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(*THE MEETING WAS CALLED TO ORDER AT 10:11 A.M.*) 
 

CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Good morning.  Welcome to the Budget Committee of the Suffolk County Legislature.  Please rise 
and join us for the Pledge led by Legislator Schneiderman.   
 

SALUTATION 
 
To the Clerk, do we have any cards for the public portion this morning?   
 
MS. LOMORIELLO: 
No.   
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
The answer is no.  Is there anyone here this morning that would like to address the committee?  
For the record, there's no response.  We'll turn to our agenda.  First section on the agenda, Tabled 
Resolutions.  I will call the first.   
 
Resolution 1073, Amending the 2012 Operating Budget to transfer funds from the 
Assessment Stabilization Reserve Fund (Fund 404) and amending the 2012 Capital Budget 
and appropriating funds for the Village of Northport for Wastewater Treatment Collection 
System Improvements (CP 8193). (Spencer)   
 
This is Capital Project 8193.  It's my understanding that this resolution, if not moved from 
committee today, will time-out.  And I would like to offer a motion to discharge the resolution 
without recommendation to get it on the floor pending the meeting of what, I believe, we're calling 
the Sewer Infrastructure Committee.  Once that committee makes a recommendation, we will be in 
a position to then consider the merits of the bill.  So with that, again, I offer a motion to discharge 
without recommendation, second by our Deputy Presiding Officer, Legislator Horsley.  On the 
motion, anyone?  All in favor?  Opposed?  Abstentions?  Motion carries.  DISCHARGED 
WITHOUT RECOMMENDATION (VOTE: 5-0-0-0).   
 
Resolution 1121, Amending the 2012 Operating Budget to provide funding for the Medford 
Chamber of Commerce. (Calarco)   
 
At the request of the sponsor, I'll offer a motion to table.  Is there a second?   
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Second. 
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Second by Legislator Schneiderman.  All in favor?  Opposed?  Abstentions?  Motion carries, 
TABLED (VOTE: 5-0-0-0).   
 
1394, Amending the 2012 Operating Budget to support the Fishers Island Senior Hotline 
(AHT1).  (Romaine)    
 
I'll offer a motion to table.  Is there a second?   
 
LEG. NOWICK: 
Second. 
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CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Seconded by Legislator Nowick.  All in favor?  Opposed?  Abstentions?  Motion carries.  TABLED 
(VOTE: 5-0-0-0).   
 
1443, Amending the 2012 Operating Budget to support the Islip Arts Council.  (Barraga)   
 
I'll offer a motion to table.  Any second?   
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Second. 
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Seconded by Legislator Schneiderman.  All in favor?  Opposed?  Abstentions?  Motion carries.  
TABLED (VOTE: 5-0-0-0).   
 
1529, Amending the 2012 Operating Budget to maintain the Women, Infant and Children 
(WIC) Program. (Kennedy)   
 
I'm going to offer motion to table this bill subject to call.  I think we had discussed it at the last 
committee meeting.  Most of the positions have been restored.   
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
I believe you are right.  Mr. Zwirn, did you want to comment on this, because I think most of these 
positions have?   
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Before we do that, for discussion purposes, is there a second on the motion. 
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Second. 
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Seconded by Legislator Schneiderman.  Thank you.  Mr. Zwirn, good morning.   
 
MR. ZWIRN: 
Good morning, Mr. Chairman.  Yes, the six out of the seven positions were restored, as most of the 
bills coming forward.  They were done administratively.  I think table subject to call is really the 
appropriate to get them off the agenda, because they have been addressed.  
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
If there are no other questions, I'll call the vote.  All in favor?  Opposed?  Abstentions?  Motion 
carries.  TABLED SUBJECT TO CALL (VOTE: 5-0-0-0).   
 
1530, Amending the 2012 Operating Budget to restore training programs and classes at 
the Suffolk County Fire Academy. (Muratore)   
 
Joining us this morning, Mr. Melito, would you like to come up and give us brief a update on this 
situation.  State your name and title for the record.   
 
MR. MELITO: 
Tom Melito, Deputy County Executive, Performance Management.  I'll just make a few comments on 
this issue.  As you know, amidst budget cuts, County Executive Bellone had asked Performance 
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Management to take a look at this situation with regard to the training classes at the Fire Academy.   
 
Obviously, as part of what we do in Performance Management, we're looking for operational 
efficiencies and ways to streamline efforts so that we can provide more efficacious services.  So we 
met with FRES, we met with the Fire Academy.  And upon evaluation, we figured out, with their 
help, that they could restore 57 of 95 classes that were cut by the old funding level.  Only 57 of the 
95, because the field is not usable during some of the winter months.  So according to the Fire 
Academy, this restoration would cost $34,000.  And this either has been or is in the process of 
being restored so that we can do that.   
 
Just as an aside, a review of the recent State and County funding levels and relative to training 
levels over the last several years, has shown that cuts -- you know, while funding levels in general 
have been decreasing, the cuts have not reduced overall into the classes.  Attendance has actually 
increased in the classes over that same period of time, and this makes sense, because training has 
been provided more in a concerted concentrated way.  Instead of having classes at every different 
firehouse, they've been consolidating some of that, and more people have been able to attend in 
various places.   
 
