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VILLAGE OF OAKFIELD BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
MONTHLY MEETING

              August 10th, 2015 @ 7:00 pm
A regular monthly meeting of the Village of Oakfield Board of Trustees was called to order at 7:00 p.m. by Mayor Jason Armbrewster, followed by the Pledge to the Flag led by Boy Scouts troop 69B.  The following Trustees were present: Scott Boring, Shelly D’alba, Joan Stevens, David Boyle. Trustee Scott Boring arrived at 7:38 PM
Also Present: Clerk/Treasurer, Andrew Maguire; DPW Employee, Tom Mikolajczyk; DPW Supervisor, Dave Laney; Zoning Officer, Rick Pastecki; Boy Scout Troop 69B was also present. 
PUBLIC COMMENTS: The Boy Scouts took a turn and told the Board of Trustees something they learned about their tour of the Village Office. 
OLD BUSINESS:
1) Forest Ave. and Water St. Reconstruction Project Update. 
a) Revised Work Change Order # 1: Steve Mountain presented Change Order 1, which requests to extend sewer services beyond the sidewalk. Agreed upon amount is $1250 each and there is 30 for a total increase of $37,500.
A Motion was made by Trustee D’alba to approve Revised Work Change Order # 1, to extend each sewer service beyond the sidewalks at an additional total cost of $37,500 second by Trustee Boyle. Ayes: Boyle, D’alba, Stevens. (Mayor Armbrewster Abstains)     Carried. 

b) Pay Application # 2.
A Motion was made by Trustee Stevens to approve pay application # 2, second by Trustee D’alba. Ayes: Boyle, D’alba, Stevens. (Mayor Armbrewster Abstains)     Carried 

c) Proposed Amendment to Engineering Agreement: Mr. Mountain states that one year ago the estimate was for the scope of work, inspection services on that the scope has increased based on time, the bid was an estimate. A formula was used to find out the days per contract. Estimated 81 day of onsite period. Scope increased, cost increased, and an extension of time from contractor was submitted with better justification. Their firm will be sending back a comment letter to them and make recommendation of an appropriate time extension. The same level of inspection and will be an additional 40 days of construction. Mountain Engineering will put together the new budget against the BAN amount. There is $46,000 left over in contingency funds for things like this. The Mayor asked Supervisor Laney if the DPW could take on that role. The Board may ask the DPW to take on over time for inspection if cost becomes a problem. The original contract called for July 5th, 2015 was the substantial completion date; August 6th was final completion for contract # 1. Trustee D’alba states there are not as many lines on Water Street for connections, should go quicker. Mr. Mountain agrees, Visone is getting faster and less residents on Water Street. American Paving is finishing up a school project as is. Last week in August is the earliest they can begin work. American Paving can come in and start Forest Ave while Visone is finishing Water Street. Timing wise, they should work out ok, just a little longer than anticipated, mid October it should be finish. Mayor Armbrewster asked when should the Village Board investigate the penalty phase of contract, unless Mountain Engineering approves an extension of time. The extension of the laterals was unforeseen, issues with unanticipated utilities, and a deeper water main all caused some of the setbacks. If the penalty phase is realized, it is $1000 a day for liquid damages. That will be reviewed and will present the figures before the next pay request. Will go back and forth with the contractor to get it right, and have all the information the Board will need to make that decision. Mayor Armbrewster states he has not seen Visone work hours past 4:30 PM it would be nice to see them working late to get caught up. Trustee D’alba states they would need to get over time for that at prevailing wage. Mr. Mountain states that is correct, they would have to apply for that. Mayor Armbrewster states maybe Visone could do that instead of damages, before completion, that may show good faith. What is being said and being seen are two different things. Mr. Mountain states it can be sticky in unforeseen situation, inspection cost will go up plus time and a half for workers, that leaves a potential money risk.  Trustee D’alba states Visone is there at 7:30AM for 8 hours a day, would like to see how they wrap up by the end of August. Mr. Mountain states it is not going to gain completion of the overall project, as American Paving can only come when they are done with the other job. Trustee Boyle states the Village should not be in a hurry for the black top until max settlement period is completed anyway. Mr. Mountain states rain is good, helps compaction and dust control, American Paving needs to be able to come in and get the job done properly. Trustee D’alba states it was foreseen this project would go into October anyway. Mr. Mountain states the project is close to complete, but about 30 days off from original plan and the contractors started late. The Mayor states some residents still have galvanized water services. The Mayor asked Supervisor Laney if those letters have been sent to residents. Mr. Laney states he just got back from vacation and asked Clerk-Treasurer Maguire if they had been sent. Mr. Maguire states no; was working with Inspector Wright on the addresses but does not know enough about galvanized lines to write comprehensive letter. The letter for beginning on Water Street was delivered. Mr. Mountain was waiting to see if residents on Water and Forest wanted to do a group replacement may have a cost savings on getting a contractor out here to replace those lines as a group. 
A Motion was made by Trustee D’alba to approve an Amendment to the Engineering Agreement for an additional for an additional 40 days at an hourly rate of $75 for inspection and $105 for construction administration, second by Trustee Stevens. Ayes: Boyle, D’alba, Stevens. (Mayor Armbrewster Abstains)      Carried. 

Mr. Mountain states temporary asphalt can be laid by contractor if running into extended period. If not, the contractor credit would be roughly $6000, good money to take, but will figure out the real value. If laid it would be 3-4 weeks before it gets tore up, might be worth the cost savings not to temporary asphalt. This will include in a change order after review that will be presented to the Village Board. Contract #2 may also be part of the decision. The rain helps this process, especially with dust control. Mayor Armbrewster states the Village has done things to help slow down traffic. Cars were speeding down that road; Supervisor Laney created a local traffic sign plus some other measurers. Letters have gone out to Water Street residents; have yet to meet with the car dealership. There will be temporary parking on Forest Ave, not sure about Water streets temporary parking yet. We can discuss that later, can coordinate with Mountain Engineering if need be. Trustee Boyle asked what the orange stakes between houses and the road are for. Mr. Mountain states most likely offset structures or survey stakes for drainage structures. Trustee Boyle states they could be a health hazard to foot traffic. The contractor should be done on Forest, and can take the stakes out. Had an issue about driveway paving, that if we did that, we were responsible to put it back. The local law will need to be reviewed.  

