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MINUTES 

OF  

THE TOWN OF RENSSELAERVILLE TOWN BOARD 

WORK MEETING  

JANUARY 12, 2016 

 

The Work Meeting of the Town Board of the Town of Rensselaerville was held on the 

12
th

 day of January 2016 at 7 o’clock in the evening at the Rensselaerville Town Hall, 87 

Barger Road, Medusa, NY.  The meeting was convened by Supervisor Valerie Lounsbury 

and the roll was called with the following results: 

 

 PRESENT WERE: Supervisor Valerie Lounsbury 

    Councilwoman Marion Cooke 

    Councilman Kevin McGrath 

    Councilwoman Margaret Sedlmeir 

    Councilman Gerald Wood 

    Town Clerk Victoria H. Kraker 

    

Also present was Highway Superintendent Randy Bates, Diana Hinchcliff representing 

the Board of Ethics, and six interested citizens. 

 

AUDIENCE COMMENTS 

 

None 

  

MINUTES 
 Minutes to be accepted at the Regular Meeting on January 14, 2016: 

  December 8, 2015– Work Meeting 

  December 10, 2015 – Regular Meeting 

 

TRANSFERS, VOUCHERS, AND BILLS 

 

To be addressed at the Regular Meeting on January 14, 2016 

 

CORRESPONDENCE 

 

 Supervisor Lounsbury received a ‘thank-you’ from the Rensselaerville Trinity 

Church which will be read at the Regular Meeting. 

 

REPORTS  
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Reports from the Supervisor, Attorney, Highway Department, Town Clerk, Code 

Enforcement Officer/Building Inspector, Assessors, and the Water/Sewer Committee will 

be given at the Regular Meeting on Thursday. 

  

OLD BUSINESS 

 

1. A reminder that the final Public Hearing on the proposed Zoning Law will be held on 

January 19, 2016 at 7:00 PM. 

 

2. Supervisor Lounsbury has signed the contract for I.T.S. to update the server and a 

deposit has been made. 

 

3. Supervisor Lounsbury would like to make a few clarifications to the Organizational 

Meeting.  This will be addressed again at the Regular Meeting. 

 

NEW BUSINESS 

 

1.  Diana Hinchcliff wished to address the Board regarding a request/complaint which 

was received.  This will be discussed later in the meeting as she awaits Georgette Koenig 

who is slated to join her. 

 

2. Town Clerk Kraker will need authorization to collect the Water and Sewer Rents. 

 

3. Supervisor Lounsbury will need authorization on Thursday to sign the Shared Services 

contract with Westerlo for use of the car and the bus.  

  

4. Attorney Fallati will have a Resolution prepared rescinding Local Law No. 3 of 2015 

which will be titled Local Law No. 1 of 2016 – rescinding the Tax Cap Override. 

 

5. Supervisor Lounsbury is in receipt of the annual Dog Control Officer Inspection 

Report and Municipal Shelter Inspection Report which she will address again on 

Thursday. 

 

6. Supervisor Lounsbury is in receipt of the itinerary for the Annual Association of 

Towns Meeting which will be held in New York, February 14
th

 – 17
th

.  Anyone who 

would like to attend may do so, but it will be at their own expense. 

 

7. At this point, and with Georgette Koenig still not present, Diana Hinchcliff addressed 

the Board.  The purpose of Ms. Hinchcliff’s presentation to the Board was to address an 

inquiry that has come before the Board of Ethics.  She understands that there has been 

some concern that the inquiry was aimed at a specific individual or individuals and she 

wished to reassure everyone that that was not the case.  Ms. Hinchcliff provided all Board 

members with a copy of the original email that was sent to her from the individual who 
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asked the Ethics Board to look into the issue.  She also included the official form which 

was completed by the individual.  The individual asked the Ethics Board to look into the 

Town’s procurement laws and Municipal laws and to determine if the Town’s policies on 

conflicts of interest with respect to goods and services should be revised.   

 

Councilwoman Cooke asked Ms. Hinchcliff about the language used by the individual 

which states that “…when the person has the authority to approve the transaction, 

individually or as a member of a Board…”. Councilwoman Cooke explained that if she 

turned in a voucher, she would not approve it.  Ms. Hinchcliff explained that the issue is 

that the law states anyone who has the ‘authority to approve’; so therefore, anyone who 

has the ‘authority’ is affected by the conflict of interest provisions, whether or not they 

participate in a vote. 

 

Supervisor Lounsbury stated that any purchase under $750 does not fall into this 

classification.  She stated that the Town Board works very hard to keep the taxes down, 

and to follow the law.  There was one purchase, however, made since 2010, which was 

over the $750 limit and that was the roller. The roller was purchased for $1,200 in 2012. 

The Town needed a patch roller a used roller would run about $4,000-$5,000, even if one 

was available.  An individual owned a patch roller that he purchased for himself.  He put 

a new motor in the roller and when he heard that the Town needed a roller, he sold it to 

the Town for $1,200.  The roller has been used by the Town ever since and has also 

assisted neighboring Towns.    

 

Ms. Hinchcliff stated that the Ethics Board is looking at vouchers for goods and services 

but their purpose is to look at the laws as they currently exist and determine whether in 

future, they should to be amended.  Councilwoman Cooke asked if that was a duty of the 

Board of Ethics.  Ms. Hinchcliff stated that it was because they are not changing 

anything, only making recommendations.  The Board of Ethics has a ‘recommendation 

function’ and because a concern was brought to the Board of Ethics, the Ethics Board has 

an obligation to prepare a report and make a recommendation, and then to bring that 

before the Town Board. 