We also continue to meet and are continuing to meet with additional stakeholders, including FRES, 
members of the Public Safety Committee, Chairman Kate Browning and Kara Hahn, the VEEB Board, 
Don Rodgers, Commissioner of Technology.  And it's our intention to continue to work with both of 
these groups to continue to provide the levels of the services that we need.   
 
As a result of these efforts, the VEEB Board has voluntarily agreed to give up the rest of the year 
stipend that they're entitled to for making the meetings, and that frees up an additional $14,400.  
That is going to contribute to payment for an additional Firefighter I Class.   
 
Now, finally, we have met with them recently with members of all the VEEB Board and Don Rodgers 
and FRES and the Fire Academy administrators, and we're working on developing a better or more 
close relationship with the County's Technology Department, which has not happened in the past 
and VEEB.  And this is to try to figure out ways that we can provide classes on an online basis so 
that more people can interact with the classes without actually having to physically go there and 
without professors -- I'm sorry -- instructors having to go to the various places. 
 
So we've identified two areas; Firefighter I and the HAZMAT refresher class, which are great 
examples of classes that can be put online.  So we are actually working on doing that as we speak.  
We're looking at platforms -- Don Rodgers is very close to being able to provide the Firefighter I 
Class.  So, you know, we're going to continue this type of relationship and see how much more we 
can leverage those technology resources to do that.   
 
So that's where it is.  The training classes have been restored.  We'll know by the end of the year 
the total numbers of people that are receiving training.  As I said, in reviewing all of the data over 
the last several years, even though funding has been going down both at the State level and to 
some degree the County level, the numbers of people being trained has actually increased.   
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Right.  The training -- for this year, the training has been restored, is what you are saying. 
 
MR. MELITO: 
Yes.  
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
And I really appreciate your comments with respect to finding the efficiencies and the savings and 
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the revenue streams looking ahead prospectively into next year.  I think that's the right way to 
think about this.  This bill was submitted by Legislator Muratore.  Legislator, do you have any 
comments you would like to add.   
 
LEG. MURATORE: 
No.  I thank the County Executive and the crew over there doing the hard work and making all 
these budget changes and finding funding for the training.  Coming from where I came from, I know 
training is very important.  I do have one question.  You said the training has increased.  
Increased from what to where?   
 
MR. MELITO: 
You know, what?  I have the document with the actual numbers for the last five years, and its on 
my desk, so I don't have the exact.  But the numbers of people actually being trained -- I guess the 
better way to say it, the actual number of people attending training has actually increased over the 
four or five year period.   
 
LEG. MURATORE: 
We have no base.  If we go back five years, we may have trained 50, and last year we trained 20, 
and now we're training 40.  So where are we going from?   
 
MR. MELITO: 
Each year was actually an increase in the number of training.  
 
LEG. MURATORE: 
It has gone up over the years?  Okay.  Good.   
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Tom, do me a favor.  Just use the microphone, if you would.  Thank you Legislator Muratore.  
Legislator Schneiderman had a question.  
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
We are very proud throughout the County of our volunteer firemen.  We understand that amount of 
hours that they spend training.  You know, on the East End where I represent, you know, I 
sometimes get -- maybe complaints isn't the right word, but the frustration when they have to go to 
Hauppauge for training for certain things.  When you say consolidate, I get a little bit concerned.  
Consolidation is usually a good thing economically, but sometimes it means that everything now is in 
Hauppauge, and then my volunteers now have to take even more time out of their lives to drive to 
Hauppauge.   
 
This idea, I've discussed this with Technology too, about doing some like video-type of training 
either in Riverhead or possibly even further east where they could get their hours of training much 
closer, whether it be -- the internet is another possibility, as you said too.  I think that's good.  I 
just want to just clarify with you, though, when you talked about consolidating these training classes 
that you are making them still available out of Riverhead or somewhere on the East End.   
 
MR. MELITO: 
Yes.  The answer is yes.  Actually, you know, the VEEB Board and FRES are working together, you 
know, to identify what makes the most sense within the context of the overall system.  And the goal 
is to provide as much training for as many people as possible.  
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Hopefully in close proximity to those people. 
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MR. MELITO: 
Yeah.  I could ask John Jordan is here, who is the acting Deputy.  You want to add to that?   
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Sir, good morning and welcome.  Just, please, state your name and title for the record.   
 
MR. JORDAN: 
John Jordan, Acting Deputy Commissioner of FRES.    
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Thank you.  Please go ahead. 
 
MR. JORDAN: 
But concentrating the training, what they're doing is, to cut down instructor hours, things like that, 
what they are doing is they're getting the townships, like, for you guys in East Hampton or in 
Southold, what they would do is organize through the local departments to host classes at one 
location, and it's still open to all the other departments.   
 
So you, let's say, the East Hampton Fire Department wanted Class A and Mattituck Fire Department 
wanted -- they can work together -- or Sag Harbor Fire Department, they could work together.  
They open up the classes, instead of one fire department attending, ten fire departments could 
attend.  So regionally, it's easier because they're sending one or two instructors to cover all those 
departments as opposed to covering each individual firehouse.   
 