d) Revised Budget.
A Motion was made by Trustee Stevens to approve the revised budget with the proper amendment figures, second by Trustee Boyle. Ayes:  Boyle, D’alba, Stevens.  (Mayor Armbrewster Abstains)    Carried 

(Trustee Boring arrived @ 7:38 PM)

2) Waste Water Treatment Program Update.
a) Resolution # 16- 2015: The Village of Oakfield as Lead Agency for SEQR. Mr. Mountain reports an environmental review process to get started on the Waste Water Treatment Program. A C.F.E. Grant has been submitted. Very competitive process, tried to tie into STAMP and being prepared for the added usage. All in connection with the strategic plan that the Board helped develop and approve. It will fix many things at the waste water plant for prepare for the future. Local share is a minimum of 15%, the solar work could be used to show as local share money, reduce out of pocket amount. The awards last year were released in December, nothing for several months at a minimum. Mountain Engineering does need to show the project is moving forward and that SEQR is being completed. Will review part one afterward, but anticipate a negative declaration, just fixing stuff, nothing new that may impact the results. All positive fixes. The generator grant is still approved, but has not been funded yet, should find out soon.

A Motion was made by Trustee Stevens to approve Resolution # 16-2015: Establishing the Village of Oakfield as Lead Agency for SEQR, second by Trustee Boyle. Ayes: Boring, Boyle, D’alba, Stevens.      Carried.

3) Zoning Board of Appeals Application Change: Mayor Armbrewster states brought to us last meeting and the Trustees should have had time to review the application. Reid has reviewed the application as well and made recommendations. Trustee D’alba states it is really just a more in depth application. 
A Motion was made by Trustee D’alba to approve the Zoning Board of Appeals Application (Appendix A) provided by Zoning Board Chairperson, second by Trustee Stevens. Ayes: Boring, Boyle, D’alba, Stevens.      Carried. 
NEW BUSINESS:
1. Resolution # 12-2015: Authorizing Public Hearing regarding Local Law # 1-2015. 
A Motion was made by Trustee Stevens to approve Resolution # 12-2015: Authorizing a public hearing regarding local law #-1-2015, second by Trustee D’alba. Ayes: Boring, Boyle, D’alba, Stevens.      Carried.
2. Resolution # 13-2015: Authorizing Public Hearing regarding Local Law # 2-2015.
A Motion was made by Trustee Stevens to approve Resolution # 13-2015: Authorizing a public hearing regarding local law #-2-2015, second by Trustee D’alba. Ayes: Boring, Boyle, D’alba, Stevens.      Carried.

3. Resolution # 14-2015: Authorizing Public Hearing regarding Local Law # 3-2015.
A Motion was made by Trustee Stevens to approve Resolution # 14-2015: Authorizing a public hearing regarding local law #-3-2015, second by Trustee D’alba. Ayes: Boring, Boyle, D’alba, Stevens.      Carried.

4. Resolution # 15-2015: Authorizing Public Hearing regarding Local Law # 4-2015.
A Motion was made by Trustee Stevens to approve Resolution # 15-2015: Authorizing a public hearing regarding local law #-4-2015, second by Trustee D’alba. Ayes: Boring, Boyle, D’alba, Stevens.      Carried.

5. Resolution # 17-2015: Authorizing Expenditure of Funds from Parks and Landscaping Type Reserve. Subject to Permissive Referendum.
A Motion was made by Trustee Boring to approve Resolution # 17-2015: Authorizing an expenditure of funds from the Parks and Landscaping Type Reserve, not to exceed $9000, for the purchase of a Ferris zero turn 60In Mower, subject to permissive referendum, second by Trustee Stevens. Ayes: Boring, Boyle, D’alba, Stevens.      Carried.

6. Boy Scouts Use of Vacant Village Land behind Little League Park.  Mayor Armbrewster states he was approached by the Town of Oakfield with a request from the Boy Scouts Troop 69B to have a camp site on Village vacant land behind the  waste water plant on Sunday September 6th, 2015. Proof of insurance will need to be provided to the Village. Clerk-Treasurer Maguire states it should be an ACCORD 25 document that will list the Village as additionally insured under their policy, as well as an application for use of a community facility. Mr. Maguire will be available all week if there are any questions on it. Troop Leader, Mr. Kruppenbacher, states it is for ages 11 and up in the program, there will be plenty of supervision and only a handful may actually camp out. The Mayor asked if it can be mowed that down. Supervisor Laney states yes, they did recently but will again before Labor Day.  Trustee D’alba also states the Troop could request the Town to leave the facilities open and contact Town Clerk Haacke on that. 
A Motion was made by Trustee Boyle to approve the use of community facility request of the Cub Scouts contingent on receiving an application and additionally insured document listing the Village of Oakfield, second by Trustee Stevens. Ayes: Boring, Boyle, D’alba, Stevens.      Carried.

7. Fire Chief/President Report. No Formal Report Given. Mayor Armbrewster reports Engine 71 went back into service. Testing will be done on air packs maintenance. The Oakfield-Alabama Class of 2018 would like to use engine tanker and the portable tanker for a Labor Day function,  no further details were provided other than the request. The Village owns the tanks, and the water that goes in the tanker. That is all that was provided. The Mayor has been asking for an inventory list for three months as well as a list of volunteers. Will get a cost of an appraisal company to come in as a third party and do the inventory and replacement cost schedule. Still in talks for new fire truck, no official costs have been provided. 71 will be in year twenty next year and will need to be replaced. Authorized to put out a bid. Going out to bid can put on the truck what is needed. Not going to make a decision until we see cost from the Fire Department. 
.

