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PERINTON TOWN BOARD MEETING 

1350 Turk Hill Road, Fairport, NY 14450 

Wednesday, March 14, 2018 

 

 

PRESENT:  Michael G. Barker  Supervisor 

   Joseph H. LaFay  Deputy Supervisor/Councilperson 

   Steven C. Van Vreede  Councilperson 

   Ciaran T. Hanna  Councilperson  

 

ABSENT:  Peg S. Havens   Councilperson 

   

ALSO PRESENT:  Robert Place, Esq., Town Attorney; Eric Williams, Commissioner of 

Public Works; Jennifer A. West, Town Clerk; Jeffrey Myers, Commissioner of Recreation 

and Parks; Brian Dick, Finance Director; Diane Riesenberger, Recreation Director; Jeff 

Nutting, Assistant Recreation Director; Michael Doser, Director Code Enforcement & 

Development; Melanie Davison, Deputy Town Clerk; Lori Stid, Planning and Zoning Board 

Secretary; Ken Rainis, Conservation Board Chairman; David Belaskas, Conservation Board; 

Andrew Rodman, Conservation Board; Gerald Leone, Conservation Board; T.C. Lewis, 

Ethics Board/Codes Committee. 

 

Supervisor Barker called the meeting to order at 7:30 pm and introduced 

the Board and staff present.   

 

The following is from a transcript provided by Forbes Court Reporting Services, LLC: 

  

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Good evening, everybody. 

Thank you for being here tonight. Welcome to the 

first Perinton Town Board meeting of the month of 

March. I am Mike Barker, the Town Supervisor. To 

my right is Jennifer West, the Town Clerk. To my 

left, your right, is the Town Council. Peg Havens 

is ill tonight so she will not be here tonight. 

Next we have Deputy Supervisor Joe LaFay, we 

have Councilmember Stephen Van Vreede, and Ciaran 

Hanna. We have the Chairman of the Conservation 

Board, Ken Rainis, quickly on our agenda for a 

landfill update. We have our staff on the opposite 

side, we have Bob Place, the Town Attorney. Eric 

Williams, the Commissioner of Public Works, Mike 

Doser, the Director of Code Enforcement, Jeff Myers 

who I can't see but I know he's there, Commissioner 

of Recreation and Parks, Brian Dick, the Finance 

Director, and Mel Davison, the Deputy Town Clerk. 

Thank you all for being here this evening. 

The first item on our agenda is to approve the Town 

Board minutes from our February 28, 2018, meeting. 

May we take a motion, moved by Joe, second by 

Stephen, all in favor signify by saying aye? 

ALL COUNCIL MEMBERS: Aye. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: None opposed, the item 

carries. 

Next, we have reports from the Director of 

Finance, Code Enforcement and Development, the Tax 

Receiver and the Town Clerk. Motion to approve 

those made by Mr. Hanna, seconded by Stephen, all 

in favor signify by saying aye. 
ALL COUNCIL MEMBERS: Aye. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: None opposed, motion 

carries. 

The next item on the agenda is the landfill 

update. We've invited the Chairman of Conservation 

Board, Ken Rainis, to go over some of the issues of 
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the landfill. We had a meeting with Fairport 

Baseball on Friday, and to the credit of the 

Conservation Board they were able to quickly come 

up with some recommendations that they'd like to 

share with the Town Board as well as some other 

recommendations dealing with High Acres. 

Mr. Chairman, if you could go to the podium 

and use the microphone, we would appreciate that. 

MR. RAINIS: Mr. Supervisor, good evening 

everybody. The Conservation Board has been asked 

to provide continuing recommendations to the Town 

Board and I have two tonight to discuss. 

The first one is a recommendation regarding 

the current Waste Management odor issues and 

impacts to adjacent Fairport Baseball playing 

fields. Dear Town Board Members, as requested, the 

Perinton Conservation Board was directed to provide 

the Town Board with a recommendation regarding 

assessment of potential health impacts to persons, 

particularly children, using Fairport Baseball 

playing fields located on Linden Road and the Waste 

Management HARLC facility due to emissions and 

odors related to High Acres landfill. Currently 

Waste Management is performing mitigation measures 

to control or eliminate uncontrolled emissions and 

odors regarding Cells 10 and 11. 

The PCB has concerns that these mitigation 

activities may not be fully completed or judged 

complete by the New York State DEC by the time 

baseball/softball activities will be occurring at 

the Fairport Baseball fields in April of 2018. 

Therefore, in keeping with this Board's 

Recommendation Number 7, Third Party Monitoring at 

Local Fairport Schools, the PCB recommends the 

following: 

One, that the Town coordinate the inclusion of 

Fairport Baseball field monitoring, Linden Road and 

HARLC locations, with the monitoring at 

Dudley/Northside School. That the third-party 

industrial hygienist for the Dudley/Northside 

monitoring supervise the placement, data 

collection, and the compilation of similar metadata 

and provide a combined health assessment to the 

Town, Fairport Baseball officials, residents, and 

New York State DEC. 

Perinton Conservation Board feels that this 

additional monitoring would be appropriate, and 

should commence prior to April, 2018. As with the 

Fairport school monitoring, these expenses should 

be borne by Waste Management. Monitoring at these 

locations should continue for as long as the 

industrial hygienist deems appropriate to establish 

that there are no health concerns for children or 

parents. 