Now, as far as coming west for training, you mentioned Hauppauge, Riverhead locations.  Hands-on 
training is a different scenario, because we only have one Fire Academy.  So for the live-burn 
training, stuff like that, they still really have to come west to Yaphank for that training.  There's 
really no other way around it.  Now, a lot of townships have their own training facilities, things like 
that.  But for hands-on training, yes, they still have to come west.  
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
East Hampton has a training facility.  I think it's open to Southampton, I believe, too, they do some 
training.  Bridgehampton Fire Department goes there.  All right.  Thank you.   
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Thank you, Legislator Schneiderman.  The training, then, for this year has been restored and 
addressed.  So I'm going to offer a motion to table this bill subject to call. 
 
LEG. MURATORE: 
Second.   
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Seconded by Legislator Muratore.  I appreciate that.  I'll call the vote.  All in favor?  Opposed?  
Abstentions?  Motion carries, TABLED SUBJECT TO CALL (VOTE: 5-0-0-0).   
 
1585, Amending the 2012 Operating Budget to reduce firearms laboratory backlog. 
(Kennedy)   
 
Again, I believe we had discussed this previously.  These positions had been restored 
administratively.  So I'm going to offer a motion to table subject to call.  
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Confirmation from Mr. Zwirn.  
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MR. ZWIRN: 
Correct.  
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Is there a second on the motion?   
 
LEG. MURATORE: 
Second. 
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Seconded by Legislator Muratore.  All in favor?  Opposed?  Abstentions?  Motion carries.  
TABLED SUBJECT TO CALL (VOTE: 5-0-0-0).  
 
MR. ZWIRN: 
If I might, Mr. Chairman, just interject.  I want to thank the Legislature.  A lot of reasons this was 
done administratively was because some of the legislation was proposed and brought to attention 
some of the issues.  So I mean, even though they are being tabled subject to call, I mean, there 
has to be credit given at the legislative side that pointed out some of the failings that had to be 
corrected.  You've done that, and we appreciate it.  
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Thank you, Mr. Zwirn.  We appreciate those comments.  I agree with you, it's good to work 
together on these things. 
 
1587, Amending the 2012 Operating Budget to preserve Suffolk County's ability to 
investigate and control pollution.  (Romaine)    
 
The discussion here was more about, I believe, New York State taking over most of this function.  
Again, I'm going to offer a motion to table this bill subject to call.  
 
LEG. MURATORE: 
Second. 
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Second by Legislator Muratore.  On the motion, Legislator Schneiderman.   
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Ben, can we get an update on this, because I'm concerned of this lingering too long?  At some 
point, we need an answer as to whether the State is going to take this on or not and what our plan 
is to monitor these plans. 
 
MR. ZWIRN: 
I think the Health Department is working with the State to take the responsibility back, to give it 
back to the State where it was originally.  I think it's something we're going to have to monitor, 
both the administration and the Legislature to keep an eye on it to make sure that the State, with 
their cuts, can maintain the responsibilities that they have.  You know, maybe you want to table this 
bill, maybe not subject to call, just table it so it keeps it before -- keeps it on the agenda so it's a 
question that the Legislature can ask at every meeting.  I'll get an answer for you, an update, 
before the next committee meeting, which is going to be in a short turnaround.  But as I said, 
maybe this one is just better to table so it stays on the front burner.  
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CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
That's fine.  I do agree, so I'll withdraw the motion to table subject to call, and I'll change that to a 
motion to table, seconded by Legislator Muratore.  All in favor?  Opposed?  Abstentions?   
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Opposed.    
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
One in opposition, Legislator Schneiderman.  Motion carries.  TABLED (VOTE: 4-1-0-0; 
Opposed - Legis. Schneiderman)    
 
1588, Amending the 2012 Operating Budget to restore certain County positions.  
(Romaine)    
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
I believe, Mr. Zwirn, some of these positions had been, again, restored administratively.  I'm going 
to, again, offer a motion to table subject to call.  Is there a second on the motion?  
 
LEG. MURATORE: 
Second. 
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Second by Legislator Muratore.  All in favor?  Opposed?  Abstentions?  Motion carries.  TABLED 
SUBJECT TO CALL (VOTE: 5-0-0-0).  
 
1590, Amending the 2012 Operating Budget and restoring one heavy equipment operator 
position in the Department of Public Works.  (Muratore)    
 
LEG. MURATORE: 
I'd like to withdraw this and the next two.  Do you want to do it each time?  I just withdraw this if 
the Clerk could make note of that.  
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Yeah, we'll do it as we go through it.  All right.  Thank you.  So the sponsor is requesting that the 
Clerk withdraw the bill.  For the record, Resolutions 1590-2012, 1591, Amending the 2012 
Operating Budget and restoring one Senior Neighborhood Aide position in the Office for 
the Aging.  (Muratore)  1592, Amending the 2012 Operating Budget to restore the 
positions, salaries and benefits for the Department of Social Services Security Guards.  
(Muratore) have been withdrawn by the sponsor.  Thank you, Legislator Muratore.   
 