8. Zoning/Code Reports. CEO, Bruce Gerould: No Written Report Submitted. Bruce is now back, he rode 4,406 miles, 33 days, 16 hours a day, 132 miles a day on his biking trip. Clint Worthington kept up with all permits while Bruce was gone. Typical for this time of year for porches, pools, fences to be built. Nothing out of the usual.  
ZEO, Rick Pastecki: Formal Written Report was submitted. Trustee Boyle asked if a demolition permit was submitted to the Village Office for 15 North Pearl. Clerk-Treasurer Maguire states no, not to his knowledge. Discussions have happened with the owner months ago, but nothing official submitted. Mr. Pastecki states that is correct, a letter was sent with information only, but it is in the preliminary stages. Everything in that letter was taken from Village Law. The letter addressed S.E.Q.R., all spelled out in simple form of the entire process. Not sure what stage it is in, only find out if they stop Rick on the streets. The resident home owner has come up with a selling price and is looking for a new home. This whole process is contingent upon a demolition application going through and being approved. If it can be demolished, Crazy Cheap Cars will buy the property, if not, the resident may be out of luck.  
9. Historical Society Report. No Formal Report Submitted.  Mayor Armbrewster asked if any Trustees were able to make it to the Historical Society Picnic.  No Trustees attended the picnic.
10. Camden Report. Formal report given. Mayor Armbrewster reports all is going well with the sludge and the waste water plant. Ad Call increased cost. The grit chamber was not done to his liking last time, AD Call came back and Lou showed them the process he preferred. Kester was quoted and AD Call was still the lowest cost for chamber cleaning. Painting, reed diffuser and plants are all doing great. Will do even better after the study is complete. 
11. Approval of July 13th, 2015 Minutes. 
A Motion was made by Trustee D’alba to approve July 13th, 2015 minutes, second by Trustee Stevens. Ayes: Boring, Boyle, D’alba, Stevens.      Carried.

12. Approval of August’ Abstract/ P.O’s.

A Motion was made by Trustee Stevens approve Augusts’ abstract and purchase orders, second by Trustee D’alba. Ayes: Boring, Boyle, D’alba, Stevens.      Carried. 

