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                       THE MEETING WAS CALLED TO ORDER AT 1:55 PM 
 
 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Good afternoon.  I'd like to call this meeting of the Public Works & Transportation Committee to 
order this 4th day of October 2011.  If you all will rise and join us for the Pledge of Allegiance led by 
Legislator Horsley.   
 
                                      SALUTATION 
 
My apologies for starting late.  The Budget and Finance Committee, which preceded this, ran over 
time.  Okay.  We have no presentations at the moment.  And I have no cards.  Is that correct?   
 
                                    PUBLIC PORTION 
 
But I do have one person that does want to approach the Committee.  Madam, if you will step up to 
the podium, identify yourself for our records.  And then you have three minutes to make your 
presentation.   
 
MS. LENEHAN: 
Hi, I'm Pat Lenehan, the Transportation Advisory Committee.  We started last month.  I'm from 
Port Jefferson Village and I'm also the Employment Chair for the National Organization of Women.   
 
Thank you so much for allowing me to start this Committee.  And I want you's all to know what's 
going on.  I'm not going to be long.  Okay.  Since forming the committee -- we have eight 
members -- I've handed out the comment forms which were received.  We received 100 of them.  I 
don't know how many were actually sent in.  I know I got about ten here that people said we want 
you to send in.   
 
Okay.  On this committee now I have a copy editor for the news letter that's going to be going out 
to the public to let them know what's going on at our legislation meetings.  And we also have an 
advisor, Clifton Hymowitz, who said to say hello to Jay, okay, he's going to advise the Advisory 
Committee.  Okay.   
 
Since -- then I've been to Chamber meetings in communities such as my own, who know the 
importance of not -- a limited Sunday service.  Our communities are suffering from people not being 
able to shop on Sunday so I'm going to be approaching all the different communities to let you guys 
know how much they really want Sunday service to go through theirs.  And the time of these 
services can't be at four o'clock it ends.  You have people working at the mall that need to get home 
from work when the malls close.  Okay?  They're paying cabs.  Some of them can't afford it.  We 
have bigger -- we all know the transportation situation, how bad it is.  The busses are overcrowded.  
We are leaving people off the Smithaven Mall now since the schools have been opened, waiting two 
hours to get home from work, okay, because the busses are handling the amount of people that 
they're actually getting.  
 
Okay, now being that -- I have a lot more to say, but I'll write it down and mail it to Jay.  One thing 
that I want, being that this was a budget meeting, one of the major problems for the County is 
you're giving people tokens to pay for their bus fare when they go to Probation or any of these drug 
rehab centers or, you know, programs.  These tokens are being sold at every bus stop for a dollar.  
So what they're doing at a bus stop in our transfer -- in our main areas, is people will approach me 
and say, "here, I'll give you this token for a dollar."  You're not just losing my dollar, okay, or any of 
the other ten people that just bought this token because now they're getting on free, you're losing a 
lot of money, if you times that by every location that these tokens are being used in.  
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And you also know how they pull off the flip, people have showed me, they're getting like a whole 
bunch of them from different organizations to ride the buses free.  You should be investigating that.  
And in my opinion, anyone that needs these token programs should have an ID card.  Okay?  The 
bus driver sees their picture and let's save a lot of money.   
 
The hospital itself, I have a doctor there that's a referral doctor for OBGYN.  She has a lot to let 
you's know about.  Also you have clinics there that the busses don't go.  They're taking the 
Medicaid cabs.  You would be saving money by not using the cabs and running the bus service a 
little bit more to the hospitals so people can take the busses to these clinics.  The Cancer Clinic is 
one of the major ones.  Anyone that's going for treatment up there can't take a bus home.  They 
have to walk that whole distance from the main entrance up to the Cancer Center and then walk 
back after treatment.  They're taking cabs as well.  They don't have a car.  You can be saving 
money on that as well.  You know, this is your budget.   
 
Please look into these issues because they're important.  And I will look into the shopping centers 
that want your business there for the busses.  Thank you.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Pat, can you write them down for me?   
 
MS. LENEHAN: 
Sure.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Because you touched on a lot of important points.  It'd be good to have it in writing. 
 
MS. LENEHAN: 
Okay.  I'll e-mail it to you.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
That's fine. 
 