1594, Amending the 2012 Operating Budget to fully collect and account for revenue 
received by the Suffolk County Department of Health Services.  (Kennedy)   
 
Once again, I'm going to offer a motion to table subject to call. 
 
D.P.O. HORSLEY: 
Second. 
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Seconded by Legislator Horsley.  All in favor?  Opposed?  Abstentions?  Motion carries.  TABLED 
SUBJECT TO CALL (VOTE: 5-0-0-0).   
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1595, Amending the 2012 Operating Budget and restoring certain positions in the 
Department of Public Works.  (Kennedy)    
 
I'll offer a motion to table subject to call.  Is there a second? 
 
LEG. MURATORE: 
Second. 
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Seconded by Legislator Muratore.  All in favor?  Opposed?  Abstentions?  Motion carries.  
TABLED SUBJECT TO CALL (VOTE: 5-0-0-0).   
 
1611, Amending the 2012 Operating Budget to purchase Emergency Integrated Lifesaving 
Lanyard (EMILY) units.  (Romaine)    
 
I'll offer motion to table.  Any second?   
 
D.P.O. HORSLEY: 
Second. 
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Seconded by Legislator Horsley.  On the motion, Legislator Schneiderman.   
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Ben, it seems like a good idea on its face.  So what are the problems with this?   
 
MR. ZWIRN: 
Well, it's only being used -- we've taken a look at this, and it's only being used in the State of 
California.  They're trying to make upgrades.  It's like a torpedo that can be remotely controlled to 
try to go out to swimmers who are in distress.  Apparently, there are no loops on it for them to 
hang on to.  I think one of them went out to sea and sunk a cruise ship, I'm not sure.   
 
You know, you might be better off with what East Hampton now has.  They have -- what do you call 
them?  The jet skis.  For the cost, you might be better off having jet skis where you have 
somebody out there who can actually pull somebody in if you need to get them in a hurry.   
 
It's not going to happen this summer anyway.  It's too late to get it out at the beaches.  We tried 
to get a demonstration with the manufacturers.  Look, we've had some drownings this year at Jones 
Beach; they're still searching for a swimmer now.  Nothing replaces the lifeguards that we have who 
do their job.  If there's anything that could help them as a tool for the lifeguards, I think we would 
be looking at it.  If we could get a demonstration, and that's what we hope to see, to see what the 
lifeguards think about it and let them weigh in on it to see if it would be a helpful tool.  I think 
anybody would say let's take a look at it.  But I think we can't get enough information from the 
manufacturer.  It's very new apparently.  It's only being used, as I say, out in California.  We don't 
know what the results --   
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
I've only heard a little bit about it, but I guess it's a laser tag; you know, it points to the swimmer 
who is in trouble with a little light of some kind so you can set your target and you push it, and it 
sends the buoy right out in seconds.  It's a floatation device much like a lifesaving ring.  It sounds 
like a good idea to me.  Is the offset real, Gail?  Is there $22,000 in the automobile line? 
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CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
No. 
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
There is not? 
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Nope. 
 
D.P.O. HORSLEY: 
There's nothing anywhere. 
 
MS. VIZZINI: 
The offset is a little bit of a challenge only in that -- you know, that was the expenditure that is 
being used to mitigate some of the budget shortfall.  We opted by resolution to bond for 
replacement of public safety vehicles.  So, you know, that raises the whole issue of, you know, 
administratively, that money has been moved over to a reserve.  So, you know, I would defer to 
Counsel in terms of, you know, whether the money is there or not, but in light of the magnitude of 
the shortfall, the attempt was to leave it as part of the deficit mitigation reserve.  
 
MR. ZWIRN: 
But I'll even add on, on behalf of the administration, if we thought -- if this works, I mean, if it really 
seems to be a real tool that life guards in Suffolk County can use, I think we could all agree we 
would find the $25,000 to fund it.  I just think we should all see it and let the lifeguards try it and 
work at it.  And as I said, to get it into the system before the end of the summer is unlikely.  But 
we're not opposed to anything that would be a lifesaving tool for people at the beach.  No question 
about, we are -- Suffolk County borders oceans and bays.     
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
It's interesting, because we don't have too many lifeguard beaches, whereas, let's say, the Town of 
East Hampton and the Town of Southampton have an awful lot.  I don't think they're using these, at 
least not to my knowledge.  Obviously, if it's a good tool, we ought to use it.  It's cheap enough.  
Ultimately, if it saves a life, we should be employing the technology.  Has anybody from within -- is 
it our Parks Department that provide the lifeguards?  Have they looked at this?   
 
MR. ZWIRN: 
No.  Through the administration, we have tried to contact the manufacturer.  We've got a 
demonstration tape, but we have asked them for information, and it has not been forthcoming.  
This is very new even for them.  Apparently, there are no loops on the buoy that comes out there, 
the torpedo or the buoy that comes out there.  So you have to have a swimmer who is tired, not in 
that kind of distress, because they have to be able to hang on to this thing until help gets there.  
Without any ropes or anything hanging onto it, you've just got to sort of get the thing under your 
arm and try to -- I mean, generally people are --   
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Sounds better than nothing, I'll tell you.  If you're out there drowning and something that floats 
comes shooting your way, you're grabbing on to it.  You will find a way.  
 