13. July Investment Report. 
The Village of Oakfield Board of Trustees reviewed the July Investment Report and found no issues.
14. June Financial Report. 
The Village of Oakfield Board of Trustees reviewed June’s Financial Report and found no issues. Trustee D’alba will sign off on the General ledger, Cash book and Bank Recons.
15. D.P.W. Report: Supervisor Laney states he has been on vacation the past week. The sewer lateral lines have been located on Water Street. The DPW has oiled and lubed the new water districts hydrants and placed curb stop location cards. Mayor Armbrewster asked if that work was relayed to the Town of Oakfield. Supervisor Laney states he is not sure. The DPW videotaped Water Street storm drains. Worked with Inspector Wright, the lines are in decent shape but it is corrugated pipe. The Mayor states he looked at it as a possible credit. DPW Employee Mikolajczyk states is it a small price to pay to get it right. Seems odd to do all new, but it is not new, it looks ok, but it might not be ok. Remove some of the pipe to tie back in, but see a potential failure. Trustee D’alba states it is already in the budget, but it could save some money. Mr. Mikolajczyk states that it appears the Village is paying extra because the contractors are behind. The Mayor states it is costing Visone extra, not the Village and still under the budget line. Inspection is an increase the Village will be paying Mountain Engineering to pay the Inspector. Trustee Boring asked if corrugated is worse over a pipe that is smooth. Supervisor Laney states yes, it can cause a back up. Mr. Mikolajczyk states it was smooth, but is a gamble to leave as is. Drainage will be directed to that pipe. Supervisor Laney asked if it is going to be the proper height. Mayor Armbrewster states the Village should likely take it out of there.  The sewer camera helped make that decision. Mr. Mikolajczyk states other municipalities may ask for the sewer camera. Mayor Armbrewster states it is a give and take relationship that saves money. The DPW should get in touch with John Hilchey just after Labor Day to do the stone and oil. Supervisor Laney states DPW Employee Mikolajczyk was on Forest Ave to cut and cape the old water main. Called Able electric, made appoint to fix lighting on Main Street and the DPW building. Disinfection byproduct testing was done, takes two weeks for the results. A bad photo cell caused the lighting issues, some work well, some are temperamental. Supervisor Laney states EJ Prescott was supposed to be here on the July 31st and canceled, then again on the 3rd, and canceled again, have not heard anything since. The migration system is almost done, has made the change over to the antenna reading of the MXU’s. Have not heard anything on training. EJ Prescott believes there is a way to reprogram meters via Flexnet. Reprogram everything to read by any type of gallons. Smaller gallons can be better for detecting leaks. MXU’s are 100% installed in Water Districts 4, 5 and 8. Mayor Armbrewster states communication is getting better with the town. Supervisor Laney states the Town of Batavia maybe getting rid of their old truck. Would the Village Board like to pursue that, or look into state contract or put it out to bid. Mayor Amrbrewster states the DPW needs a service vehicle, can’t go out without your tools and it is a waste of time going back and forth for is needed. To purchase a used truck maybe less cost effective, the Village has the funds in DPW Truck Reserve, new and with a utility box may make more sense. Trustee D’alba agrees, it makes sense to have a utility vehicle. State contract can take 8-10 weeks for a truck to arrive. Trustee Boyle states the State contract usually has options to choose from. Mr. Mikolajczyk states there may only be 5 types of Fords or Chevy’s to choose from, options are limited. Mayor Armbrewster states a truck is a truck, the utility bed is the main issue, and maybe it needs a crane as well.  Look at utility boxes, find out how much they cost. Need an F250, or F350, but up to the DPW Department to choose. Go for the state contract pricing, get the truck, and get the utility box. Supervisor Laney states 2016 specs are not out yet, and will look into utility box. Mayor Armbrewster states if the truck purchased is not the right truck; the Village will sell it and get what is needed. Mayor Armbrewster states that stone and oil should be done after Labor Day. Winter hit, the heat of summer did not permeate the stone, hold off on the stone and oil and hot patch, and some places are bad on Cary, Orchard and South Pearl. Supervisor Laney states the DPW can do hot patching. Trustee Boyle agrees, not enough time to set with stone and oil. Mayor Armbrewster states the Village Board needs to see a work schedule and need to plan projects better in the DPW. Trustee D’alba asked about the dead trees on Main Street. Supervisor Laney states the DPW is working on getting them down. Mayor Armbrewster states the Village could put a bike rack on top of a removed tree. The Mayor asked if a contractor is coming to seal the parking lots. Supervisor Laney states no, not planning on it. Mayor Armbrewster asked if the bridge can be painted in Memorial Park. Supervisor Laney states it can be stained. Mayor Armbrewster asked is the sanitary sewer system will be flushed in October. Mr. Laney states later on in the fall, no machine in the winter. Mayor Armbrewster asked if there is anything else the company can do other than stone and oil?  Mr. Laney states not, but can do a slurry sealant, but it is three times the cost. Trustee Boring asked if it holds better. Supervisor Laney state about the same. the Mayor asked if the DPW should reach out to the County.  Patch the pot holes, get through the winter, and then look at a maintenance program/schedule. Mayor Armbrewster states he would like to discuss on call time calendar, the Board has discussed adding Supervisor Laney to the “on call” calendar in previous meetings, and spoke with Superviosr Laney prior to his vacation, and this will save some dollars. Mayor Armbrewster asked Supervisor Laney if the remainder of the DPW report should be done in executive session or open session as he wants to disc. The calendar for August 2015 on call time should also have Supervisor Laney listed as on call.  Discussed this with Mr. Laney and this will save the Village money. Mayor Armbrewster states the water fund is in rough shape and the Village needs to save some dollars anyway it can. Mayor Armbrewster asked if Supervisor Laney would like this discussed in executive session or open session. Supervisor Laney states open session. Mayor Armbrewster state he is looking at Saturday and Sunday’s on call list, water testing and on call that weekend.  In the past a rotation worked well, gives all DPW Employees a little more weekend with Family. Dave would be the lower number of on call. Out of 52 weeks, he would get the lower number, 16 weeks; the DPW Employees would get 18 weeks. Had some ideas. Supervisor Laney asks if this is to happen, then what would happen if Dave is plowing and the sidewalks need to get done, who will do them, as it could be an 8 hour total job. Trustee D’alba asked if Tom and Eric want to lose the over time. Mr. Mikolajczyk states the DPW Employees are willing to sacrifice it. Trustee Boring states it is only fair to ask, some people don’t want to lose the over time. Mayor Armbrewster states Tom and Eric would still have the holiday schedule with the approved double time, Mr. Laney should be on call and in the mix. Supervisor Laney states when he was first hired, the on call person had to plow snow and parking lots but they was on call time and getting paid. As of 2001 he was appointed supervisor and he took over the duties of plowing, the guys do occasional help with no extra pay and have not asked for extra pay. Mr. Laney hopes the Board does not expect him to plow the parking lots and then do the sidewalks for another 6 hours. That scenario may not happen at all, but it very well could, only happens a couple times on the weekends. Trustee D’alba asked if the DPW Employees can plow. Supervisor Laney states yes, but they would need to take the plow truck. Trustee Boring asked if the new truck can have a plow on it. Supervisor Laney states yes. Mr. Mikolajzcyk states Supervisor Laney has never been in the Bobcat to do the sidewalks, but in a situation like that, someone can come in to help. Dave would do the parking lots, and the helper does the sidewalk plow. Trustee Stevens thought it was worse on the weekends last year. Mr. Mikolajczyk states it was mostly cold, but not the 5 inches needed to plow the sidewalks. Sundays is not fun spending 6 hours, but if it has to be done you do it.  Trustee D’alba asked what the cost savings would be to the Village for Supervisor Laney on call with no added pay. Mayor Armbrewster states it is close to $1500 for the year in over time savings. Trustee Boring asked if it would be better if Mr. Laney came in and did the daily water testing and let Tom and Eric have the call time for plowing. Supervisor Laney states he did testing, that left two guys on call that would cut 2 hours for water testing. Mayor Armbrewster states that legally the hourly employees need to be paid for on call time; two hours for regular, 4 hours for a holiday. With operating a large water system, not small, it will only get busier. If the employees see a problem, they will call you; you sign the water reports after all. Helps for a better DPW when Mr. Laney is on call. The employees have two weekends off. Supervisor Laney has had the truck and that has been questioned by residents as he takes it home. This will also show the DPW working as a team and passing the truck along. Large system means more issues, major problems will require. Need to be on call for at least 30 minutes to get the 2 hours of overtime, would 40 minutes be enough, or 45. In an emergency, everyone will be there. The Mayor has spoke to civil service, and this decision up to the Village Board. Mayor Armbrewster states the Mayor can make this decision, but a team approach and a vote is the right way to proceed, it is within the Board’s rights to do as they see fit. The Mayor asked if any Board member wanted to make a motion for a vote. Ultimately Dave would be on call for 16 weeks, the DPW employees would be 18 each. Trustee D’alba asked if the Supervisor should get paid for on call as well that can be changed on his salary package if the Board would want to do that, people want to get paid for working extra. Mr. Mikolajczyk states that does not save the Village any money if Mr. Laney gets paid for on call time, as a salary employee you don’t get paid overtime. Trustee D’alba states salary is several different things that is a Board decision and open for discussion on whether he will get paid or not, that is the opinion of Tom, not the Board. Trustee Stevens states when she was salaried and worked for Key Bank, she was in rotation with everyone else, it is how it goes and she did not get paid. You are salaried; it is part of the job, even on weekends, and you see what is happening. Supervisor Laney states management 7 or 8 years ago did receive over time for on call, but that was changed. Trustee Boring states there should be something extra for on call time. Trustee Boyle states it takes pressure off people in here, and he is visible, if he is not compensated extra; it is a highly compensated salary already. The dollar savings is the key, flip flop it to an added cost and Trustee Boyle would be against it. Trustee Boring states the Village is not taking a loss though, if the Village saves X and gives Y, still can save overall. Trustee D’alba has no problem with Mr. Laney stepping up and being on call. This is new though. Mayor Armbrewster states his title is to work with and direct the maintenance crew, not to be a part of the crew. Having both titles will be difficult. Trustee Boyle asked if it is possible to coordinate the scheduling with water testing. Daily water testing is required. Mayor Armbrewster asked if any Trustee would like to make a motion to have the DPW Supervisor in rotational on call every third week, Saturday’s and Sunday’s, excluding holidays, 16 weekends per year, and include salary compensation at his current pay. The Mayor asked if any Trustee like to make a motion for the same, but with compensation to be determined at a later meeting. 
A Motion was made by Trustee Boring to have the DPW Supervisor, Mr. Laney, be on call for 16 weeks per year, excluding holiday weekends, with potential compensation to be discussed at a future Board meeting, Second by Trustee D’alba. Ayes:   Boyle, Boring, D’alba, Stevens.   Carried. 
A Motion was made by Trustee D’alba for an executive session @ 8:41 PM to discuss this personnel issue further and ask the Board Room to be cleared, second by Trustee Boyle. Ayes:  Boring, Boyle, D’alba, Stevens.    Carried.
A Motion was made by Trustee Boyle to close the executive session @ 9:02 PM, second by Trustee Stevens. Ayes:   Boring, Boyle, D’alba, Stevens.   Carried.
A Motion was made by Trustee D’alba to rescind the motion by Trustee Boring and second by Trustee D’alba to have the DPW Supervisor, Mr. Laney, be on call for 16 weeks per year, with potential compensation to be discussed at a future Board meeting, Second by Trustee Stevens.   Ayes: Boring, Boyle, D’alba, Stevens. Carried. 
A Motion was made by Trustee D’alba for the DPW Supervisor, Mr. Laney,  to be on call every third weekend starting immediately, with compensation determined at a future meeting, with a cost savings of $1500 in labor cost,  for 16 total weekends, excluding the weekend holidays, second by Trustee Stevens.  Ayes: Boring, Boyle, D’alba, Stevens.   Carried. 
16. Clerk’s Report. Formal Report Submitted. Clerk-Treasurer Maguire presented the Board of Trustees with a quote from Hurricane Technologies for a new server and proposed IT upgrades. The cost of the new server would be $2550.00 and a 40 hour block of work; this would keep our information safe and keep the Village current with new technologies. Hurricane performs IT functions for many local municipalities and their customer service is top notch, always very responsive. They also presented a quote for a new work station. Trustee D’alba states the workstation can be purchased next year as it was not budgeted for this fiscal year.
A Motion was made by Trustee D’alba to approve the purchase from Hurricane Technologies for a new Dell Power Edge T430 Server @ $2550.00 and a 40 hour block of time, second by Trustee Boyle. Ayes:  Boring, Boyle, D’alba, Stevens.   Carried
Clerk-Treasurer Maguire presented a proposal from Lawley Insurance, the Village’s insurance provider, for adding Extended Employment Practices Liability. It is a leading loss of municipalities and should be added for an increase in premium of only $112.70. Clerk-Treasurer Maguire also presented a Genesee County Chamber of Commerce flyer seeking municipalities to purchase a page in their annual local business’ brochure. The cost would be $1800. Mr. Maguire states this cost is pretty high and was not budgeted. Trustee D’alba states in the past, the Village has purchased a page and asked local business’ to pitch in and they would be listed. Next year, the Village can budget the cost and see if local business wanted be on that page. Mr. Maguire stated the NYCOM Fall Training School is holding their annual event the week of September 28th-Octber 2nd in the Adirondacks at Lake Placid. The cost of the school and lodging would be $1411.20. This school is highly recommended by all clerks as it covers a vast array of topics that can be tailored to each municipality. 