MS. LENEHAN: 
Okay.  I can leave my notes here for you.  They're in my notes.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Okay.  Is there anyone else?  I just might make one point, Pat.  And New York State is conducting 
meetings about economic development and they're looking for ideas.  Apparently there's a $200 
million -- I don't know where they came up with the money, but there's $200 million in grants that 
will go toward deserving projects.  One of -- one of the reason why we don't have county-wide 
Sunday buses, we haven't figured out how we can pay for it.  Even my proposal only gets us ten of 
the routes.  And there is still a cost differential and that might be something that is worth 
approaching the State since we don't really get our fair share from the State to begin with for public 
transportation.  We're not getting the MTA money that we really need.  It would -- we don't get our 
fair share, I believe, of STOA money for public transportation.  Maybe this is a way to make up for 
it.  But somebody -- and I'll bring this question to our Public Works Department, you know, do you 
think that would be a logical entity to approach the State to, you know, to try to compete for some 
of this money so that if we did get it, we could go and provide Sunday service.  

 
LEG. BARRAGA: 
Mr. Chairman.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Yeah, Legislator Barraga.  
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LEG. BARRAGA: 
I was under the impression that the Long Island Committee had already made recommendations in 
terms of seven or eight different projects, that they wanted this Albany Central Committee to take a 
look at in terms of possible economic dollars coming to our area.  I thought that was already done.  
Or maybe I'm wrong, but I thought they had already made their recommendations for this year.   
 
And also the 200 million you were referring to, it's my impression that -- it's a little misleading 
because there are ten different economic regions.  Four regions will each receive 40 million a piece 
with the remaining six regions picking up what's left, you know, which is roughly $40 million spread 
among the six other regions.  So even though it sounds like a lot of money, when you spread it over 
ten regions in the State, it looks to me like what's going to happen here, especially those regions 
that have major projects, most of that 40 million will probably go to one or two projects as opposed 
to being spread among five or six different ones.  Because the projects being recommended by this 
committee down here in Nassau and Suffolk County, a rather large scope.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Yeah, and I'm not disputing those numbers you said.  I think that's correct.  But I do think think 
that they haven't made their recommendations yet.  Because I was at a meeting yesterday in -- at 
the Culinary Institute in Riverhead, the Suffolk County Community College, where they were 
soliciting input for ideas, so I don't think they're finished with their work. 

 
LEG. BARRAGA: 
You may be absolutely correct.  The only reason I'm saying that my sense is that the projects are 
pretty much on board, because there were two projects definitely that were out.  One was the 
Heartland and the other was the Nassau Coliseum which apparently is going to be -- that particular 
project is going to be handled separately, I'm told.  I don't know how you define separately, but 
those two are definitely not in, so.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
I don't think that's correct either.  Because Kevin Law was chairing the meeting I was at yesterday.  
He mentioned the Heartland thing.  And I guess what you're -- what was reported was a 
sub-committee that may have taken that project out.  But the full committee, the full council hasn't 
voted on that.  He said that specifically yesterday.  So I don't think the full council has made their 
recommendations; just a sub-committee.   
 
Anyone else?  Commissioner Anderson, if you'll step forward.   

 
Before we begin, is there anything you want to make us aware of that's not on the agenda?   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
No.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Can I ask a quick update?  That issue with the -- that staging area, has that been taken care of yet 
on CR 80?   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
We're actually -- we actually got back to Catherine on it to -- with a proposal to maintain that site, 
the staging area.  And then with the intent of doing some improvements next year when we're 
finished.  We would plant it again.  To find another site is going to be very difficult.  The 
contractors are working in the area.  I mean it's unfortunate but we've asked Catherine to basically 
reach back out to those folks to see if it will be acceptable, we'll plant it now or however they want it 
planted, but at this point it is a significant benefit to the County to maintain the --  
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CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
If there's a way of making it visually better, I don't know what that might be.  Maybe get -- cover 
the fence somehow with some plantings or  something.  Maybe remove some of the fencing or 
bring it -- shorten it if you don't need the full staging area, anything you could do to minimize the 
aesthetic problems that the community is facing there. 
MR. PETERMAN: 
Jay, we already -- we agreed to look at any of the sight distance problems.  If we put anything on 
the fence, it'll, you know, it will hinder sight distance further.  We agreed to look at the sight 
distance issues that may be, you know, have out there.  The contractor has actually volunteered to 
supply the plantings because the logistics of moving the yard at this point are going to cost him a lot 
of money.  So he was willing to use the cost involved with that to pay for these plantings and 
actually bring it up to the standards of the, you know, adjacent medians.  We'd ask --  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
When do see this project being completed in that area?   