MR. ZWIRN: 
I just think we'd like to see it demonstrated before we go forward, because we don't want to have 
anyone have a false hope out there.   
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CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
And I think that's so vital, because you don't want to come to rely on something that ultimately 
doesn't work or doesn't work as expected.  So I find it a little troubling that you're not getting the 
response from the manufacturer, but we can give that more time.  Legislator Nowick, please go 
ahead.   
 
LEG. NOWICK: 
I agree, I find it very difficult to vote on something, I have no knowledge of how to save, I have no 
knowledge of being a lifeguard.  But I do think the manufacturer is going to come here and tell us 
it's a wonderful product, because they would be very foolish not to.  And if we are going to 
eventually vote on it, maybe it would be a good idea -- and I don't know, do we have a lifeguard 
captain or do we have anybody expert in the County that may understand this better?  The 
manufacturer, I'm not sure I trust.  I certainly know that unless any of you are lifeguards, I'm not 
sure that this is a good device.   
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
I would assume that would come through the Parks Department.   
 
MR. ZWIRN: 
Look, we don't have any -- kudos to Legislator Romaine for finding this particular, you know, option, 
but we don't know what it does.  I think all we're asking for is just a demonstration to see it, have 
the manufacturer come here, go to the beach, let the lifeguards weigh in on it, they may have some 
suggestions on how it could be improved.  And it may be a valuable tool.  I mean, certainly the 
cost is not prohibitive.  
 
LEG. NOWICK: 
And we're not going to do it this year.  But I do think it's worth looking into, because like Legislator 
Schneiderman says, if this flotation device comes to you and you can grab on to it, surely you will.  
But I think that we do need some advice to us from someone that understands water safety and 
saving and not necessarily the manufacturer.   
 
MR. ZWIRN: 
Right.  As I say, the amount of money -- I mean, I don't know how many jet skis you can buy with 
the, but, you know, jet skis are now being used as a tool on the East End beaches.  They get to 
swimmers.  It's a little tricky bringing them in, because I've seen them bringing them in and they 
have to be careful in the swimming area, because people are still there.  But they certainly can get 
out to a swimmer in distress in a hurry.  And they can patrol up and down the beaches at a further 
distance without wearing out lifeguards.  So that might be something that's -- you know, that's 
proven.  You know, that may be something the County wants -- we're not against spending the 
money on anything that's going to save people's lives.  I think everybody agrees with that, but we 
are just not sure that this is the right way to spend it or if it works.  So we'd ask you to table it until 
we get some more information.   
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
All right.  I agree.  To the Clerk, is there a motion pending?   
 
MS. LOMORIELLO: 
Yes, you have a motion to table.  
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Legislator Muratore.   
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LEG. MURATORE: 
The question I have is the validity of the offset.  I mean, I thought that we had rules here that that 
money was not to be used for anything.  Because a couple of my resolutions were victims of that.  
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
I agree with you, Legislator Muratore.  I don't view it as a valid offset at all.  The whole purpose of 
bonding for the automobiles was for the mitigation measure to use the funding in light of the deficit.  
So the Legislator Romaine, actually, it's his bill, he would have to address that as well.  Okay.  Did 
it receive a second?  It did.  I'll call vote to table.  All in favor?  Opposed?  Abstentions?   
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Abstain.   
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
One abstention, Legislator Schneiderman.  Motion carries.  TABLED (VOTE: 4-0-1-0; 
Abstentions - Legis. Schneiderman)    
 

INTRODUCTORY RESOLUTIONS 
 

1660, To readjust, compromise, and grant refunds and charge-backs on real property 
correction of errors by: County Legislature (Control No.  895-2012). (Co. Exec.)  
 
There's a motion to approve and place on the Consent Calendar. 
 
LEG. MURATORE: 
Second. 
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Seconded by Legislator Muratore.  All in favor?  Opposed?  Abstentions?  APPROVED and placed 
on the CONSENT CALENDAR (VOTE: 5-0-0-0).  
 
1661, To readjust, compromise, and grant refunds and charge-backs on real property 
correction of errors by: County Legislature (Control No.  896-2012). (Co. Exec.)   
 
Once again, I'll offer the same motion on the Consent Calendar, same second and without objection, 
same vote.  APPROVED and placed on the  CONSENT CALENDAR (VOTE: 5-0-0-0).  That 
concludes the agenda.  There being no further business before the committee this morning --  
 
LEG. CILMI: 
Mr. Chair, if I may. 
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Yes.  Legislator Cilmi, welcome. 
 
LEG. CILMI: 
Thank you very much.  I appreciate that welcome and look forward to sitting in on future committee 
meetings for the rest of this year.  I wanted to take a moment to offer my appreciation to the 
Presiding Officer's staff for sharing with us all a View's Day Article, a Newsday Editorial, I suppose, 
that was online entitled, Suffolk County Republicans Don't Get a Bye in the Budget Game.   
 