A Motion was made by Trustee Boyle to approve Clerk-Treasurer Maguire for attendance and lodging for the NYCOM Fall Training School @ $1411.20 from September 28th-October 2nd Lake Placid, New York, second by Trustee D’alba. Ayes: Boring, Boyle, D’alba, Stevens.    Carried.
17. Mayor’s Report. Mayor Armbrewster reports that there are some great NYCOM trainings online. The Mayor abstained from a few votes today and would like to have an ethics committee formed. Talked to NYCOM about some things, and talked to some local legislatures. Doing everything possible to be fair and ethical in all that is done and accomplished. Through NYCOM’s online training, the Trustees can take training courses on cyber security, harassment training, and many more. It is worth the cost of the trainings, they are very beneficial. The Mayor would like to have a third party to do a Fire Department appraisal of all their assets, asking for equipment lists for months, will get some quotes. A fair appraisal is important for repurchasing costs and the Village’s insurance staying current. Save money is very important. Trustee Stevens states it would be a goof of the Board’s if they did not use a third party appraiser for honesty’s sake as well. Mayor Armbrewster states the portable tank and water for class of 2018 is likely for the “duck” races they have.  Supervisor Laney states the class likely wants to borrow both tanker and transport water to portable tanker. The Mayor states he does not want to see any fire equipment out of service if it does not have to be. Alabama has a spare fire tank, not sure if they would be willing to do it or not. Not a lot of detail was provided for this request. 
A Motion was made by Trustee Stevens to approve use of the tankers for the Class of 2018, contingent on more details and the Mayor’s approval, Second by Trustee Boring. Ayes:  Boring, Boyle, D’alba, Stevens.    Carried
Having no further business to come before the Board, the meeting was adjourned @ 9:18 p.m. on A Motion by Trustee Boring, seconded by Trustee D’alba. Ayes: Boring, Boyle, D’alba and Stevens.    Carried.  
The next regular Board meeting will be September 14th, 2015. @ 7:00 p.m.

Respectfully Submitted, 
Andrew Maguire

Clerk/Treasurer

August 10th, 2015
VILLAGE OF OAKFIELD  
Adopted: August 10th, 2015

RESOLUTION #12 – 2015 AUTHORIZING A PUBLIC HEARING REGARDING A PROPOSED LOCAL LAW #1-2015: AMENDING THE VILLAGE OF OAKFIELD ZONING LAW 
The Village Board of the Village of Oakfield met at a regular board meeting at the Village Board Room located at 39 Main Street in the Village of Oakfield, New York on August 10th, 2015, commencing at 7:00 p.m. and the following members were: 

Present:           Mayor 

__ Jason Armbrewster___
       Trustee

__Joan Stevens   ______

Trustee
__Scott Boring_________

Trustee
__Shelly D’Alba _______

                       Trustee        __David Boyle________
 

 
ABSENT
:
Trustee
___________________

WHEREAS, all Village Board  Members, having due notice of said meeting, and that pursuant to Article 7, §104 of the Public Officers Law (Public Meetings Law), said meeting was open to the general public and due and proper notice of the time and place whereof was given as required by law; and

WHEREAS, the purpose of the proposed local law is to Amend the Village of Oakfield Zoning Law # 3-2010, specifically pertaining to selected definitions, allowed uses in residential districts, on and off-street parking, violation and penalties, occasional sale of personal property, as well as the use of municipal parking lots and public right of ways. 