 
MR. PETERMAN: 
Before Memorial Day.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Can I ask a question about dredging Three Mile Harbor?  Or Accabonac --  
 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Three Mile Harbor, yes.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Three Mile Harbor, that's where we're having some problems in East Hampton with easements; is 
that correct?  

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
There's a couple of things.  There are floating docks, which the local marina does not want to 
remove right now.  And there are some concerns with residents about permitting the County to put 
some of the spoil material on the private beaches.  Right now most of the material's going to go to 
Sammy's Beach, I believe, it is.  And then the remaining -- we're moving about 80,000 yards from 
the harbor.  And, you know, part of that's going to go to private beaches.  So we're trying to work 
with the Town to resolve both of those issues.  We've got about three or four weeks.  Right now the 
contractor's working up in Centerport.    When he finishes there, he will come down and do Three 
Mile Harbor.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Okay, so that still is on board, that dredging.  

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Yes.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
I know that some of those floating docks, I don't think they're able to remove those.  And I think 
the dredge probably has to go around that area.  At least that's my understanding.  

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Well, what I'm told is they are moveable.  They're floating docks.  And if they're able to be pulled 
ashore and similarly, you know, the peers that hold them in place can be pulled, and we actually 
even have an item in the contract that would allow us to pull those -- 
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CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Okay. 
 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
-- and neatly store them on the shore, so.  

 
 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Okay, that's good.  All right.  I guess we have other capital projects in other areas; right?  
Legislator Muratore.  

 
LEG. MURATORE: 
I'd like to thank the Commissioner for -- he came into my district.  He did that presentation for 
County Road 83, which you really gave them hope, for the neighbors there.  You made me a hero.  
I want to thank you very much for the great job you and your team did.  Thank you very much.   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Thank you.  The credit goes to my staff.  Thank you.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
And Legislator Horsley.  

 
LEG. HORSLEY: 
Hi, Gil.  Quickly, going back to dredging, where are we at with dredging on the west end?  Are 
there any projects that are going forward?  What are they?  And is there a list now?   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
I can get that for you.  I only know about the Three Mile because there was the issue and these are 
the capital projects.  The two big ones this year really are Centerport and Three Mile.  But there are 
some -- couple of -- couple, I believe, in Islip that we're looking to do, Wicks and Champlain.  And 
there's probably more.  I can get you a list on that.  
 
LEG. HORSLEY: 
Would you?  That would be great.   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Yeah, absolutely.  

 
LEG. HORSLEY: 
I'd appreciate it.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
All right.  Let's go to the agenda.   
 
 
                                TABLED RESOLUTIONS 
 
Tabled Resolutions.  IR 1584, Appropriating funds in connection with Sagtikos Corridor 
Construction (CP 5565) (Stern) 
 
LEG. STERN: 
Motion to table.   
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CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Motion to table by the sponsor Legislator Stern.  I'll second.  All in favor?  Opposed?  Abstentions?  
Tabled.  (VOTE:  5-0-0-0)    
 
IR 1165, Increasing the bus fare and implementing limited Sunday Bus Service.  
(Schneiderman)  Before I make a motion, Commissioner, let's do the update.  So we met.  You 
and I met --  

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Yes.  

 
 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
-- with several others.  And I think the conclusion was that if we lagged a little bit longer, instead of 
bringing the bus service in two months after the fair increase, if we brought it in four months after,  
then we could reach that equilibrium and the 50 cent increase would pay for the Sunday service.  
The issue you guys had in the division -- the Transportation Division is that perhaps these ten routes 
are not the best ten routes.  And you were going to work up another plan, probably a similar plan 
but there might be some differences.  Have you made progress on developing an alternative plan?   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Actually I spoke with staff last night.  They reviewed the plan.  For the purposes of this pilot 
program, you know, they felt that the ones that were chosen were fine, no reason to redevelop it.  
You know, they were fine with it.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Okay.  And in terms of the financial analysis --  

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
I think BRO and ourselves, we basically agreed on, you know, the feasibility.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
If we begin it after four months, right, that four-month lag, it'll pay for itself.  

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Right.    

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
I know Legislator Barraga wants to be heard.  In that case I will --  

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Again, I think we would be in the same position as we were with this Sunday bus program where we 
would have to monitor it to make sure because we don't know.  This is all new territory.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
And this would allow you to do that, the resolution; if you needed to shut it down, you could.  

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Uh-huh.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
110 is on that list, it sure is.  So I will make a motion to approve.   