Among other things, the editorial written by a Mr. Bob. Keeler, suggests that the Republican Minority 
hasn't decided whether to participate in the process of helping fix the County's budget problems.  
And quite frankly, I find that statement offensive.  I mean, every time we debate and vote on a 
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budget bill, we are participating in the process.  And certainly, each and everyone of us, from both 
parties, participates in our own way.   
 
So I'm making a commitment to the committee and to the County and to the voters that I will be 
here at the Budget Committee Meeting for the rest of the year, and hopefully, we can discuss in a 
substantive way some of the significant budget issues that are facing the County on an ongoing 
basis.  I don't think it's wise to wait until the last minute, to wait until the budget has been 
presented.  I think we should do it out in the open, I think we should do it continually.  I mean, 
there are some significant ideas that deserve public discourse that should be vetted here in this 
committee as you are dealing with budget issues throughout the year.   
 
I think we should start, with due respect, with a discussion of where our budget deficit is.  It's my 
understanding that our Budget Review Office has been looking at the numbers closely, reevaluating 
their initial projections and the projections of the task force that County Executive Bellone 
established and the new projections that apparently came out, which showed the deficit as being 
some $260 million less than what was previously reported.  So I'm wondering -- and if the Chair will 
defer, I'm wondering if the Budget Review can share with us if they have done any of that analysis, 
and if not, when we would expect to get some of that analysis.  
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Legislator Cilmi, first of all, welcome.  And I appreciate your participation in the committee.  You 
are always welcome here as are all other Legislators, of course.  I look forward to you participating 
to the extent that you choose to do so with the committee.  We have been, as a committee, 
intensely focused on the budget and the budget deficit and the budgetary problems that the County 
is facing for the entire year, at least during my tenure as Chair and I know with my predecessor as 
well.   
 
We have had extensive discussions with the Budget Review Office.  They have been here in this 
forum.  We've discussed many bills submitted by various Legislators to make adjustments to our 
budget.  So I welcome your participation, but I can assure you, we have been deeply focused and 
intensely focused on this issue for the entire year.  
 
LEG. CILMI: 
Not to say you haven't, Mr. Chair.  
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Okay.  The other issue or what you raised, I appreciate, as far as Budget Review Office giving us a 
revised or perhaps an updated look at our budget and our budget model and our budget picture 
right now, whether or not we have a deficit, what is the deficit, what's driving it, why is it being 
adjusted, I agree with you, we do need that update, I just don't know that the Budget Review Office 
is prepared to make that presentation today.   
 
I had been in discussion with the office about a week ago, and I know I was told that it will take a 
few more weeks.  But I'll let the Budget Office speak for itself.  What I would like to do is of you're 
not prepared to go forward today, we can certainly put it on the agenda for the next meeting, which 
we had planned to do anyway and get ourselves an update with respect to the budget and the status 
of the budget.   
 
MS. VIZZINI: 
We certainly are not prepared to present anything today.  We are doing our normal due diligence, a 
similar methodology that we use to construct our original $400,000 number.  We can fast forward 
and have something for the next committee meeting.  
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CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Okay.  I appreciate that.  Legislator Cilmi, just go ahead quickly, please.   
 
LEG. CILMI: 
Thank you, and if you would, Ms. Vizzini, Newsday was kind to publish sort of a list of some of the 
variances, I guess you can say, between the 530 or 560 or $406 million budget deficit that existed 
in, let's see, this was from Tuesday, July 24th issue, and I'd be happy to provide you a copy of this.  
But it lists several reasons for the change in budget deficit projections; improving the economy, 
personnel changes, other savings/revenue.  I'll share this with you.  If I could ask you to, in the 
course of your presentation to us, if you specifically address each one of these itemized 
improvements to talk to us about whether or not you feel they're accurate.   
 
MS. VIZZINI: 
Sure.  Well, within the two weeks, we're going to focus on coming up with the magnitude of the 
continuing problem.  Secondly, I don't recall whether I provided that information to Mr. LaRocco or 
not.  But I think it is somewhat of a repetition of what the initial differences were.   
 
The shortfall is a series of assumptions and specific actuals as pertains to where we are in the 
revenue picture and where we are in the expenditure picture.  But we're in August.  The more time 
we have, the closer you are to the pin in terms of these models. 
 
So we will prioritize on the magnitude of the problem, then we will address, more than likely, many 
of the those things, such as the Blue Ribbon Commission's assumptions in regards to the economy, 
specifically sales tax, specifically layoffs and overtime and things like that we did not agree with 
from the beginning, they were not incorporated in our model.  So the extent to which there's any 
difference from those original assumptions, we will be glad to share that.  
 
LEG. CILMI: 
Right.  Well, this article goes specifically to those issues.  And, you know, we're making decisions 
here, we're voting on bills that are affecting people's lives, as you know.  I know each of us is very 
in tune to that and very cognizant of the fact that this is happening.  We've laid off more than 200 
people, they're going to the unemployment line, some of them may have to go on public assistance, 
which not only affects their lives and their family's lives, but our bottom line as well.   
 