Our rationale is that this monitoring for the 

Fairport Baseball playing fields would provide 

additional area/zone metadata that will help with 

an overall assessment of potential health impacts 

to children using the baseball fields because 

children are more susceptible to airborne 

environmental exposures because their lung function 

is not completely developed. Preseason monitoring, 

and beyond if required, of the ball fields will 
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provide critical information to Fairport Baseball 

officials regarding the effectiveness of current 

mitigation activities. 

The Perinton Conservation Board also 

recommends that the Town engage the services of an 

independent odor consultant, such as Odor Science 

and Engineering, Bloomfield, Connecticut, that 

could provide a more immediate consultation 

response to Fairport Baseball authorities 

concerning the advisability of ball play activities 

on a day-to-day basis, should odors be detected by 

participants at the field. 

Again, the time frame for monitoring 

activities should be determined by the industrial 

hygienist, and that all metadata captured by 

on-site monitoring should be complied and a report 

made to the Town, residents, and Fairport Baseball 

officials, and the New York State DEC. 

The second recommendation comes as an update 

and is another letter to the Town Board from the 

current Conservation Board. 

Dear Town Board Members, in the late Fall of 

2017, the Perinton Conservation Board was directed 

to provide the Town Board with a factual 

explanation for the long-term persistence of 

landfill odors from the High Acres landfill. On 

January 16, 2018, the PCB held a public meeting 

where Waste Management presented information to 

this Board regarding persistent, noxious odors 

emanating from the landfill facility. Following 

this meeting, the PCB made interim recommendations 

to the Town Board regarding increased regulatory 

compliance protocols, additional ambient air 

monitoring, and other operational changes as a 

means to lessen the occurrence of landfill odors. 

These recommendations were supported by the New 

York State DEC when it issued a Notice of Violation 

to Waste Management on February 2, 2018. 

Subsequent filings by Waste Management 

regarding the NOV have resulted in a New York State 

DEC-approved air monitoring work plan that, among 

other things, details the following compliance 

deadline dates: 

Ambient Air Monitoring in all four directions 

at the facility and school no later than 3/8/18. 

Submit an addendum to the facility's Operation 

and Maintenance Manual incorporating the new 

monitoring and operational requirements to be 

completed no later than 3/16/18. 

Waste Management will install additional 

geomembrane cover on the South and East slopes of 

Cell 11, target completion date of 3/31/18. 

All gas collection mitigation efforts in 

Cells 10 and 11 that includes intrusion into old 

waste, to be completed by 3/31/18. 

This letter is a follow-on series of 

recommendations concerning the Town's interaction 

with the facility regarding odor mitigation and 

other operational issues and recommends certain 

subsequent actions by the Town Board. It also sets 

forth for the Board the events that have led to the 

landfill facility's condition over the preceding 

months. The Perinton Conservation Board's 
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conclusions are based upon its history with the 

landfill facility and its consultants' review of 

available technical data and information. 

In summary, the Town wishes to have all 

mitigation efforts, including capping and grading, 

completed by April 30, 2018. If these actions are 

not completed by that date, the Town is asking the 

New York State DEC to take the actions outlined 

below. 

As background, it is our understanding that up 

until 2014, the gas collection system at High Acres 

landfill included both vertical wells and 

horizontal gas collectors. The horizontal gas 

collectors are perforated pipes that connect to 

vertical wells and are typically installed in 

gravel filled trenches in the waste mass as lifts 

of municipal solid waste are being placed. 

The purpose of the horizontal collectors is to 

provide a greater vacuum zone of influence into the 

waste to collect low quality gas for combustion, 

typically occurring in a flare. Collecting this 

gas and combusting it helps to control gas 

emissions and odors. After enough MSW has been 

placed in a cell, vertical wells are installed by 

drilling into the waste. The vertical well pipe 

and stone are then connected to a control device 

such as a flare or an internal combustion engine, 

which draws a vacuum on the waste mass. 

In 2014, Waste Management corporate issued a 

directive to the High Acres facility to change or 

modify its gas collection system in all new 

landfill cells by eliminating the installation of 

horizontal collectors and utilizing a newly 

designed vertical slip form well. The slip form 

well is designed to be installed as the waste is 

being placed within a cell, which alleviates the 

need to drill vertical wells. While the slip form 

wells might be more expensive than a typical 

drilled well, the cost is typically supposedly 

offset by not having to install the horizontal 

collectors. 

The slip form wells were also designed to be 

placed on the 10-foot lift of select waste, fluff 

layer, with a larger diameter bore than the typical 

drilled wells. This well design, according to 

Waste Management, had better drainage 

characteristics for dewatering should liquid enter 

the well during landfill gas collection. Liquid 

can enter the gas collector as vacuum is applied to 

withdraw the landfill gas from the waste mass. 

Because landfill gas and liquid cannot occupy the 

same space at the same time, liquid can be forced 

into the collector as landfill gas is drawn by 

vacuum into the collector. 

Moving forward with this change, Waste 

Management prepared a design for its gas collection 

system in Cell 11 that utilized vertical slip form 

wells without horizontal collectors. The 

modification in the gas collection system was 

reviewed and subsequently approved by the New York 

State DEC. 