 
MR. NOLAN: 
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(Off the microphone)  
 

CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Because of the four-month lag?  All right.  I'm being told by Counsel because the bill has a 
two-month lag and we need a four-month lag, I have to amend it.  Okay.  So we're past the 
amendment deadline; so, therefore, we have to push it off one more month, which is going to make 
it hard to do it by January, right?  The bill calls for January 1st?  It's possible still.  If not, I might 
have to -- the bill doesn't allow the flexibility for a longer lag?   

 
MR. NOLAN: 
It says -- the resolution states that the service will be implemented no later than March 1st, 2012.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Right.  And you would have to wait 'til at least June.  All right.   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Yeah, that's the Third Resolve.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
I'll then change my motion to approve to a motion to table.  Is there a second?   

 
LEG. HORSLEY: 
Second.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Second by Legislator Horsley.  Tom, you still want to comment?  Oh, I'm sorry.  All in favor?  
Opposed?  Abstentions?  Tabled.  (VOTE:  5-0-0-0) 
 
IR 1786, Establishing guidelines for the implementation of the Sewer Infrastructure 
Program.  (Romaine)  

 
LEG. HORSLEY: 
Motion to table.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
There's a motion to table by Legislator Horsley.  I will second.  On the motion, I believe there is a 
committee -- a County committee that is working on this; is that not right?   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Correct, there is.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
And have they made any recommendation so far?   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
I believe they meet tomorrow for the first time.   
 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Okay. 
 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
And it's really under their purview to come up with the, you know, the  definitions of -- that are 
defined in here.    
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CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Okay.  Mr. Kopp, did you want to add to this? 
 
MR. KOPP: 
I was going to say I didn't know if Gil was aware, they're meeting --  

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
They're meeting tomorrow at 3:30, I think.  Thursday.  Thursday afternoon.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Right.  I mean I'm inclined to let the committee do its work and see what they come up with.  I'd 
also like to see what Legislator Romaine has in mind,  

 
 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
If I could make one suggestion, this is really -- the issues that are defined within here really are 
more pertinent to Health Department than DPW.  And this probably should be vetted through the 
Health and Human Services Committee rather than us.  But having said that, you know --  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
This has to do with this new fund, this sewer stabilization money that is now going to be used for a 
grant program; is that right?   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Correct.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
A grant program that's about $2 million worth.  And trying to establish who would qualify for a 
grant, under what circumstances, right? 
 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Okay. 

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Yes.  

 
MR. KOPP: 
Yes.  And that legislation specifically established a committee to draw guidelines.  We thought 
maybe we ought to table this for a while and let them have a crack at it.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Okay.  That's makes sense.  Okay.  All in favor?  Opposed?  Abstentions?  1786 is tabled.  
(VOTE:  5-0-0-0)   
 
IR 1809, Authorizing the County Executive to execute a lease agreement with the Town of 
Smithtown for the purposes of creating a Law Enforcement Motor-Carrier Check Site, 
situated on Town of Smithtown Real Property, identified as SCTM No. 
0800-173.00-03.00-012.000, pursuant to Section 72-h of the General Municipal Law. (Co. 
Exec.) 
 
LEG. STERN: 
Motion to table.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
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There's a motion to table by Legislator Stern.  Oh, we need a public hearing on this; is that correct?   
 

MR. NOLAN: 
There's a public hearing, I believe, tomorrow on this.  And so the committee can't really act on it.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
It's premature, so.  There's a motion to table.  Do I have a second?  Second by Legislator 
Muratore.  All right.  All in favor?  Opposed?  Abstentions?  Tabled.  (VOTE:  5-0-0-0)  
 
IR 1834, Adopting Local Law No.   -2011, A Local Law to lower the sewer connection fee 
for Canon USA, Inc. (D'Amaro)  This needs a public hearing as well.  Same motion, same 
second, same vote.  (VOTE:  5-0-0-0)     
 
IR 1837, Authorizing the Commissioner of the Suffolk County Department of Public Works 
to take measures to remove certain roads from the Suffolk County Road System.  (Co. 
Exec.)  Commissioner, do you want to clue us in here?   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Yeah.  Under a recent court decision, Suffolk County is now responsible to maintain an additional 
160 miles of Town roads.  These roads were added to a map created in 1929 as the County Road 
System to help gain federal funding for those roads and Towns that -- at that time.  Maintenance of 
those roads was pledged to the state law -- was pledged into state law so that federal and state aid 
would not be disputed.  As laws changed, language mandating maintenance of the roads was 
strengthened and while the laws and program that inspired them were forgotten.  Unfortunately the 
Town of Huntington took the County to court and convinced the court that according to law, these 
roads identified on the County System Road, and more importantly their cost, were the responsibility 
of the County even though the roads were owned and always have been maintained by the Towns.  
 