WHEREAS, the Village Board of the Village of Oakfield finds it in the best interest of the Village of Oakfield to hold a public hearing to consider said local law, at which time and place all interested parties and citizens for or against the proposed law will be heard. 

NOW ON A MOTION OF _Trustee       _ which has been duly seconded by    _Trustee           be it

RESOLVED, that the Village Board of the Village of Oakfield will hold a public hearing on the 14th day of September 2015 at _7_:_00_ p.m. at the Village Board Room in the Village of Oakfield, to consider a proposed local law entitled Local Law # 1- 2015: Amending the Village of Oakfield Zoning Law; Pertaining to Selected Definitions, Uses in Residential District, On and Off Street Parking, Violation Penalties, Occasional Sale of Personal Property, Municipal Lots and Public Right of ways.

Ayes: _5__




 

Nays: _0_

Quorum Present:  G Yes   G No


Dated:  August 10th, 2015  

VILLAGE OF OAKFIELD  
Adopted: August 10th, 2015

RESOLUTION #13 – 2015 AUTHORIZING A PUBLIC HEARING REGARDING A PROPOSED LOCAL LAW # 2- 2015 AMENDING VILLAGE OF OAKFIELD LOCAL LAW #5 OF 1988 AND LOCAL LAW # 4 OF 1991 PERTAINING TO WEED AND DEBRIS.
The Village Board of the Village of Oakfield met at a regular board meeting at the Village Board Room located at 39 Main Street in the Village of Oakfield, New York on August 10th, 2015, commencing at 7:00 p.m. and the following members were: 

Present:           Mayor 

__ Jason Armbrewster___
       Trustee

__Joan Stevens   ______

Trustee
__Scott Boring_________

Trustee
__Shelly D’Alba _______

                       Trustee        __David Boyle________
 

 
ABSENT
:
Trustee
___________________

WHEREAS, all Village Board Members, having due notice of said meeting, and that pursuant to Article 7, §104 of the Public Officers Law (Public Meetings Law), said meeting was open to the general public and due and proper notice of the time and place whereof was given as required by law; and

WHEREAS, the purpose of the proposed local law is to amend Local Law # 5-1988 and Local Law #4-1991 pertaining to Weed and Debris, specifically violations, penalties, and compliance. 

WHEREAS, the Village Board of the Village of Oakfield finds it in the best interest of the Village of Oakfield to hold a public hearing to consider said local law, at which time and place all interested parties and citizens for or against the proposed law will be heard. 

NOW ON A MOTION OF _Trustee       _ which has been duly seconded by    _Trustee           be it

RESOLVED, that the Village Board of the Village of Oakfield will hold a public hearing on the 14th day of September 2015 at _7_:_00_ p.m. at the Village Board Room in the Village of Oakfield, to consider a proposed local law entitled Local Law # 2- 2015: Amending the Village of Oakfield Local Law #5 of 1988 and Local Law #4-1991 pertaining to Weed and Debris. 
Ayes: _5__




 

Nays: _0_

Quorum Present:  G Yes   G No


Dated:  August 10th, 2015  

VILLAGE OF OAKFIELD  
Adopted: August 10th, 2015

RESOLUTION #14 – 2015 AUTHORIZING A PUBLIC HEARING REGARDING A PROPOSED LOCAL LAW #3-2015: AMENDING LOCAL LAW #3-2010: THE VILLAGE OF OAKFIELD ZONING LAW PERTAINING TO SANDWICH SIGN BOARDS 
The Village Board of the Village of Oakfield met at a regular board meeting at the Village Board Room located at 39 Main Street in the Village of Oakfield, New York on August 10th, 2015, commencing at 7:00 p.m. and the following members were: 

Present:           Mayor 

__ Jason Armbrewster___
       Trustee

__Joan Stevens   ______

Trustee
__Scott Boring_________

Trustee
__Shelly D’Alba _______

                       Trustee        __David Boyle________
 

 
ABSENT
:
Trustee
___________________

WHEREAS, all Village Board Members, having due notice of said meeting, and that pursuant to Article 7, §104 of the Public Officers Law (Public Meetings Law), said meeting was open to the general public and due and proper notice of the time and place whereof was given as required by law; and

WHEREAS, the purpose of the proposed local law is to amend the Village of Oakfield Zoning Law # 3-2010, pertaining to regulation of sandwich sign boards in the Village of Oakfield Commercial Districts.

WHEREAS, the Village Board of the Village of Oakfield finds it in the best interest of the Village of Oakfield to hold a public hearing to consider said local law, at which time and place all interested parties and citizens for or against the proposed law will be heard. 

NOW ON A MOTION OF _Trustee       _ which has been duly seconded by    _Trustee           be it

RESOLVED, that the Village Board of the Village of Oakfield will hold a public hearing on the 14th day of September 2015 at _7_:_00_ p.m. at the Village Board Room in the Village of Oakfield, to consider a proposed local law entitled Local Law # 3- 2015: Amending the Local Law # 3-2010 Village of Oakfield Zoning Law; Pertaining to regulating sandwich sign boards in the Village of Oakfield Commercial Districts
Ayes: _5__




 

Nays: _0_

Quorum Present:  G Yes   G No


Dated:  August 10th, 2015  

VILLAGE OF OAKFIELD  
Adopted: August 10th, 2015

RESOLUTION #15 – 2015 AUTHORIZING A PUBLIC HEARING REGARDING A PROPOSED LOCAL LAW #4-2015: AMENDING THE VILLAGE OF OAKFIELD PERSONNEL POLICY 
The Village Board of the Village of Oakfield met at a regular board meeting at the Village Board Room located at 39 Main Street in the Village of Oakfield, New York on August 10th, 2015, commencing at 7:00 p.m. and the following members were: 

Present:           Mayor 

__ Jason Armbrewster___
       Trustee

__Joan Stevens   ______

Trustee
__Scott Boring_________

Trustee
__Shelly D’Alba _______

                       Trustee        __David Boyle________
 

 
ABSENT
:
Trustee
___________________

WHEREAS, all Village Board Members, having due notice of said meeting, and that pursuant to Article 7, §104 of the Public Officers Law (Public Meetings Law), said meeting was open to the general public and due and proper notice of the time and place whereof was given as required by law; and

WHEREAS, the purpose of the proposed local law is to amend the Village of Oakfield Personnel Policy. Additional sections added will include a Cell Phone Usage Policy on page 8. It will also include a Computer, E-Mail and Internet Usage Policy on Page 8.

