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MINUTES OF THE TOWN COUNCIL MEETING 

OF THE TOWN OF SOUTHINGTON 

November 13, 2012 

 

 The Town Council of the Town of Southington held a regular 

meeting on Tuesday, November 13, 2012. John C. Dobbins, Chairman, 

called the meeting to order at 7:03 o'clock, p.m. 

 The following Councilpersons were present, viz: 

 Cheryl Lounsbury    Louis Martocchio   

 Dawn A. Miceli    Albert A. Natelli, Jr. 

 Christopher J. Palmieri  Stephanie A. Urillo  

 Peter J. Romano, Jr.   John C. Dobbins, Chairman  

 Ex-officio members present were as follows, viz:  

 Mark J. Sciota, Deputy Town Manager/Town Attorney 

 Garry Brumback, Town Manager 

 Absent: John N. Barry, Councilman 

A prayer was recited by Peter Romano, Councilman. 

 

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited by everyone in attendance being 

led by Andrew Ardolino, SHS honor student. 

 

There were approximately 25 other persons in attendance. 

 

JOHN C. DOBBINS, Chairman, Presiding: 

II. MINUTES 

 Mr. Palmieri made a motion to approve as submitted.  Ms. 

Lounsbury seconded. Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

III. COUNCILMANIC COMMUNICATIONS 

 The Chair started by saying he would like to add an item, 

Executive Session, to this evening’s agenda to discuss real estate.  

Mr. Romano so moved the motion which Mr. Palmieri seconded.  Motion 

passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 The Chair continued by saying he had the privilege to speak this 

past Sunday, November 11
th
 at the American Legion Veteran’s Day event.  

About 150 people attended.  Growing up in the late 60’s and 70’s I 

remember how tough it was for our veterans from WWII, Korea and Viet 

Nam.  I’m sure it is no different today for those coming home from our 

wars overseas.  It’s tough to settle in and find a job.  

 I would like to say thank to you all the veterans for your 

service to God and country. 
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 The other item is the referendum for the roads which recently 

passed.  I’d like to thank and acknowledge the voters for that and for 

their confidence in this administration and the Council as a whole for 

this.  We as elected officials are all aware of the fiscal situation 

around the state and federal government. 

 This is part of Southington’s long term plan to help manage our 

roads.  I again thank the voters for passing that by a 2:1 margin. 

 Mr. Romano updated on the leaf program.  The highway department 

is now in Section 3 this week. They are on schedule.  If you live west 

of Route 10 and South of West Center Street, you should have your 

leaves out this week.   

 They’ll be in Section 4 next week, November 19
th
, which is east of 

Route 10 and South of Berlin Street. 

 If you’re in Section I and don’t have your leaves picked up, yet, 

they are still doing it.  They left a crew behind.  Everything is 

still on schedule with the leaf program. 

 Dr. Natelli commented that he had a chance to stop by the drive 

in theater for their Halloween party. Councilwoman Miceli, Mr. Riccio, 

Mr. Fasulo, Mr. LaPorte, Mr. Newman and anybody else involved, what a 

great job you did.  A huge event and it showed how the parks can be 

used all day and into the evening. 

 Secondly, I had an opportunity to go to the opening of the turf 

field.  For the town it was a huge thing.  Field hockey opened the 

event at 3:15 and then at night there was a nighttime soccer game.  It 

was the last game played for each team which they both won.  It showed 

the versatility of the field.   

 In addition, there were soccer games played this weekend for 

youth.  Next weekend, midget football will be playing there. It is a 

community field. 

 Dr.Urillo reported on October 25
th
 I attended the Elks Public 

Safety Night.  It is a yearly event that the Elks 1669 puts on to 

honor individuals in town:  one from the fire department, one from the 

police department and one state policeman who lives in Southington. 

 This year, the honorees were: 

 - Keith Egan from the Southington Police Department 

 - Lt. James Paul from the Southington Fire Department 

 - Detective Daniel Crowley from the Connecticut State Police. 

 On behalf of the Council and the Town, I presented each with a 

plaque honoring them and proclaiming each of them their individual 

day. 
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 If you have a chance to read the biographies in the program, 

they’re very special people and we should feel proud of our first 

responders.  We should also feel that they have great families who 

support them.  Thank you.  A great event. 

 The other thing is the good response by our highway department 

during the two storms.  There was a town truck going around and making 

sure that everything was okay.  That made me feel really good.  

Brandon --- a shout out to you and thank you. 