The resolution before you now permits the Commissioner of Public Works to seek removal of the 
roads in question from the County Road System.  This will be attempted through an agreement with 
the appropriate municipalities.  If no agreement can be reached, the matter will be pursued by 
petitioning the New York State Commissioner of Transportation as allowed by sections of New York 
State Highway Law.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
So we took these roads from the Towns originally because --  

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
No, we never took anything.  They were added to a map.  In the late '20's, early '30's, because of 
the economic situation at that time, federal government had what effectively had been a stimulus 
program at that point.  For the Towns to get advantage of this funding, they -- it had to go through 
the County at the time, so.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Right.  The County had to be the entity making – 
 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Correct.  And those roads -- 
 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
And the County had to own the road to qualify.   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Right.  And essentially those roads were added to a map to be identified to the federal government 
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so that the Towns -- if those roads could be funded through the federal government.  And, okay, 
time goes by, everybody forgets about it, Town of Huntington, for better or worse, found this 
loophole and basically now we are responsible for roads that are owned by the Town.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Because I know there's quite a bit in my district.  There's quite a  number of System Roads.  One 
we've already given to the Town of Southampton, right?   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Correct.  Yeah.  And we have agreements with East Hampton, you know, maintenance agreements 
with them to, you know, they maintain the roads and we help them through striping, things like 
that.  So this isn't -- unfortunately Huntington for better or worse found a loophole.  And they took 
advantage of it.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Well, I know -- portions of Dune Road may fall into this category.  I know they are looking to 
elevate that road.  That could cost the County an awful lot of money if they take a position that it's I 
don't know whether that's our road or whether that's not our road, portions of it may be our road.  

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
There are -- some of that section of that road, and I can't say entirely are -- yes, a small pieces is 
ours.   
 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Small piece, yes. 
 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
And then some of it may be a system -- what we call the System Roads.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Okay.  So these system roads -- because of that Huntington decision, it makes us subject to other 
municipalities that might say we don't want to maintain this, you have to maintain it.   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Correct.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
And so this would give you the -- you already have the ability to negotiate to give the roads to the 
Towns, right? 
 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Well, that's the -- this is the first step in doing that.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Don't you already have that authority?   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
No.  It has to come from the Legislature.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Okay.  So, all right.  Any other questions on this?   

 
LEG. HORSLEY: 
Yes.  Quickly on New Highway, I saw that on the list.  That is actually our responsibility?   
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COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Unfortunately now it appears to be, yeah.  Again, it's a Town road that --  

 
LEG. HORSLEY: 
We haven't been doing a good job on that one.   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Well, we never -- again, all these roads, we never maintained.  These were always the Town.  And 
a big problem is, there's a lot of roads out there that they lack the maintenance that the County, you 
know, would have done if it was our own roads.  And, in fact, I've asked, you know, Bill Hillman and 
his staff to start looking at this to see, okay, you know, what are we up against?  What are we faced 
with?  You know, are there drainage issues, are there road issues?  We've, you know, for better or 
worse, we've had to repave a small portion of Dune Road because it was so bad.  You know, it was 
completely unacceptable to us.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Liability issue, I guess, as well.   

 
 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Yeah, yeah.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
That go with it.  Have you looked at the financial exposure we have here in terms of -- forget about 
the -- forget about the liability, are other Towns, like Huntington, you know, were to say, no, we 
want you to maintain those roads, what would it cost the County to maintain those roads?   

 
MR. PETERMAN: 
Well, Jay, we didn't get into the nickels and dimes of it.  But I can tell you it's 38% more than we 
have right now.  Right now the County maintains roads of 422 miles.  The System Roads, as Gil 
says, is 160 miles, meaning we got 38% increase in that so you can just do a direct correlation, if 
you wanted to.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Give me a sense of that.  What's the total number now?   

 
MR. PETERMAN: 
It would be 582 versus 422.  

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
It's an increase of over a third of roadway. 

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
So as of right now essentially what we started doing is we're out there looking at particularly 
Huntington, but we'll start working eastward.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
I mean are we talking about tens of millions of dollars; what we're talking about? 