And, you know, we're cutting back on services, we saw the reduction of child care services take 
place.  And now, apparently, yesterday a judge ruled that we couldn't do that.  So to the extent 
that we are affecting people's lives, I think it's important that we have a much clearer idea of where 
our deficit is and that we have some -- we restore some confidence in those numbers, because when 
we jump from, you know, the  understanding of a balanced budget to a $406 million deficit to a 
$560 million deficit and now down to a $300 million deficit, you can see how some of us might feel 
uncomfortable being confident in those decisions that we make based on those numbers.  So, again, 
Mr. Chairman, I'll finish there.  Thank you very much for the deference.  And thank you very much, 
I look forward to the report of the Budget Review Office at our next meeting.   
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Legislator Cilmi.  Thank you, again, also.  That is exactly the direction that we have been going, I 
can assure you.  And, again, we're just waiting for our Budget Office to finish up their analysis and 
make the presentation.  So I look forward to seeing you at the next committee meeting as well.  
Legislator Schneiderman, did you have a comment?   
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Yes.  I look forward to BRO's presentation at the next committee meeting.  Though I typically ask a 
question regarding sales tax to Robert at these meetings, and particularly in light of, certainly on the 
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East End, we're seeing what looks like a terrific season, you know, sales tax is the biggest single 
source of revenue for the County, 1.1 billion, 1.2 billion, depending on the year.  If we project, let's 
say a 1% growth versus a 5% growth, that 4% over a two-year period compounding could be close 
to $100 million.  So it's very important to me that we track sales tax and project sales tax as best 
we can.  Robert, do you have any information, any good news on the sales tax front?   
 
MR. LIPP: 
Okay.  Well, the facts are the following:  Year-to-date, our growth is 4.73%.  In order to meet 
what's in the budget, because 2012 was short, we would need 4.61%.  So we're little ahead of 
schedule.  That's the good news.  The more sober news is that the growth rate in the first quarter 
was over 6.3%, second quarter, 3.5%, coming down some.  That's not unexpected, but, you know, 
we have a reduction in the growth rate.  And the economic news, at least nationally, these days is 
less optimistic than it was even a few weeks ago.   
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Robert, what quarter do we typically see the tourism component, which I know is a big sector of our 
economy?   
 
MR. LIPP: 
The data that we have now is through --  
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
It's basically the third quarter, isn't it? 
 
MR. LIPP: 
Well, it's actually, for vendor sales, it's through half of May, I'll say -- I'm sorry, half of June.   
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
No, but in terms of the big sales tax money that comes out of the tourism industry is mostly June, 
July, August, September.  
 
MR. LIPP: 
Right.  That will be the next quarter.   
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
The next quarter.  
 
MR. LIPP: 
Yes.  So there's a lag between the vendor sales and the monies that we get in.  
 
LEG. SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Okay. 
 
LEG. NOWICK: 
What was the first quarter, did you say?   
 
MR. LIPP: 
The first quarter grew by 6.3%; second quarter, 3.54%.  So year-to-date, we're 4.73%, which is a 
little bit ahead of what we need to hit the budget.  Obviously, with the budget difficulties we have, a 
surplus would be better than a deficit, but, you know, the news these days is not so great.  So we 
would need to -- the economy would need to improve a little from the second quarter in order to 
maintain being on budget.  So that's a bit problematic.   
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CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Legislator Kennedy.   
 
LEG. KENNEDY: 
Thank you, Mr. Chair.  Similar to my colleagues, I know the importance of the work this committee 
does.  So I attempt to make an effort to be here as well.   
 
You know, Legislator Cilmi brings up a couple of good points as far as where things go with the 
budget.  And it occurs to me that this budget has been something that we have wrestled with 
actually since September of last year.  This budget was never put to bed.  We were presented with 
a 2012 Budget that was fundamentally out of balance when submitted.  The group that convened 
last September worked to make efforts to put it back into place.  We anticipated a new County 
Executive who came on board.  He is here now.  He has made some choices, some that seem to 
have been prudent, others I would question.   
 
I think the message is that no Legislature gets a bye in this process, quite frankly.  I can say that, 
you know, in the Republican Caucus side, no Legislator will get a bye.  This also presumes though 
that the working group is going to be the methodology for the 2013 Budget.   
 
As the Chair knows well, in the past groups of as few as five Legislators have been able to put 
forward alternative budgets.  And the more that I look at what we are seeing, the more I am 
inclined to perhaps move in that direction.  I have asked Budget Review, and I'll ask through the 
chair, Mr. Chair, I want to see what the effect of not only the layoff but the voluntary AME 
separation is on payroll at this point.  There are 400 fewer County employees today than there were 
in May.  Quite frankly, this administration has caught a tailwind like nobody could have anticipated.  
Yet, today we still don't have what that reduction in payroll equates to.   
 