The current Conservation Board believes that 

the use of the slip form well design without 
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horizontal gas collectors resulted in an 

ineffective gas collection system in Cell 11, 

causing increased gas emissions from the landfill 

surface and therefore increased odor complaints 

during 2017. 

Further, during the summer of 2017, Waste 

Management decided it needed to remove the access 

road into Cell 10 due, in part, to promote 

waste-to-waste contact for completion filling with 

MSW. As the road was being removed, odors became 

more intense during August and September of 2017. 

We believe that was due, in part, to the hauling of 

odorous waste into Cell 11. However, following the 

removal of the access road, there were still odors 

coming from this area. To determine why the odors 

persisted and their source, Waste Management 

initiated a review of the landfill's cover, 

landfill gas collection, landfill gas conveyance 

and landfill gas control systems. 

Resident odor complaints continued to increase 

dramatically in July 2017 and seemed to peak in 

December of 2017. 

As the result of attempting to determine the 

sources of the odors, Waste Management discovered 

the following: 

A lower vacuum in wells in Cell 11, watering 

out of some wells with little or no gas flow, 

approximately 40 percent of collection capacity. 

Reduced zone of influence due to lack of horizontal 

gas collection in Cell 11, lack of available system 

vacuum in Cell 11 caused by: 

Perimeter header blockage, watered out 

laterals, distance to vacuum control source too 

great, identification of gas odors in Cell 1, and 

offsite identification of landfill gas odors. 

It is our opinion that instead of waiting 

until the access road to Cell 10 had been removed, 

Waste Management should have begun assessing the 

cause of the odors when they first noticed the 

increase in early 2017. As a matter of fact, some 

of the tuning data, if it existed or was available, 

should have provided a signal to Waste Management 

officials that something was not performing well in 

Cell 11 gas collection and conveyance system. 

If the technicians were performing the 

required monthly monitoring of the gas collection 

wells, including gas flow from the wells, they 

would have noted a loss of vacuum and flow. A 

proactive instead of reactive monitoring analysis 

posture would have initiated faster trouble 

shooting and the possible implementation of 

mitigation measures sooner to fix the issues. 

The PCB has concerns that the landfill gas 

collection system has lost collection efficiency 

over the last 4-5 years due to possible financial 

constraints placed on High Acres by its parent 

company. The fact that Waste Management corporate 

dictated design changes to the gas collection 

system design leads Perinton Conservation Board to 

wonder what other mandates were issued that might 

have reduced the efficiency of the gas collection 

and control system at the landfill. 

The Perinton Conservation Board requested 
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information from Waste Management concerning EPA 

greenhouse gas reporting, for example equation HH-1 

to HH-8 worksheets, and associated back up 

documents to see if the Perinton Conservation Board 

could compare a landfill gas generation curve with 

the actual landfill gas collected each year to 

estimate the collection efficiency of the landfill 

gas collection system and whether the gas 

collection efficiency dropped. 

To date, the PCB has not received this 

technical information, but plans to conduct an 

assessment that will hopefully provide information 

explaining gas collection efficiency over time, 

which is the central issue that drives this period 

of prolonged odor emissions at the facility. 

Waste Management's lack of foresight has 

extended the mitigation time line. An example of 

this is the placement of geomembrane over 

approximately 9 acres, less than half of the cell's 

surface area of Cell 11. Given that Cell 11 has 

been identified as the major source of odors, the 

Perinton Conservation Board previously suggested 

that all of Cell 11 be covered with geomembrane to 

ensure efficient landfill gas capture. 

During the PCB public meeting, 1/16/18, the 

Board heard concerns from the public about odors 

and potential health impacts from the High Acres 

landfill. In addition, we heard comments from 

Waste Management to fix the odor issue. Excerpts 

from the transcript regarding Waste Management's 

commitment are as follows: 

Quote, and we are committed to take action to 

correct the situation and we want to return the 

site to an acceptable level of operation out there, 

so going forward we are working with DEC to 

over-engineer future collection systems, kind of a 

belt and suspenders approach, because we don't want 

history to repeat itself. So we are committed to 

fixing it to make sure that this does not return to 

the site. 

We've got commitment at the highest levels 

within the organization, including the president 

and CEO, and we have been given a blank check to do 

whatever we need to do to take care of the 

situation. So the company is aware of it, and they 

are supportive of whatever we need to do to take 

care of the problem, end quote. 

In early February of 2018, a technical meeting 

was held with representatives from the New York 

State DEC, Town of Perinton, Harter, Secrest and 

Emery (attorneys for the Town) Perinton 

Conservation Board, Waste Management, Barton and 

Loguidice (Waste Management's engineer) to discuss 

the Perinton Conservation Board's Recommendations 

Number 2 and 3. During that meeting, Waste 

Management preferred not to cover the remaining 

areas of Cell 11, approximately 9 acres, 

geo-membrane. The PCB reiterated that all of 

Cell 11 should be covered as was done previously 

with Cell 10, which was an operational decision 

made by Waste Management, so there would be no 

question that the landfill gas odors from Cell 11 

were being controlled. Waste Management indicated 
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that completely covering Cell 11 might not be 

needed with the 9 acres already covered and 

additional vertical and horizontal gas collection 

wells that were being installed. At this point 

Mr. D'Amato, Region 8 Director, agreed with the 

Perinton Conversation Board and stated that the New 

York State DEC wanted all of Cell 11 covered with 

geomembrane. 