 The EOC was opened and we received updates as to everything that 

was going on.  Although we dodged a huge bullet in Southington and the 

surrounding communities, I think our staff and all agencies in town 

did a fantastic job keeping its citizens safe.   Thank you. 

 Ms. Lounsbury congratulated the fire department on their new 

truck.  If you stop by, I think it’s worth a look.  This was where the 

actual firefighters drew up the specs with what they knew they needed 

because their feet are on the street all the time. It’s to our credit 

as a Council and government in town for using our people to give us 

the real input for what they need.  Stop by and see the truck. 

IV. REPORT OF SPECIAL COMMITTEES 

 A. TURF OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE 

 Michael DeFeo, 159 Southborough Road.  Chairman of the turf 

committee.  Passed around a hard copy of his presentation which he 

went over.  (Attachment 1) 

 The synthetic turf field and track has been completed at the high 

school.  Very positive buzz around town.  Exciting.   

 (Went over the hand out.) 

 Mr. DeFeo advised there is an opportunity to put security cameras 

on the scoreboard up on the press box.  We do have one that faces from 

the tower to the school.  We spent a lot of money on the field and it 

would be nice to have a scanner on the press box.   

 Our first meeting is Thursday here at 5:00 pm and we’ll discuss 

it then. 

 Mr. Martocchio noted that Mr. DeFeo has been hesitant to take any 

credit for the work he’s done. The entire town owes you a debt of 

gratitude. You have done an absolutely extraordinary job.  If nothing 

else, we would be remiss as a Council if we didn’t tell you it’s not 

gone unnoticed.  Many people were involved and worked hard; you’ve 

been the spearhead from the get-go.  Extraordinary job. 
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B. MIDDLE SCHOOL BUILDING COMMITTEE UPDATE 

 Mr. Palmieri summarized the events to date.  We were surprised 

with some unexpected news about the amount of remediation needed for 

the pcbs in the buildings.  It was brought to our attention by the 

architects and the construction managing firm. We understood we had to 

deal with this and the level of cost associated it with was really 

surprising and the amount needed for remediation. 

 As a result, a value engineering subcommittee was formed where we 

took a look at suggestions of cost saving measures for the project.  

The entire time the suggestions were done with an intent to not impede 

the ed specs and the integrity of the project.  There were two items 

that are affecting the ed specs which will have to go to the BOE for 

approval and they are the tennis courts in the plans and a climbing 

wall at both schools.   All PE teachers from both schools, principals, 

and the Athletics Director are aware, so all communication has been 

done.  The BOE will have to approve it as it is a change in the ed 

specs.  All other changes where to reduce the scope of the project 

without impeding any of the educational plans, any learning spaces, 

without affecting the teaming pod structures we established.  We tried 

to keep the integrity of the project there but try to make a dent on 

some of the unforeseen costs with the environmental remediation. 

 Last week, unfortunately, and I will stress again my discontent 

with our architectural firm who, in addition to these value 

engineering suggestions, shared with us their cost overruns of 

approximately 10 percent. It was unbeknownst to us when we started our 

value engineering suggestions that we would have to also deal with 

cost overruns from our hired professionals for the project. 

 Since then we’ve moved forward.  We do have some figures.  We 

tried to get figures for the worst case scenario as far as the pcb 

removal.  There is an issue that we’re working on ---whether or not we 

have to remove the exterior walls due to a vapor barrier issue.  

There’s pcbs trapped between the brick and the cinderblock.  There is 

a 4-inch barrier roughly between the two.  We know that it is 100 

percent safe.  We don’t plan on touching any of those walls; however, 

we may be required to still remove this vapor barrier that has pcbs in 

it. 

 If we are required to remove the barrier with the pcbs in it, 

that will be an additional cost to the town of $14,212.80.   

 We are trying to negotiate not removing those because it is 

encapsulated and there is no safety risk, no hazard whatsoever.  If we 

can keep the exterior walls intact, we’re still looking at $6,442,080.  

These are worst case scenario figures for the pcb removals. 

 Today at the meeting, we did take action on approving the value 

engineering suggestions from the subcommittee.  We’re doing this 

because we are in a very tight timeline for the project.  In order to 
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start construction to avoid further escalation in cost this summer we 

need to get approval and that needs to be done by January to get the 

approval to start work in June.   

 Unfortunately, at this point, even with our value engineering 

suggestions, we are still over budget at this point.  If we do not 

have to remove the exterior walls, we are over budget by $4,380,594.  