WHEREAS, the Village Board of the Village of Oakfield finds it in the best interest of the Village of Oakfield to hold a public hearing to consider said local law, at which time and place all interested parties and citizens for or against the proposed law will be heard. 

NOW ON A MOTION OF _Trustee       _ which has been duly seconded by    _Trustee           be it

RESOLVED, that the Village Board of the Village of Oakfield will hold a public hearing on the 14th day of September 2015 at _7_:_00_ p.m. at the Village Board Room in the Village of Oakfield, to consider a proposed local law entitled Local Law # 4- 2015: Amending the Village of Oakfield Personnel Policy; additions include a Cell Phone Usage Policy and a Computer, E-Mail and Internet Usage Policy. 
Ayes: _5__




 

Nays: _0_

Quorum Present:  G Yes   G No


Dated:  August 10th, 2015  

RESOLUTION NO.  16- 2015


DATED: August 10th, 2015

VILLAGE OF OAKFIELD

SEQR - LEAD AGENCY RESOLUTION
WASTEWATER TREATMENT FACILITY AND COLLECTION SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

WHERE AS, The Village is considering undertaking a Wastewater Treatment Facility and Collection System Improvement Project, and

WHERE AS, The project is generally described as follows:

The Wastewater Treatment Facility portion of the project involves the replacement and repair of existing equipment, structures, electrical and mechanical systems as well as the installation of new systems to increase efficiency, resiliency, reliability and sustainability.  The Collection System improvements include repair and replacement of Village owned collection system components including storm water separation and reuse to prevent storm water inflow into the sanitary sewer system.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that in accordance with the New York State Environmental Quality Review (SEQR) regulations, the Village Board of the Village of Oakfield hereby announces its intent to serve as Lead Agency to conduct an environmental review of the Wastewater Treatment Facility and Collection System Improvement Project.  In the likelihood that the Village Board will serve as Lead Agent, the Board has prepared an Environ​mental Assessment of the significance of and potential environmen​tal impact of the proposed project, as described below.

FURTHER RESOLVED, the Village Board has determined that, the proposed action is an Unlisted action as defined under SEQR; and, be it


FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Village Board hereby accepts the long form Environmen​tal Assessment part 1 that has been prepared for this project, and be it


FURTHER RESOLVED, the Village Board will notify the Involved Agencies of its intention to act as Lead Agency for this project and will provide them with a copy of the long form  Environmental Assessment part 1.  The Village Board further declares that, based on the Environ​mental Assessment which has been prepared, it anticipates that the project will result in no significant damage to the environment.  Therefore, the Village Board does not anticipate the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement for the project.  

Offered by:  

Second by:  

Ayes:  

APPROVED by unanimous vote 

August 10th, 2015

VILLAGE OF OAKFIELD
RESOLUTION #17  -2015  AUTHORIZING EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FROM THE PARKS AND LANDSCAPING CAPITAL RESERVE FUND.

WHEREAS, the Village of Oakfield previously established a capital reserve fund on July 13th, 2015 by Resolution #11 of 2015 to pay for costs associated with maintenance and beautification of the Village owned Parks and Grounds.

WHEREAS, the Village of Oakfield Board of Trustees deems it necessary to expend the sum NOT TO EXCEED $9000.00 for purchasing a Ferris Inc. Zero Turn, 60 inch deck lawnmower, and

WHEREAS, the Village of Oakfield Board of Trustees, having due notice of said meeting, and that pursuant to Article 7, §104 of the Public Officers Law (Public Meetings Law), said meeting was open to the general public and due and proper notice of the time and place whereof was given as required by law, on August 10th, 2015, as the expenditure is subject to Permissive Referendum, to hear comments for or against the expenditure of funds from the Parks and Landscaping Capital Reserve. 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS:

That the Village Clerk is hereby directed to remove from the funds from the Parks and Landscaping Capital Reserve established by Resolution #11 of 2015 on July 13th, 2015, the sum not to exceed $9000.00 for the purpose of the purchase and payment of the above.

MOTION BY Trustee 

SECONDED BY Trustee 

CARRIED by unanimous vote 

Appendix A:

37 Main Street, Oakfield, N. Y. 14125

 Telephone: (585)-948-5862 Fax: (585)-948-9588 

Website: ivillage@rochester.rr.com
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS APPLICATION
I (Name) ___________________ of (address) _________________________ hereby appeal to the Zoning Board of Appeals the decision of the Zoning Officer on the application for________________________________ dated__________

Type of Appeal:    Area Variance: ____Use Variance: ____Interpretation: ____ Application Fee: $150_____

Date/ Plans Submitted: ___________________Environmental Assessment Form Submitted: ___________ 

· PROPERTY ADDRESS: ___________________________________________________________________         Tax Map Parcel #(s): ___________________ Parcel size: _______________ width ____________ depth Property Zoning District: ________________ 

· Present Use of Property: ________________________________________________________________ Proposed Use of Property:______________________________________________________________ Provision of Code Appealed (give section and subsection numbers): __________________________________________________________________________________

· Has a previous applications for this property been made? ___ Planning Board ___ Zoning Board of Appeals.    If yes, provide results:_________________________________________________________________ 

·  Is property located within 500 feet of a municipal boundary or on a state or county road? ______

Description of Proposal / Detail of Request: (Use extra sheet if necessary)
*Please review the  legal criteria on the next page*
Interpretation of Zoning Ordinance is requested because_________________________________________________________ _____________________________________________________________________________

Area Variance is requested because_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

A  Use Variance is requested because_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
 The applicant(s) hereby affirms they are title owner(s)  and the above information is accurate and complete, to the best of their knowledge.