While Waste Management indicated at the 

1/16/2018 PCB meeting that Waste Management will 

do, quote, whatever it takes to take care of the 

situation, end quote, it appears that Waste 

Management's actual position is to take a wait and 

see approach. It is the opinion of the Perinton 

Conservation Board that this linear approach to 

executing various mitigation activities has 

negatively impacted or extended the entire 

mitigation time line causing the residents of 

Perinton to be subjected to longer episodes of odor 

emissions than what was originally stated by Waste 

Management and would have continued to the 

residents' on-going detriment had the Perinton 

Conservation Board ** not required otherwise. 

The rationale for recommendations are: Given 

the fact that Cell 11 is an admitted contributor to 

the landfill gas odors, the complete capping and 

covering of all of Cell 11, including the 

installation of any and all necessary vertical and 

horizon gas collection wells, would essentially 

eliminate the potential of gas emissions from 

Cell 11. If Waste Management had the foresight to 

realize that all of Cell 11 needed to be covered 

with geomembrane as was its determination with 

Cell 10, then that mitigation task would likely be 

completed by now. 

It is the Perinton Conservation Board's 

opinion that, at a minimum, Waste Management 

exercised a lack of due diligence regarding the 

attribution of increasing odors to specific design 

discussions, for example the elimination of 

horizontal gas collectors, and construction 

failures associated with the removal of the access 

road into Cell 10 during the summer of 2017. In 

subsequent meetings with the Town in the fall of 

2017, Waste Management represented these conditions 

as not interconnected, for example, a failure of 

the gas collection design, but rather as random 

events, as well as providing to the Town a number 

of moving dates for odor control, including the use 

of odor-neutralizing agents as an attempt to 

mitigate. 

Our recommendations: In summary, in the late 

summer and fall of 2017, Waste Management failed to 

specifically monitor these increasing odor 

conditions, identify the source of the odors and 

provide expeditious corrective measures. 

As a result, if Waste Management cannot 

successfully complete all mitigation tasks to the 

satisfaction of the New York State DEC by April 30, 

2018, the Town of Perinton should request that New 

York State DEC take additional regulatory steps to 

deal the odor from High Acres landfill in a timely 

manner and as follows: 



March 14, 2018 

 Page 92 

 

One, immediately suspend municipal solid waste 

at the facility, including Cells 10, 11, and 12. 

Specifically, limit any waste disposal to only 

construction and demolition debris without gypsum, 

wallboard, yard waste (for example, trees, brush, 

garden/lawn material, et cetera), leaves (composted 

not deposited as MSW), et cetera. Note that the 

organic composting activities that Waste Management 

is performing, quote, for example, area college 

cafeteria waste streams, should not be affected 

because they are composting activities not MSW 

activities. 

The PCB believes that the purpose for Waste 

Management immediately ceasing MSW operations is to 

ensure that Waste Management focuses on resolving 

the odor issues and preventing future occurrences 

of the same, rather than MSW activities. 

Two, Waste Management would continue operating 

the residential waste drop off area but dispose of 

the MSW waste at another New York State DEC 

permitted MSW landfill at Waste Management's 

expense. This MSW diversion should have no 

material effect on Perinton or Macedon residents. 

Three, New York State DEC should monitor the 

gas collection performance of Cells 10 and 11 for 

at least a year, four seasons, before reinstating 

MSW disposal in Cell 12. 

Four, lastly, the PCB recommends that the Town 

request New York State DEC to reduce the landfill's 

MSW annual tonnage rate until Waste Management 

demonstrates that they can manage these wastes 

without odors. The New York State DEC should then 

establish incremental increases in annual disposal 

tonnage based on long-term performance, for 

example, years. 

For the Perinton Conservation Board, Kenneth 

Rainis, Chairman. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Thank you, Ken. Ken, on 

the first recommendation can you explain a little 

bit about the difference between MSW and the 

college cafeteria waste stream? 

MR. RAINIS: Yard waste, brush, and cafeteria 

materials are composted so they are not deposited 

in the landfill proper. They are used to create 

compost that the Town uses, and that facility is 

actually separate from the landfill facility. 

Those materials, plus C and D, which are 

non-putrescible waste are not going to generate 

odors. And they really shouldn't be included in 

that exclusion statement that the Board made. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: And for Recommendation 

Number 2, do you know or maybe Art knows, how much 

residential waste gets dropped off there per year? 

MR. WILLIAMS: I don't know the exact tonnage. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: I have no doubts they 

could handle that. 

MR. PLACE: There's about 800 permits, is my 

understanding. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Okay, 800. 

MR. PLACE: Yeah, I don't know how that 

equates with the tonnage. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Right, people like my dad 

who drive their garbage -- 
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MR. WILLIAMS: The intent there with that 

comment was that that ability would remain, they 

would just not be allowed to dump that waste at 

High Acres. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: So our residents still go 

there and then it gets shipped to the county one. 

MR. HANNA: Like a transfer station. 

MR. RAINIS: The residents would not be 

impacted. 

