that the last thing that I 

want is to see anyone lose their jobs, their health insurance or their independence.  My 

“No” vote against this proposal is not against you, or the work you do.  Is it against the 

administration and scare tactics to force our hands.  I have, since day one, supported our 

workers, such as pushing for and voting on the resolution to hire two part-time workers 

for the DPW to make sure that we help ease the burden of the jobs that our City workers 

are currently doing.  But, I cannot, in good faith, support a resolution that I know will 

never take in the money being projected.  Yes, jobs may be saved tonight.  Some people 

may feel they’ve won this battle of fear, but what will happen at the end of this year, 

when our meters are a flop and they only take in $200,000?  Will jobs be at stake again?  

Will 25 more employees be threatened by this administration?  Our workers should not 

have to live under this kind of fear.  They shouldn’t have to worry every year between 

September and December whether they’re gonna have a job because of the 

mismanagement of the City.  (inaudible)…we have an administration focused more on 

painting themselves as the conservative standard bearer, slashing and cutting our city 

services and positions to the point that many can’t even effectively run themselves 

anymore.  And if the last snowstorm didn’t show all of us that, then nothing else will.  Do 

I believe that things will get better in the City of Poughkeepsie?  I do.  But only by 

standing up and saying, “Enough is enough,” and by breaking the current broken system 

of unrealistic budgeting.  Voting out of fear or threats is nothing I am willing to do or 

entertain – ever.  I will always cast my vote on the best interest of this city, and nothing 

less.  Tonight, I may wind up being the lone symbolic vote against this plan, but when I 

was elected I expecting to be the lone dissenting vote on several occasions.  This happens 

to be one of them.  I believe that I need to stand up for those in this community – 

especially the poor and the working class, who’ll be dramatically affected and the 

disenfranchised which are tired of the “same old,” and want something different in the 

City.  As the old saying goes, “If you keep doin’ what you’re doin’, you’re gonna keep 

getting what you’re getting.”  My “No” vote tonight reflects my desire to see something 

different and again, not my desire to see anyone laid off.  Unlike others, I do not lead or 

vote by threats.  I also question the Mayor’s ability to fire 25 employees without other 

considerations.  As the City moves along in the future, I’m confident that this city will 

move forward once again, but only with tough decisions facing our city being tackled by 

yes, due diligence and nothing less, by all involved.  Thank you. 

 

Councilmember Rich:  I just want to clarify one thing that Chris said.  It is true:  

’08,’09,’10,’11,’12…those budgets were out of balance.  ’13 was different.  That was our 

first budget ’14 is the one that the Council is now out of office.  ’13 we ran a surplus for 

the first time.  It’s not a big one…couple of a hundred thousand dollars, but it’s not a big, 

$8 million deficit as ’12 was ($2.5 million deficit), it’s a surplus.  That’s a start.  Is it 
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going to take away the deficit we’ve built up?  No, but it stopped it cold.  But I’m hoping 

that with help we can do it again.  If the Council sticks together, I think we can do it 

again and come in with a budget that is perhaps, even.  If not, a little surplus, because 

that’s what we’re supposed to do.  We’re supposed to have a budget put together, that 

revenues and expenditures equal out exactly.  That’s the theory of a budget.  So, I’m 

hopeful that we will do that.  I think we will…2013 we did.  I intend to do what I can to 

make ’14 like ’13 – not like ’12, ’11, ’10, ’09 and ’08.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.                                                

 

 

XII. ADJOURNMENT: 

 

A motion was made by Councilmember Klein and seconded by Councilmember Petsas to 

adjourn the meeting at 9:50 p.m. 

 

Dated:  April 1, 2014 
 

I hereby certify that this true and correct copy of the Minutes of the Common Council 

Meeting held on Monday, March 3, 2014 at 6:30 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Deanne L. Flynn 

City Chamberlain 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 Official Minutes of the Common Council Meeting of March 3, 2014 

 

 69 

 

 
COMMON COUNCIL MEETING 

Common Council Chambers 

Monday, March 3, 2013 

6:30 p.m. 

5:30 Public Hearing regarding proposed Local Law LL-14-2 

6:00 p.m. Presentation Cornell Cooperative Extension  

 

I.      ROLL CALL  
 

 

III. REVIEW OF MINUTES:   

 

Minutes of the Common Council of January 6, 2014 

 

IV. READING OF ITEMS by the City Chamberlain of any resolutions not 

listed on the printed agenda.  
 

 

V. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:  Three (3) minutes per person up to 45 

minutes of public comment on any agenda and non-agenda items. 

 

 

 

VI. MAYOR’S COMMENTS: 

 

 

 

VII. CHAIRMAN’S COMMENTS AND PRESENTATIONS: 

 

 

 

VIII. MOTIONS AND RESOLUTIONS: 

 

3. FROM CORPORATION COUNSEL ACKERMANN, R14-19, 

authorizing an utility easement with Central Hudson on Zach’s Way.  

 

4. FROM CORPORATION COUNSEL ACKERMANN, R14-20, 

SEQRA and Sale Resolution R14-21, for the sale of a parcel property at 

the corner of Clinton Square and Maple Street.  
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5. FROM CITY ADMINISTRATOR BUNYI, Resolution R14-22, 

amending the 2014 budget in order to hire 2 temporary position in the 

Department of Public Works.  

 

6. FROM CORPORATION COUNSEL ACKERMANN, Resolution R14-

11, approving the auctioning of excess city owned real property.  

 

IX. ORDINANCES AND LOCAL LAWS: 

 

 

X. PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS AND COMMUNICATIONS: 

 

8. FROM CITY ENGINEERS, a presentation regarding the proposal of two 

transformation on Market Street.  

 

9. FROM WENDEL ENERGY AND CARMEL WINWATER 

COMPANY, a presentation regarding the LED lighting on Market Street.  

 

10. FROM DONALD R. SCOTT, a notice of property damage and loss on 

September 7, 2013.  

 

11. FROM ESTHER TRUOCCOLO, a notice of personal injury sustained 

on November 22, 2013.  

 

12. FROM TROPICAL FRESH, INC. AND EUNJUNG, LLC, a notice of 

property damage sustained on November 14m 2013.  

 

13. FROM SADINA HANCOCK, a notice of property damage sustained on 

February 16, 2014.  

 

XIII. UNFINISHED BUSINESS: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

XIV. NEW BUSINESS: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

XV. ADJOURNMENT: 