Applicant Signature ________________________________________ ____________

Applicant Name Printed ________________________________________________ _

 Mailing Address ______________________________________ Phone #______________________

GUIDELINES AND CRITERIA TO SUPPORT ZONING APPEAL

AREA VARIANCE

In order to be entitled to an Area Variance, an Applicant to the Village of Oakfield must show by documentation in the record that the benefit to the Applicant from the proposed variance will not outweigh the detriment to the health, safety, and welfare of the community and the neighborhood, if the variance is granted.  (See Village Law § 7-712-b(3))
In making this determination the Zoning Board of Appeals shall consider the following factors, and the Applicant must respond to these questions with facts and circumstances and not merely repeat all or part of the questions.

1. Whether or not an undesirable change will be produced in the character of the neighborhood or a detriment to nearby properties will be created by the granting of the Area Variance.        

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

2.   Whether or not the benefit sought by the Applicant can be achieved by some method, feasible for the applicant to pursue, other than an Area Variance.

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

3. Whether or not the requested Area Variance is substantial.

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

4. Whether or not the proposed variance will have an adverse effect or impact on the physical or environmental conditions in the neighborhood or district.      

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

AREA VARIANCE-continued

5. Whether or not the alleged difficulty was self-created, which consideration shall be relevant to the decision of the Board of Appeals, but shall not necessarily preclude the granting of the Area Variance.             

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

______________________________

______________________________

Applicant Signature




Date

********************************************************************************
The ____________Variance was Denied (     ) Granted (    ) with the following conditions as attached. (if applicable)  The Interpretation was Supported (  ) Overturned (   )

Signed: _____________________________________ Date________________________

Chairperson Zoning Board of Appeals
Additional Comments and Requirements:

GUIDELINES AND CRITERIA TO SUPPORT ZONING APPEAL

USE VARIANCE

In order to be entitled to a Use Variance, an Applicant to the Town of Batavia must show by documentation in the record that all four (4) of the requirements set forth on this form have been met.  If anyone has not been proven, then the request for a variance must be denied by the Zoning Board of Appeals.  (See Law § 7-712-b(2)
Applicants for a Use Variance must demonstrate to the Zoning Board of Appeals that the existing zoning has or will cause unnecessary hardship, which shall be defined as hereinafter stated.  Responses must contain facts and circumstances and not merely repeat all or part of the questions.

QUESTION 1.   Applicant must show by dollars and cents proof that the land in question cannot yield a reasonable return for each and every permitted use in that zone before the variance.  It will be necessary to provide documentation of economic deprivation from an expert or authority such as a real estate broker, an appraiser or an economist, etc. 

RESPONSE  1.   Applicant cannot realize a reasonable return and the lack of return is substantial as demonstrated by competent financial evidence as follows: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

QUESTION 2.   The requirement that the hardship is unique means that the plight of the Applicant is due to circumstances applying to the Applicant’s property only or to an area or number of properties considerably less than the entire district.

RESPONSE 2.   The alleged hardship relating to the property in question is unique and does not apply to a substantial portion of the district or neighborhood as follows:  

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

USE VARIANCE-continued

QUESTION 3.   Applicant must discuss how proposed use will not change the essential character of the neighborhood with regard to such physical and environmental elements as parking, traffic, signage, landscaping, architectural and structural features, location and dimensions of buildings, any by-products of proposed use such as noise or smoke, and any other impacts of the proposed use upon adjacent or neighboring lands.

RESPONSE 3.   The requested use variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the neighborhood as follows:

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

QUESTION 4.   The Applicant must show either that (1) When the property was purchased the zoning restrictions from which a Use Variance is now sought were not in existence, or (2) that some other change has occurred since the Applicant’s purchase which makes the use non-conforming; as long as the change was not caused by the Applicant.  Otherwise, the hardship is self-created.

RESPONSE 4.   The alleged hardship has not been self created as follows:

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________


______________________________

Applicant’s Signature





Date
The ____________Variance was Denied (     ) Granted (    ) with the following conditions as attached. (if applicable)  The Interpretation was Supported (  ) Overturned (   )

Signed: _____________________________________ Date________________________

Chairperson Zoning Board of Appeals
Additional Comments and Requirements:

USE VARIANCE CHECKLIST









YES

NO

(1)

Application Complete



______
______

(2)

Filing Fee Paid



______
______

(3)

Diagram/Survey Submitted


______
______

(4)

Does diagram/survey show:




Lot size



______
______




Adjoining roads


______
______




Driveways



______
______




Location of all buildings




and improvements


______
______




Dimensions of all 




buildings and improvements

______
______

(5)

Has applicant submitted original and



seven (7) copies of application and



supporting documents?


______
______

(6)

Closing Statement submitted


______
______

(7)

HUD-1 Statement submitted



(residential property)



______
______

(8)

Appraisal submitted



______
______

(9)

Assessor’s records submitted


______
______

(10)

Statement of profit/loss for



commercial property/rental property

______
______

(11)

Schedule E of IRS Form 1040 if



commercial/rental property is the only



such property owned by applicant

______
______

(12)

Two years of real property tax bills



(town/county, village, and school)

______
______

(13)

Maintenance expense records


______
______

(14)

Utility bills




______
______

(15)

Letters of support from neighbors

______
______

(16)

Documentation regarding renovation costs
______
______

(17)

Business proposal, if applicable

______
______

(18)

Nature of neighborhood identified

______
______

(19)

Layout of neighborhood specified

______
______

(20)

Photographs of subject property



(will be included within an appraisal)

______
______

(21)

Photographs of adjoining properties

______
______

(22)

Efforts to sell property detailed,



if applicable




______
______

(23)

Efforts to rent property detailed,



if applicable




______
______

(24)

Analysis of all permitted uses



within the zone provided


______
______

(25)

Current mortgage statement from



mortgagee supplied



______
______

(26)

Current balances owed on other



liens on the property



______
______

(27)

Efforts to sell the property for a



permitted use




______
______

(28)

Efforts to sell the property for a



non-permitted use



______
______

(29)

Efforts to rent the premises for a



permitted use




______
______

(30)

Efforts to rent the premises for a



non-permitted use



______
______

(31)

Purchase offers submitted


______
______

(32)

Sale listing contracts submitted

______
______

(33)

Advertising for sale or lease submitted
______
______