MR. VAN VREEDE: Ken, for the third 

recommendation then about the monitoring of the 

performance of the gas collection system for at 

least one year before reinstating, is that one year 

from April 30th, or is it one year from the time 

when they have demonstrated that the odor has been 

mitigated? 

MR. RAINIS: One year from the time they 

demonstrate the odors have been mitigated. 

MR. VAN VREEDE: Thank you. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Anything else from the 

Board? 

MR. HANNA: I just have a quick question on 

your meeting with Fairport Baseball, you said you 

wanted third party monitoring. It was at both 

fields, correct -- did you discuss any, if there 

was an alteration in their schedule? 

MR. RAINIS: Yes, they were concerned about 

the fields next to the landfill. 

MR. HANNA: The ones at High Acres as opposed 

to the -- 

MR. RAINIS: Right, the High Acres fields as 

opposed to the Linden fields. And they said they 

were going to make a decision not to use them and 

we said, that's your decision to make. But I think 

if you start having industrial hygienist evaluate 

monitoring that decision may be changed if you want 

to change it because the industrial hygienist will 

give you their input as to what actions you should 

take. 

We're not making recommendations for what you 

should do, we're just saying that since children 

are involved in concentrated play activities it 

would make sense to include that in the other 

metadata that's being taken at the school. 

MR. LAFAY: Basically to give them more tools 

to make an informed decision. 

MR. VAN VREEDE: When do you think this 

monitoring would start? 

MR. RAINIS: Well, monitoring in the five 

locations, which are the corner points around the 

landfill and the schools began on the 6th of March, 

so they could probably set up a monitoring system 

very quickly, within certainly a week. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: And we have, besides Ken, 

Joe and I were at the Fairport Baseball meeting on 

Friday and I've already reached out to the school 

district so that we can use the same industrial 

hygienist, and they were on board with that. So 

that meeting is being brokered between Fairport 

Baseball and the industrial hygienist and us. 

That's happening already. 

MR. RAINIS: Yes, the hygienist is going to 

get all the data that is being generated and going 
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to be able to provide -- more data means better 

information. 

MR. HANNA: On the -- you had mentioned this 

linear approach that Waste Management has taken, 

this perceived linear approach, at this point can 

they change course and speed up this mitigation by 

changing approach and not having this linear 

approach as a possibility? 

MR. RAINIS: To be clear, the linear approach 

example was, let's not install geomembrane on the 

other half of the cell. We'll wait to see if these 

previous measures outlined in their December 

submittals to the DEC would work. Under that 

scenario, July, May, June, they could say, oh, it's 

not working, we need to do this. So that's the 

linear approach, just extending. 

Our view is that had they taken an aggressive 

approach in December, the geomembrane would have 

been installed by today. That's our example of the 

linear approach. Wait and see, in other words, 

don't spend anymore money, let's see if it fixes 

it. If it doesn't, we'll have to spend more money, 

but that also implies spending more time. 

MR. HANNA: So if we were to force them to do 

this we could have them do a bunch of things at the 

same time? 

MR. RAINIS: Well, the DEC has said no more 

drilling into the land mass by the end of March. 

We think it's prudent with the weather and changing 

conditions in March, April, to say April 30th is 

the date. If you don't have everything done -- 

capping, crowning covering, the membrane -- by 

April 30th, that's the date. That's our 

recommendation. We chose the 30th, DEC hasn't 

given them a date. We have said that the residents 

have been patient enough and they want to know 

what's going to happen and this will be a 

consequence for Waste Management because they would 

be prohibited from MSW to the entire facility, not 

just the Town of Perinton, which already has been 

agreed to by the New York State DEC. 

MR. HANNA: Right. 

MR. RAINIS: So, we would say all filling 

activities in Cell 12 would cease. They have to 

find an alternative repository for that stream of 

waste. And we are saying a year, because that 

would give the State, we believe, enough time to 

make a decision as to whether or not those 

mitigation efforts have been effective. 

MR. HANNA: So that would encompass all of 

their active cells at this point? 

MR. RAINIS: Yes. 

MR. HANNA: Thank you. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Anything else on Fairport 

Baseball? All set on that and his recommendations? 

Let's vote on Fairport Baseball recommendations 

first. 

Oh yeah, all these good people came. Any 

questions for the Chairman at this point about 

these recommendations? 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: I have a question. So 

when you say cap and close Cells 10 and 11, is that 

a permanent cap and closure or are we talking a 
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temporary and then the odor's gone 12 months and 

they are allowed to remove the geomembrane and 

started dumping again in 10 and 11? How does that 

work? 

MR. RAINIS: Well, they are putting a seal, a 

membrane over those two cells. If they want to 

add, they may need to remove part of the membrane 

to add MSW, but that time frame is not definite. 

I'm trying to give you a very direct answer. It's 

capped and covered, not permanently, but to cover 

the gas collection, if they add more waste you're 

going to probably add it on top or if they go into 

the side they're going to have to open it up, 

et cetera. 

But the integrity of that cell is pretty much 

finished if you will, because they have already 

done all that work. Am I clear? 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: Yeah, somewhat. Is there 

a reason you wouldn't recommend permanently capping 

and closing it? 

MR. RAINIS: Well, for a number of reasons. 

One is, all of that land and all that material 

settles and, you know, they're in the business of 

filling it for only a year space with garbage, so, 

you know, they want to cover and get as much 

efficient use of the air space. Which means 

they're going to have to come back and do that 

because the waste can't settle. Okay? 