 

Robert Bolte wished to address the Board.  He stated that the rules of the Board of Ethics 

require that they need a written, signed complaint.  He believes that Diana Hinchcliff and 

Georgette Koenig have overstepped their bounds of the rules that were put in place by the 

Town Board; they have violated their own rules.  Their job is to go after a complaint and 

follow procedure by informing the Attorney, etc.  Mr. Bolte asked the Town Board to 

remove the two individuals because he believes there is politics involved.   

 

He further explained the situation with the roller stating that he was the one who sold the 

roller to the Town. Bob fixed the roller and put a new motor in it. The roller was 

requested by the Bayard Elsbree Memorial Park Committee to assist with repairs to the 

park – at no cost to the Town.  The roller was used by Gerald Wood and Randy Bates 
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while Bob was still the owner of it.  Online, rollers run $2,500 without new motors and 

new rollers run over $8,000.  Mr. Bolte has since purchased another roller which is also 

used by the Park free of charge. He found it ‘disgusting’ the amount of time he gives to 

the Town and the amount of money he donates to the Town and the hundreds of things he 

does for the seniors, the bus, that anybody would question him selling a roller to the 

Town and not voting on it.  Mr. Bolte feels it’s time other people start to volunteer.  If it 

weren’t for Gerald and Brenda Wood for example, the Town would not have an 

ambulance.  Bob does not see the people that do the complaining, volunteering and 

donating to the causes that keep the taxes low. Bob requested that the Board take action 

and remove the politics from the Ethics Board.  The Board is who makes the rules for the 

Board of Ethics and the rules should be followed. 

 

Supervisor Lounsbury assured Mr. Bolte that she has been in touch with the Attorney and 

that everything would be taken into account. 

 

Diana Hinchcliff responded by stating that there was a formal inquiry.  She noted the 

difference in the law between purchases of goods and services and volunteer services.  

She assured everyone that there are no politics involved; they addressed the issue as it 

was presented and is not directed at a particular individual. 

 

Mr. Bolted asked if the Attorney was notified of the inquiry back in August. Ms. 

Hinchcliff stated that the clock only began on December 15
th

.  Mr. Bolte stated that FOIL 

requests were received by the Town Clerk in August and many hours were spent by the 

Deputy Town Clerk pulling records back to 2010.  Bob would also like to mention that if 

the Board of Ethics would like to change the rules, something like that should be brought 

before the Town Board.  

 

Councilwoman Sedlmeir questioned if the next meeting of the Board of Ethics, which 

they requested the presence of the Attorney, would cost the Town additional dollars.  If 

that were the case, she would not be ready to approve such a request.  Supervisor 

Lounsbury will double check the contract and clarify the matter. 

 

Supervisor Lounsbury read a portion of the email sent to the Board of Ethics on August 

20, 2015 as follows:  “…in two recent instances, an elected official sold items to the town 

occasioning public criticism.  Barring self-dealing would head off unnecessary 

controversy and make the town’s governance more businesslike.  This change could be 

readily made by revising the code’s “representation before one’s agency” provision to 

read “compensation for goods or services to be rendered in any matter…”’  Supervisor 

Lounsbury questioned how this could be interpreted; would it be considered an official 

complaint or not? 

 

Bob Bolte addressed the Town’s procurement policy by reading a portion of the policy, 

that states that a good faith effort shall be made to obtain the required number of 
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proposals; if the purchaser is unable to obtain the required number of proposals or quotes, 

the purchaser shall document the attempt made and in no event shall the inability to 

obtain the requisite number of proposals or quotes be a bar to buying it.  

 

Marie Dermody attended the Board of Ethics meeting and can assure everyone that there 

was no discussion about specific individuals.  The meeting was over the procurement law 

which functions on a local level, but the State law is also incorporated into it.  No Town 

Board member could be expected to know every State law.  Mrs. Dermody suggested that 

a revision of the procurement policy to include some of the State mandates that are not 

included in the Town’s policy, but are covered by the Town’s policy by nature of the law 

should be addressed.  

 

Ernest Kuehl felt that if there was no particular complaint about an individual, it is not for 

the Board of Ethics to recommend a change in the law.  Any individual can raise an issue 

at Board meetings which are open to the public. Unless there was a complaint about an 

ethics violation the Ethics Board does not have a roll in addressing the law.  Also, Mr. 

Kuehl feels that in a Town of this size, we have to be able to do business with each other.   

 

Ms. Hinchcliff noted that one of the powers and duties of the Board of Ethics is that the 

Board shall have the authority to receive from any person a written complaint questioning 

the compliance of any Town officer or employee.  Also, the Board may either receive a 

complaint  and act on it, or if it feels that there has been a violation of the code of ethics, 

the Board, on its own, may initiate action. 

 

Councilwoman Cooke feels that if someone wants the procurement policy changed, they 

must come before the Board. 

 

Marie Dermody, noting that hind sight is 20/20 and that we all learn from past 

experiences, suggested that in the future when something like this comes to the attention 

of the Board that it be addressed immediately.    

 

AUDIENCE COMMENTS 

 

Councilman McGrath questioned if there are time-lines in place so that issues do not go 

on forever. Supervisor Lounsbury stated that the Board of Ethics does have a time-line 

they must adhere to. 

 

 

Bob Bolte stated, in conclusion, that despite these happenings he will continue to support 

the Town and the Town Board by volunteering and donating to help save the tax payers 

dollars just as he has for the past 15 years.  

 

ADJOURNMENT 
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A motion was made by Councilwoman Sedlmeir to adjourn the meeting at 8:02 PM; 2
nd

 

by Councilman McGrath.  

Motion carried:  Ayes (5) Lounsbury, Cooke, McGrath, Sedlmeir, and Wood; Nays (0) 

 

   

 

RESPECTFULLLY SUBMITTED; 

 

 

Victoria H. Kraker 

Town Clerk 