 
MR. PETERMAN: 
Potentially, yeah.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
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I just think it's interesting because, you know, we're staring at this budget that took the community 
college and says, you know, we're going to give that to the Towns.  In the County Executive's 
budget we're going to have the Towns now pick up the cost of paying for the students from that 
Town to go to a community college outside of Suffolk.  You know, I could see the Towns coming 
back and saying, well, we got to pay for it somehow, we want you to pay for these roads.  And it 
sounds like we have actually more at stake than the $10 million here, don't we?   

 
LEG. HORSLEY: 
It does.  

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Well, you're looking at an increased Capital Program because -- I mean all these roads would have 
to meet County standards at some point.  You know, there's maintenance required with it, it's 
pretty huge, you know, not to mention snow removal.    

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
All right.  I'll support the bill.   

 
LEG. HORSLEY: 
Sounds like a compromise.   

 
 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
At this point, you know, my intent is to try to negotiate and get them all back to the Towns where 
they belong.   
 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Right. 
 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
At the end of the day, it may be some type of what makes sense, but right now I think we --  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Right.  The Towns, in light of the things, might say no.  

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Yeah.  And then that's when you go to the Commissioner of Transportation and you say -- and then 
beyond that, if he says no, then it becomes we can apportion the main cost of maintaining back to 
the Town.  So according to state law, we can then say to the Towns, well, this is what it's going to 
cost us to maintain these, pony up.   

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
We can apportion part of the cost or all of it?   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
We can do all of it.  I mean from what I've read, and I'm no attorney,  we can ask --  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Well, we have an attorney in the room.   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Ask her.  Actually the County Superintendent of Highways, which is me, yeah, it does certain 
abilities, you know.  Scares myself. 
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MS. LOLIS: 
Good afternoon.  Yes, the County can apportion the cost to the Town.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
The entire cost?   

 
MS. LOLIS: 
I believe so.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Is that what we're doing in Huntington?  Are we appealing --   
 
MS. LOLIS: 
This is -- this is all very recent.  So we are -- these are pretty much situations of first impression for 
us.  So we will see if we -- you know, what the push back will ultimately be. 

 
MR. PETERMAN: 
This is basically the first step, Jay.   
 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Are we appealing the decision in Huntington?   

 
MS. LOLIS: 
We've gotten as far as we can get.   
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Okay. 
 
MS. LOLIS: 
We went to the Appellate Division.  The Court of Appeals declined to hear the appeal.   
 
MR. PETERMAN: 
I think the main fact you need to know also is the County has never maintained nor owned any of 
these roadways.  They've always been maintained by all the Towns.  The Towns have received 
CHIPS funding for these roadways.   
 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Right. 
 
MR. PETERMAN: 
-- since the beginning of time up 'til --  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
We did this simply to help the Towns.  
 
MR. PETERMAN: 
Yeah, back in -- 
 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Back in the '30's. 
 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
So no good deed goes unpunished. 
 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 



  

15 

 

Right. 
 
MR. PETERMAN: 
Back in '29 and '30, being good neighbors we helped the Towns out and it's been coming back to 
haunt us.  

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
And, you know, they're feeling the fiscal pinch right now as well.  And somebody was smart enough 
to find this loophole.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
In terms of identifying these System Roads, obviously anything we see with a CR in front of it is not 
a System Road; right?  That's a County Road. 
 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
CR or not, if you can look at the map, it identifies a number of roads.  But the ownership of those 
roads, you know, who owns the roadbed, you know, it's identified -- I mean those are Town 
roadbeds.  They own the roads, they've maintained them, as Jimmy said, since --  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Do you have a list of these System Roads?   

 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Yes, we do.  

 
 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Maybe you can give copies to the committee members.   
 
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON: 
Sure. 
 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
So we can see which roads are on the list.   

 
MR. PETERMAN: 
Besides the 160 miles of County System Roads, there's another 74 miles of System Roads that have 
never been built.  We're going to add them on the list also, just to clean all the System Roads up.  
They're paper roads right now.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
All right.  So do we have a motion and a second?   

 
MS. HOWARD: 
No.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
No?  All right, I'll make a motion to approve.  

 
LEG. BARRAGA: 
Second.  

 
CHAIRMAN SCHNEIDERMAN: 
Second by Legislator Barraga.  Any discussion?  All in favor?  Opposed?  Abstentions?  (VOTE:  
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5-0-0-0)    
 
That is the last of our resolutions.  Is there any further business?  We are adjourned.  
 
 
                     THE MEETING CONCLUDED AT 2:26 PM 
                     { } DENOTES SPELLED PHONETICALLY 