If we do have to remove the exterior walls, we will be over budget by 

$12,150,594. 

 We are actively trying to pursue other ways to help us with these 

environmental issues.  I shared with the building committee today that 

I have personally spoken to Congressman Larson for the EPA we are 

talking about federal regulations and about offering the town some 

assistance with that.  We’ll be following up with Congressman Larson 

and our US Senators to see what they can do to combat some of the 

costs that are going to be associated with the project. 

 In addition to that, I spoke personally to Commissioner McCleary 

who is the DEEP Deputy Commissioner for the State of Connecticut and I 

actually have a follow-up meeting with him the first week of December.  

That is the day after he has a meeting regarding pcbs in schools.  

We’re hoping to get some information from that meeting to help with us 

with our Southington project. 

 I want everyone to be aware of what is going on with the project 

for the middle schools.  We are trying to stay on top of all the 

issues and be proactive with any cost saving measures we can to reduce 

the cost of the project. 

 There was some discussion of whether this might have to go back 

to referendum again as we are going over the cost.  That is a 

possibility.   

 One other thing is we are trying to set up a meeting with Kim 

Tisa who is the Region 1 Coordinator for pcbs.  Her office is in 

Boston but she does come to Hartford and we’re trying to get a meeting 

with her to talk and share our concerns and eliminate the need to 

remove the exterior walls which will significantly give us some 

savings. 

 The Chair said he would like to see all of us take a parallel 

path here and work together to help push this along with the EPA and 

DEEP as well as thinking out of the box if there are any other 

potential options or suggestions.  See if there are other ways to save 

money but still have what is needed for the schools and the students.  

Safety is a top priority. 

 Mr. Palmieri praised the work of the entire building committee.  

We are all working well together for the same goal.  The town staff 

has been phenomenal.  My disappointment is with again Fletcher 
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Thompson our architectural firm.  Very disappointed in the lack of 

communication, lack of information, lack of transparency from them.   

 Today we were told of an additional $1.9 million for a firewall.  

It’s not new to code and we have no choice but to do it.  It just got 

missed by our architects that are designing schools all over the 

state. 

 Ms. Lounsbury was worried about the significant overruns and we 

haven’t even started the project.  There will be more.  In there is 

anything in the contract about a window they can go over?  What’re our 

options with this firm? 

 

 Attorney Sciota said there is a large contingency on the project 

but not enough to do the pcbs, obviously.  Until it goes through the 

bidding process, we don’t know the costs.  All these contracts are 

based upon construction costs.  The estimate part is the frustrating 

part we’re going through right now.  Something was missed in the 

estimating.  The square footage of the building was another big 

number.  They used the wrong square footage.  He explained we were 

operating off of improper numbers to begin with. 

 

 If all this was known six weeks ago at schematic design, we would 

have had a six week jump on it. But now it’s six weeks later. It was 

the missed items. 

 

 Discussion whether or not the firm can be held accountable.   

 

 On paper we have an overrun.  We’re probably going to have an 

overrun coming at bidding time.  We have a contingency to handle some 

of it, but not enough to handle the $4.3 million. 

 

 Mr. Palmieri noted this is the same firm that did the preliminary 

work prior to the $85 million referendum.  It is beyond disappointing. 

 

 Mr. Palmieri spoke to safety coming first, project will be 

extended to a third year rather than two years of construction.  We 

just found that out today and that is because of the level of 

remediation needed.  The costs I gave you do include the escalation of 

going to the third year.  It’s on the record, crystal clear.  No 

additional overages for the third year.    We need the third year 

because of the level of remediation needed to be done. 

 

 We were told it was $1.7 million for the additional year.  We are 

told and clarified and have it on the record that that is the cost 

including the overage for going to the third year.  The $12 million or 

$4 million in change includes going to the third year for the project. 

 

 Attorney Sciota clarified we won’t know the true numbers until 

April when we go out to bid for this project.  All of this is 

estimates. 
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 Ms.Miceli commented it is a flawed system that we have to do all 

of the studies and hoops to jump through, yet we can still be this far 

off in numbers and it’s difficult to digest. 

 

 Attorney Sciota said the Town has never gone to rereferendum for 

overruns on a project like this.  This would be the first time. 

 

 Mr. Palmieri said he personally held the architectural firm 

responsible for this.  This is information any professional should 

have been able to tell us early on.  To give us that much 

misinformation is unacceptable for this type of work. 