Decomposition, it just reduces the physical amount 

of space, but that occurs over time. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Also, based on your 

recommendations, the DEC would have to give that 

approval. 

MR. RAINIS: Right. We're talking about the 

mitigation being effective saying that it takes a 

year to judge that, with monitoring. That's our 

recommendation to the DEC, if they agree to do it 

or not. But that would be a reasonable, prudent 

time frame given four seasons. 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: Would you have any 

concerns -- and you mentioned the geomembrane will 

stay on the hill potentially and they would fill on 

top of that? 

MR. RAINIS: Uh-huh. 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: Would there be a 

concern -- and I don't know how this works – would 

they take it off to dump on it? I'm just concerned 

about the reoccurrence, you go 12 months with no 

odor and then you reopen Cells 10 and 11, and 

there's a potential for odors to come back. 

MR. RAINIS: Well, understand that they are up 

here with 10 and 11 and they're filling over here 

in 12, and then they're going to put an 

intermediate hump, if you will, between the two. 

So the chances of them going back in a year here 

is, that's really, they are going to wait until 

things come up and then they're going to do that 

bridge. So a year is, I don't think a year -- a 

year is a very short period of time. Am I 

answering your question? 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: Somewhat. 

MR. RAINIS: They need to tie into the cells 

and if they add on top they may have some 
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engineering reason to remove the membrane or to do 

work around the membrane, but they would have to 

get permission for that, okay? They can't do 

anything on that hill without permission, and they 

have to have detailed engineering work done to do 

that work. 

Right now we've said that we want that whole 

thing crowned or capped, which is a series of 

layers ending with some soil and then they're going 

to move on to some other area, and if they have to 

come back they're going to have to tell the DEC 

what they plan to do. 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: Okay. And would that 

entail a public meeting of them telling them? I 

know that according to our agreement now we would 

have that coming to us. 

MR. RAINIS: Well, we plan on making more 

information about gas collecting efficiency 

available publicly and to the Town Board. And we 

also are recommending that a future host community 

agreement have oversight by the towns, Macedon and 

Perinton, and our Board would be involved in that 

review, and we have a policy of making those things 

public. 

MR. PLACE: Basically what we would be doing 

is putting some operational constraints in the host 

community agreement. Now there's only one or two 

of them, one deals with the amount of sludge, so 

some of those are being incorporated into the host 

community agreement. 

MR. RAINIS: But, for example, in Cell 12, all 

of the horizontal work, all of the new design is 

being -- is going to go into Cell 12. If they 

build Cell 13, they have to show design plans and 

those would be what we would want to see. 

Even though it's in the Town of Macedon, our 

position is it's one facility it's not two towns, 

it's one facility. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: And part of the update to 

people is that a bunch of us did meet with a bunch 

of the Town of Macedon players today, the 

supervisors, the deputy supervisors, Ken was there, 

and it was a very positive meeting. And we 

discussed in particular the municipal agreement 

when it comes to post-agreement and they were 

willing to at least discuss that with us and look 

at whatever type of agreement we can come up with. 

So, Joe and I would both agree it was a 

positive meeting. 

MR. LAFAY: Yes. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: As I'm sure you would. 

MR. RAINIS: Yeah, I would. And we are 

waiting to get data from -- so that we can review 

and make it public and that's happening now. In 

other words, the sensor's have been placed and 

they're getting data. 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: Could you actually 

describe that process, how often you are going to 

get the data and how it's going to be presented? 

MR. RAINIS: Well, right now there are five 

locations, hydrogen sulfide sensors are digital, 

they take a reading every ten minutes. So if you 

take all of that math and put it together in a 
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week, you get about 5,000 measurements. That data 

is correlated with weather, it's correlated with 

location, and it's given to Waste Management's 

consulting engineer, prepares a report for the 

State and for us. And that information will be 

forwarded to us and we'll make it public. 

We will probably write a nontechnical 

statement about the data and that with the data 

will be public information. 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: Is that weekly or monthly 

or? 

MR. RAINIS: Well, we've asked if you recall 

in our recommendation our first series of 

recommendations, we asked for Waste Management to 

report to our Board every two weeks. Now, they are 

not going to come to our meetings every two weeks, 

but they're going to send this information. 

And what I asked them to do is, I want a 

series of landfill activities. In other words, 

what do you do on the landfill operationally, 

whether it's routine or not routine. So that will 

be butted up against the emissions data, the 

monitoring data, so people will be able to see what 

operations things go on and what the emission data 

shows for that period of time. And that's what 

they're going to be sending to us. And if we have 

any questions we will ask them, but we'll make that 

information public, including probably a 

nontechnical explanation of what the data means. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: So you will post that on 

the website rather than doing public, like this -- 

MR. RAINIS: Oh, yes, yes. But you will have 

access to the same data that we do, but we will 

also provide a nontechnical explanation. For 

example, if I am at the school and it's 8:00 and 

the busses are there, okay? I could get some 

detects higher to ten parts per billion because the 

bus diesel engines generate hydrogen sulfide. 

Okay? 

So you're going to see an explanation of what 

this data is showing and where, what time, 

et cetera, and then an opinion. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Right. But 8:00 on a 

Saturday, it's not the busses. 