I'm hoping that the work that BRO does in this next two weeks includes that.  I've asked for it.  
I've also asked our Comptroller to provide that as well.  And quite frankly, I'll be bringing a bill 
forward that abolishes all of those voluntary separated positions, because there have been 130 new 
employees that have come on since January 1st.  So I think we are in a time where it is critical that 
we get a true mark of where we are in order to go ahead and go forward to propose for 2013.  
Thank you, Mr. Chair, I appreciate the opportunity to make those requests again.   
 
CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Thank you, Legislator Kennedy.  Again, to the Budget Review Office, I think it's -- I agree with 
Legislator Kennedy, it's vitally important that part of the budget discussions that we have is where 
have we been with employees, where are we at now, what's happened, and what's been the impact 
on our budget, the net impact of that.  So, Legislator Kennedy, I thank you for bringing that up.  
And I would hope that Budget Review, Gail, if that's within your means to do so, could also address 
that as well.   
 
MS. VIZZINI: 
We are waiting for the early August payroll, because that will be the payroll that more accurately 
reflects now that the dust has settled, because you have your layoffs effective July 1st, you have 
some degree of restorations effective on or about that date.  And more importantly, you have an 
early retirement incentive that was initially early July and then extended to the end of July.   
 
So we made the determination internally that we would be spinning our wheels to try to keep up 
with any of the July payrolls that are still in transition.  So since the data is going to be used -- and 
Robert is working with Benny and other members of our staff -- we need to know once the dust has 
settled, the payroll system will reflect who is on board, it will be more accurate.  So that's the only 
reason we don't have information as yet.  We're waiting until it's more reliable.   
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CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
Thank you.  Legislator Horsley, please go ahead.   
 
D.P.O. HORSLEY: 
Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  I wanted to just comment on Legislator Cilmi's and Kennedy's 
remarks there.  First of all, to the Keeler commentary, I agree totally with you guys that you have 
been very much involved with the first couple of months of budgetary issues.  And you've done a 
great job in bringing forth an opinion that has moved the entire County through the workings of this 
Legislature.  So I think that you're a benefit to the budgetary process and have been over this 
crisis.   
 
I just wanted to reflect a little bit about -- let me go first to Legislator Cilmi's comments about that 
this committee should be the driving force behind the working group.  And I think that's a great 
idea, that this committee should be the public face on the budgetary process.  I think it' a good 
idea, and it makes a lot of sense to me that that's the case.  It gives an opportunity for the public to 
see how the budget is working.   
 
Now as far as the Working Group itself, I wanted to make sure, and I've spoken to Legislator 
Kennedy about this, that we are going to you -- that I understand that you guys have a Minority 
Caucus on the 6th, and you're going to be talking about where you're going to go with the Working 
Group and the like.  I just wanted to let you know from me that I am hopeful that we could move 
forward working not only with this committee, but as well as with the Working Group together, 
because you guys are vital.  Obviously, you've shown that over the last couple of months, that you 
are a force and have been.   
 
So I want to make sure that you know we want you on the Working Group.  We feel that you are a 
vital and important essence.  So what I'm going to do is Legislator Kennedy said he's going to talk 
to you on the 6th, after that, I'm going to approach you guys and see, you know, and say, "Come 
on, let's work together on this.  We are in this soup together."  And it is so important that we work 
as a team.  And I just wanted to express that publicly, that you guys are a part of the Working 
Group, and I hope that you will remain.  You've always been in the past, and I hope that you 
remain in the future.  Whether or not there's an alternate budget, Legislator Kennedy, and stuff like 
that, we can deal with that.  But let's work together in the working group and this Budget 
Committee, because certainly, we want to be transparent, we want to be open to the public, but we 
do have to get some work done, and we need you to be there behind us.  Thank you.   
 
LEG. KENNEDY: 
Mr. Chair, just indulge me for 30 seconds, if you will please, all right?  I appreciate the extension, 
Legislator Horsley.  But I'm also going to tell you that, you know, I made the request that I did for 
BRO.  I understand the cycling that we have.  You know, this element of transparency is something 
that we all talk about.   
 
It's ironic that as we sit here, the County Executive is out at John J. Foley right now announcing a 
private sale to a New York City profiteer.  And I am going to tell you that that is something that this 
body has been extremely engaged in and has fought very hard and very long to make sure that we 
had good, safe, adequate care for our County residents.  We've remained cognizant of the finances.  
And as you know, because you partnered and joined with us, we worked, several of us, for the 
better part of the last four months -- and I can say it now, Easter Seals, a nationally recognized 
non-for-profit organization that had made significant offers to us about collaborating and doing a 
public partnership that would keep our John J. Foley facility as a public facility.  And today, today, I 
hear through the grapevine that the County Executive is announcing an outright sale without RFP, 
without waiver and without the benefit of even a contract will past muster.   
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CHAIRMAN D'AMARO: 
All right.  John, let's not get into the Foley issue right now.  If there are no other comments, again, 
I want to thank everyone for their participation here today.  I look forward to putting on the agenda  
for our next Budget Meeting a presentation by the Budget Review Office to address our current state 
of the budget.  There being no further business before the committee, thank you for attending.  
Without objection, we stand adjourned.  
 
 
 

(*THE MEETING WAS ADJOURNED AT 11:00 A.M.*) 
 
 