 

 Mr. Palmieri said we are trying to move forward for the 

betterment of the project so we don’t add additional costs. Some of it 

was the square footage and there were other cost escalations, i.e.:  

prevailing wage went up.  It went up July 1
st
 and they notify us in 

November.  It should have been communicated when it occurred and not 

months later.   

 

V. TOWN MANAGER’S REPORT AND COMMUNICATIONS 

 

 A. BIDS – HIGHWAY SURPLUS EQUIPMENT 

 Mr. Brumback explained within the packet, we are recommending you 

accept the high bids for all of the items we went out to bid on 

earlier except the sweeper and the sander which had a preset minimum 

that were not met.  In the event you do accept our recommendation, the 

amount collected would be just short of $17,000.    

 B. REGIONAL PERFORMANCE INCENTIVE PROGRAM RESOLUTION FOR CCRPA  

(Attachment 2) 

 This is a resolution in support of the CCRPA’s submission of four 

proposals on behalf of the region.  There is a no obligation, no cost 

to the town and we can withdraw if we feel it is appropriate. 

 A couple of proposals mean a lot to the Town of Southington. 

 - Aerial imagery and GIS upgrades.  We expect to take full 

advantage of this again as we have in the past. 

 - A regional study for consolidating Dial A Ride and 

Connecticut Transit.  Intermunicipal bussing, special needs and 

technical school bussing study which also could potentially benefit us 

in the area of transporting our special needs kids. 

 - Pequabuck River Flooding Study.  It really doesn’t pertain 

to us but we should support it for the best interest of the region. 

 We are recommending you endorse the regional planning Council’s 

submission of these for grant applications.  
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C. HIGHWAY GARAGE ROOF CHANGE ORDER 

 By way of background, when we submitted this to you for bonding, 

it was an all inclusive worst case scenario for the replacement of the 

highway roof in the amount of approximately $670,000.  You supported 

that and then we began. 

 We issued the bids and they came in much lower than expected.  

However we still had some contingency bids, not the least of which was 

we asked them to bid the replacement of the decking or substructure if 

required.  Even though a couple of the firms said they didn’t think it 

would be required other than a couple of patches. 

 They pulled off the roof and the entire substructure needs to be 

replaced. That is the purpose of this change order.  The original 

request was $670,000.  The bid came in, assuming we had to do nothing 

with the substructure of $285,000.  We in fact do and this is going to 

be approximately $210,000 which still keeps us about %150,000 less 

than what we had originally proposed to you. 

 Mr. Palmieri asked if the company even with this change order 

still would have been the low bidder and Mr. Brumback said the answer 

is yes.  It’s a good company. 

 Mr. Romano advised Southington has had a history of letting their 

assets deteriorate to the point where we get into this position. This 

should have been caught a long time ago.  Going forward, as in doing 

the road paving program, we are going to catch these things prior to 

letting them get to the point of disrepair where we have to replace 

and it becomes considerably more expensive. 

 D. MUNICIPAL CENTER OPEN HOUSE 

 We are inviting you and the public to the open house at the 

municipal center on December 2
nd
 at 1:00 pm.  That is now a completed 

project.  It came out very, very well.  Everyone has moved in and it 

has been operating for well over a month. Most of the punch list items 

are completed.  We hope to see you all there! 

VI. TOWN ATTORNEY’S REPORT 

 A. HURRICANE SANDY REVIEW 

 Attorney Sciota reviewed Hurricane Sandy. The town was spared 

unlike the towns on the shoreline.  We are putting in a request for 

$67,000 to FEMA.  This is a lot of preplanning cost.  I thank all of 

our first responders.  The emergency management staff did an excellent 

job. We lost minimal power, no injuries.  Costs were light. 

 B. BEECHER STREET PROPERTY 

 You received a letter from the BOE.  Officially the Beecher 

Street property has been turned over to the Town.  I coordinated with 
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Mr. Cox at the BOE. They are winterizing the building.  We are going 

to keep the electricity on, the alarm system in place.  The heating 

and cooling and water systems will all be winterized. 

 The Council in the near future will give us guidance as to where 

you want to go with that. 

 Dr. Natelli asked with the significant rainfall last week, how 

did the WPC plant hold up?  Mr. Brumback said very well.  No issues at 

all in Hurricane Sandy or the runoff associated with the winter storm. 

VII. PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS 

 Arthur Cyr, 103 Berlin Avenue, spoke about the middle schools.  

He expounded on the pcb problem indicating as soon as it was 

discovered the schools were air tested to death.  They came back zero.   