MR. RAINIS: Right. And the industrial 

hygienist is going to get the same data. The 

industrial hygienist, my understanding is they will 

be making a separate report to the superintendent 

of the schools. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: And back to the baseball, 

the odor company that you recommended -- 

MR. RAINIS: Odor Sciences? 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Yeah. The idea is that 

they'll be on site so that Fairport Baseball 

officials will have an expert to say, because there 

won't be like a nonscientist, a Geiger counter that 

says send everybody home, it's not safe. 

MR. RAINIS: Right. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: This person will be there 

to tell the officials at Fairport Baseball -- 

MR. RAINIS: That's what we are recommending. 

It's like a lighting detector, you know, a 

lightening detector is -- there's lighting in the 
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area but do you call the game, you know? If you 

smell odors and you smell rotten egg odors then 

that's probably a good reason to call in the 

consultant and say, what do you think? I mean, 

that's better than saying well, we have to wait two 

weeks to make a determination. 

So that was our rationale. It just provides 

the officials with something more immediate, but 

the officials will also have the previous 

monitoring history also, so will the industrial 

hygienist. 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: One additional question? 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Sure. 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: Do you -- in all of the 

analysis you have done, do you attribute 

anything -- any intake issues with the New York 

City garbage as having a role in the increased 

odor? 

MR. RAINIS: (Moving head side to side). 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: Or none whatsoever? 

MR. RAINIS: You know, garbage is garbage, and 

you take garbage and two years later in the 

landfill you have gas. It is the gas. So garbage 

odors are garbage odors and the come from a more 

current activity -- set of activities. But 

landfill gas comes from two years plus of 

decomposition and methane gas generation. 

These odors are based on a lack of horizontal 

gas collectors in Cell 11, from approximately a 

four-year period. Two years at least sitting there 

off gassing, that's our determination. And we 

believe that Waste Management could have been 

exercised a little bit better due diligence to 

identify the problem and try to mitigate it 

earlier, and not employ a linear approach to 

solving odor problems. And that's a direct 

experience that we had in the meeting with the 

State there with us. Okay? So that's why we make 

that statement here. 

So to preclude that in the future this is what 

we are recommending, but to attribute it to 

garbage, that's not the issue. The issue is gas, 

two years sitting in the landfill. 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: I guess my question is 

how did both Waste Management and -- not know that 

40 percent of the wells weren't working? I know, 

you can't answer that. 

MR. RAINIS: I will just tell you that they 

said to us, there were a bunch of these events and 

they led us to believe that they were not 

connected, and they were connected. And 40 percent 

is a significant amount of gas collection to lose. 

And if you read in the statement I talked about the 

vacuum levels, that's also an indication of well 

failure. So all of those things means there was 

just less gas being collected. So where did the 

gas go? Into the atmosphere. 

When we get our gas, when we start 

establishing gas curves, efficiency curves, we'll 

be able to tell you and the residents what the 

efficiency levels are. And we'll actually be able 

to tell you how much more gas they are collecting, 

so that will give you a feeling for how much gas, 
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you know, was not collected. Which we feel is, 

going forward, what people want to know. That's 

really the thing you want to know is the collection 

efficiency. Is it 10 percent or is it 95 percent? 

Okay, 10 percent will be very poor, 95 will be 

great. 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: Don't they already have 

those numbers in their annual reports? 

MR. RAINIS: Some of it they do, yes. 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: So you're going to try 

and reengineer -- 

MR. RAINIS: Well, we want to calculate our 

own. And then in the future going forward, we 

would want them to submit to our consultant 

engineer. We want them to do the work, but we want 

to do our own work first. 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: One other question, have 

you had a chance to review their 2017 annual report 

yet? 

MR. RAINIS: No. 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: We just got it today, so 

I was just curious. 

MR. RAINIS: No. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: I don't have it yet. Will 

it go to you first or me, do you know? We both 

should get one. 

MR. RAINIS: Well, you mean the one they sent 

to our Board? 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: The one that they submit 

by March 1st, every year. 

MR. RAINIS: No. 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: The DEC just forwarded it 

to us, so you guys should get it. 

MR. RAINIS: Okay. 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: There is some -- but I 

only had an hour to look at it, but there are some 

significant differences in intake between 2016 and 

2017 -- 

MR. RAINIS: Oh, yeah, no doubt about it. 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: -- could have led to 

additional odors. 

MR. RAINIS: We are going to try to understand 

the gas curves and the bigger gas curve to 

understand is this year's after the mitigation 

activities, and it should be a big difference. 

You're wrapping itself, I mean, there's got to be, 

it's just day and night. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Anybody else have any 

questions for the Chairman? Thank you, Ken. 

I know I said Fairport Baseball first, but I 

don't have a document in front of me, so let's go 

to the four recommendations. Anymore questions 

about what is outlined in the letter? A motion to 

accept those four recommendations, moved by Joe, 

seconded by Stephen. This is recommendations one 

through four, immediately suspending municipal 

waste, talking about the residential drop off, the 

monitoring, gas collection, and annual tonnage, and 

asking the DEC if things aren't -- mitigation tests 

are not done by April 30th, to shut down the 

facility, that's the whole facility. So a motion 

and seconded, all in favor signify by saying aye. 