 Spoke about the pcb adhesive and the vapor barrier being totally 

encapsulated, thus no danger to employees or students.  It will stay 

that way if the EPA allows that. 

 

 I look at the EPA list and if we can get them to allow us to 

leave the outside of the building encapsulated because there is no 

danger, we still have a $4 million nut to crack because inside the 

school DEEP and EPA are still trying to have the adhesive, which has 

pcbs in it, that is holding the gym and hardwood floor together 

removed. 

 There is zero percent coming out of the floors because we’ve done 

testing.  Explained the floors are coated with varnish.  That’s 

another area we need to say to the DEEP and EPA that anything 

encapsulated we’ll leave.  If we can, we can cut another couple of 

million dollars out of the overrun costs. 

 I’m bummed that we don’t have two US Senators and two 

Representatives from Congress here tonight as I feel we need to call 

in our A Team to deal with EPA in Washington.  I would have felt 

better if our State Reps and Senators were here.  We need to take a 

quick and hard approach on this.   

  

 I don’t think Fletcher Thompson brought their A Team to 

Southington which distresses me.   And, I hope that in years to come 

when somebody from another town calls for a recommendation about 

Fletcher Thompson, they get told they stink.  They cost us lots of 

money.  And, the committee a lot of distress.  No happy campers there. 

 

 I request you do everything and get everybody onboard.  Let’s sic 

Chris Murphy on the EPA.  Give him something to do before he becomes 

the US Senator in January.  A $17 million cost overrun or $4 million 

cost overrun, I’m not happy.  The checkbook is dry. 

 

 Helen Henne, 33 Garden Gate Road.   Read the letter which she 

submitted for the record. (Attachment 3) 
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 Ilio Fusciello, 82 Autran Avenue.  Spoke about his issue 

indicating he wanted to be put on the agenda. 

 

 Mary LaPorta Hupper, 73 Mount Vernon Road.  Spoke about Sewer 

Assessment #35 which affects her.  We do not have any immediate need 

for sewers, but we do recognize the value to our property and we don’t 

disapprove of that.  We really do. 

  

 I am looking for a fair assessment amount.  I continue to ask 

that our property be considered a corner lot and be measured on the 

side that actually has sewer pipes and not the frontage where there is 

no sewer pipes. 

  

 In the meeting of February 25, 2008, I saw the maximum frontage 

was set at 150’.  My first assessment letter on October 4, 2012 stated 

my frontage was 206’.  That is what I was assessed on. 

  

 A week later, after calling about the maximum, I got a second 

assessment letter that said that it was reduced to 150’ and it made it 

look like the town was doing me a favor.  That disappointed me.  I see 

that it was originally set at 150’.  That is what it should have been 

to begin with. 

  

 I am looking for a fair assessment.  I am not against the sewers. 

At some point I might need them.  I don’t at the moment.   

 

 Thank you. 

 

VIII. OLD BUSINESS 

 A. ACTION ON SEWER ASSESSMENT #35  (Attachment 4) 

 The Chair advised this was tabled at the last meeting.  It was 

Marion lateral sewers at 7500 lf of 8” sewer pipe.  The estimates were 

in the $85 to $90 range.  The amount that it came back at was $94.91. 

 We did have several stakeholders come and speak to us at the last 

meeting.  I believe ten individuals were met with by the Town Manager.  

We had recommendations from the town of 19 proposed deferrals.  

Frontage adjustments were made on 12 properties.  Rear lot assessments 

were a total of 12.   

 Mr. Palmieri noted the letter received from Ms. Hupper.  It is 

good news the deferral was agreed upon.  What is the rational with the 

corner lot?   

 Mr. Brumback said he met with Mr. & Mrs. Hupper.  We had a very 

cordial conversation.  She has been nothing but an easy person to talk 

to despite the fact that at the end of the day we disagreed.  She 

lives on a lot that is in fact a curve.  That curve all is on Mt. 

Vernon.  What we did was --- it is not two different roads.  Normally, 
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when you consider a corner, there are two different roads that come to 

an intersection, therefore defining the corner. This is a curve along 

Mt. Vernon Road.  Her entire frontage is along Mt.  Vernon.  What we 

did do is, according to the Sewer Act, came back to a setback of 30’ 

and measured it there.  She is correct the original measurement was 

246 and we dropped it to 206.  It should have been 150 because that 

was the maximum.  

 We have also established 100’ as the minimum lot size. 

 We corrected that.  If we made it seem as though we were doing 

her a favor, that was not the intent.  We should’ve done it right the 

first time. 

 However, at the end of the day, looking at the other ways we’ve 

applied that on what defines a corner, her property wasn’t eligible.  

We disagreed.  I told her she could appeal to you all and that my 

decision is not the final decision but that was how we arrived at this 

point. 

 Mr. Brumback added there were a couple of discussions we had with 

all the property owners: 

 - The discrepancy between a deeded and surveyed front of less 

than 100’ and the smaller version.  The way we applied the less than 

100’ minimum was if they had a deed that was certified that was less, 

we applied the lower.  We have one that’s 96, 88.  The lowest number 

turned out to be 85 that we honored. 

 We determined in doing so we were unfairly treating those with 

the very, very small, driveway only lots, 20’, 24’.  So one of our 

recommendations to you was that instead of the minimum being 100’, we 

would reduce it to 85’ so everybody enjoyed the lowest recognized 

frontage.   

 Chairman dobbins noted the dollar amount the sewer fund would 

have to absorb is $17,083.80.  That’s going from the minimum of 100 to 

85 feet. 

 Ms.Lounsbury made a motion that we assess at $90.00 a linear 

foot.  Including the $17,083.90 for a total of $106,200.  

Mr.Martocchio seconded. 

 Mr.Romano stated this is the last of this chapter of the way we 

are handing the sewers. It has been difficult.  I’m looking forward to 

seeing something good come out of the sewer committee so we don’t get 

into this jam ever again. 

 Motion passed 8 to 0 on a roll call vote. 
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B. ACTION ON BIDS – HIGHWAY SURPLUS EQUIPMENT 

 Mr.Martocchio made a motion to approve what was presented to us 

this evening.  Dr. Natelli seconded.  Motion passed 8 to 0 on a roll 

call vote. 

 C. ACTION ON RPI RESOLUTION FOR CCRPA 

 Mr. Palmieri made a motion to approve as presented.   

 Mr. Romano seconded with the understanding there is no cost to 

the residents of Southington.  Ms. Lounsbury added that should we 

decide to go forward with some of these things that the Council be 

notified of any stipulations in the grants.   

 Mr. Romano made the amended motion with the stipulations.  Mr. 

Palmieri amended his second.  Motion passed 8 to 0 on a roll call 

vote. 

 D. ACTION ON HIGHWAY ROOF CHANGE ORDER 

 Mr.Martocchio made a motion to approve.  Dr. Urillo seconded.  

Motion passed 8 to 0 on a roll call vote. 

IX. NEW BUSINESS 

 A. TAX REFUNDS  (Attachment 5) 

 Ms.Miceli made a motion to accept the tax refunds as listed in 

our paperwork. Mr. Palmieri seconded.  Motion passed unanimously on a 

voice vote. 

X. ADJOURNMENT – Executive Session re:  Real Estate 

 Dr.Natelli made a motion to go into executive session.  Dr. 

Urillo seconded the motion.  The Town Attorney indicated it would 

include the entire Council, the Town Attorney and Town Manager.  

Motion passed unanimously on a voice vote. 

 (Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned to executive session at 

8:10 o’clock, p.m.) 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

______________________________ 

Leslie Cotton         MMC 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION 

 The Southington Town Council entered executive session 

immediately following the Town Council meeting with the following in 

attendance in order to discuss real estate. 

 The following Councilpersons were present, viz: 

 Cheryl Lounsbury     Peter J. Romano, Jr. 

 Louis J. Martocchio   Dawn A. Miceli 

 Albert A. Natelli, Jr.  Christopher J. Palmieri  

 Stephanie A. Urillo   John C. Dobbins, Chair 

 

 Ex-officio members present were as follows, viz: 

 Mark J. Sciota, Deputy Town Manager/Town Attorney 

 Garry Brumback, Town Manager 

   

 Absent:  John N. Barry, Councilman 

 No motions were made or votes taken during executive session. 

 Mr. Palmieri made a motion to adjourn from executive session.  

Mr. Romano seconded.  Motion passed unanimously. 

 (Executive session was adjourned at 8:45 o’clock, p.m.) 

 

REGULAR SESSION 

 

 Dr. Natelli made a motion to adjourn the Town Council meeting 

which was seconded by Mr. Palmieri.  Motion passed unanimously. 

 (Meeting was adjourned at 8:46 o’clock, p.m.) 

 

 

    ___________________________________ 

    Mark J. Sciota     

    Acting Secretary 
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