ALL COUNCIL MEMBERS: Aye. 
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SUPERVISOR BARKER: Motion passes. 

Fairport Baseball, there's a second 

recommendation of Fairport Baseball, can we 

coordinate the inclusion of Fairport Baseball 

fields with monitoring Dudley/Northside, third 

party industrial hygienist that is working for the 

school district monitor and supervising the 

placement of data collection and additional 

monitoring of these expenses all borne by Waste 

Management for as long as we have the hygienist 

deems them appropriate to establish there are no 

health concerns to the children and the parents. 

And Perinton Conservation Board also 

recommends the day-to-day services of an 

independent odor consultant, such as Odor Science 

and Engineering of Connecticut that could provide 

more immediate consultation to Fairport Baseball. 

So, Joe, do you have anything else? 

MR. LAFAY: No, that sounds good. I move 

that. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Seconded by Ciaran, all in 

favor signify by saying aye. 

ALL COUNCIL MEMBERS: Aye. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: That also passes. You had 

asked for a couple of minutes. 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: Yes. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Come on up. 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: First of all, thank you, 

Mr. Rainis, that's -- I'm sure a lot of hard work 

went into that, so we -- I think I speak for a lot 

of the folks in the community. We appreciate all 

of the effort that you folks have put into that. 

Ironically, you guys were talking about 

Fairport Baseball, I'm missing baseball practice 

tonight, an indoor practice of course. So my son 

plays, my daughter plays softball, so we're 

obviously, you know, interested in how that plays 

out and I think that's a good start to the plan to 

make sure the kids are protected. 

In the same line as that, one recommendation 

before I talk about the landfill a little bit, one 

recommendation that I wanted to make, I am not sure 

if you folks have considered in the past is either 

live streaming these meetings or taping them and 

posting them onto the website after the meeting at 

some point in the following few days. 

And that's really, a lot of people they have 

other activities. I am not managing my team this 

year or else I would be at baseball tonight. I'm 

coaching so I had a way to get out of it. But I 

think for the sake of not necessarily transparency, 

because I think you guys do a decedent job of that, 

but just community involvement and a way for the 

community to be able to view these meetings if they 

can't make it. I think it's something that should 

at least be considered, if possible if it hasn't 

already. I think Penfield does it. I'm not sure 

if anyone else does it. I didn't have too much 

time to research, but if you're looking for ideas 

on how to go about doing it, I'm sure you could 

reach out to them. 

Regarding the landfill, I had a few points to 

make. I think some of this is known, so I don't 
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want to go into it too much, but ten years ago the 

landfill was considered a regional landfill. So 

over 80 percent of the garbage, the municipal 

waste, was coming from about 200 to 250 miles away 

and that was considered regional. And that's 

directly from the 2006 expansion plan which 

outlines the height expansion in Perinton, the 

Wedge and the Macedon expansion. 

So here we are 10/11 years later and it's 

completely flipped. It's now 80 percent New York 

City and Albany trash. Almost as much Albany waste 

coming here as there is Monroe County plus Wayne 

County. So the point being, the dynamic when the 

approval was done 10 years ago the whole dynamic 

has really changed. I think when they went through 

that approval process to expand they made it a 

point in their documents to state that the rail 

wasn't an option at that point. It wasn't 

economically feasible, they wouldn't be able to get 

as much garbage there as they needed, so it wasn't 

in their future plans, immediate future plans. 

So I think it's important to state that 

because public perception changes once folks 

realize that this doesn't just serve the area 

really, it serves the state and some folks out of 

state. And while I do agree garbage is garbage no 

matter where it's coming from, it's the dynamic 

that my family and the 3,100 other folks in fresh 

air for the eastside had their eyes opened to 

consumption and packaging and waste, and are 

drastically decreasing their production of waste 

because of what's happened the last six months. 

It feels great to do that. When I put my 

stuff out now it's, you know, two bags of garbage 

and a huge recycling bin that we bought from the 

store. And we are composting, we got, you know, a 

neighborhood compost. So that's great, but I'm not 

really incentivized to do that because the less 

waste that I put there, the more waste Waste 

Management can bring in from outside the greater 

Rochester area and make money off that through, you 

know, their contracts with Albany and New York 

City, and so on and so forth. 

So I know this is kind of a State issue, it's 

a bigger issue than just here, so I'm not asking 

you guys to solve that. Btu I think it goes hand 

in hand with how the expansion was approved 

10 years ago, how the set up of mega landfills and 

the solution that we have in place right now just 

doesn't work. 

Our community is not incentivized to lower our 

waste output. And New York City, because it's site 

unseen, they throw it in the garbage and it makes 

its way to Perinton. They're not really 

incentivized to decrease their waste either. So, 

you know, I just wanted to point that out. I think 

it's a big deal and it's not -- we talk about the 

odors a lot and kind of going forward. 

Going forward, I love the idea of capping and 

closing it. I just wish you guys would take that 

one step further. I don't see any need for the 

Perinton side to ever reopen. I know they have 

20 or 25 feet more air space that's approved 
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through the DEC permit, but if you have this area 

that's causing issues and you're capping it 

temporarily with this geomembrane and a year is 

good, if there's no odors for a year, why would I 

want to live within 3 or 4 miles of a landfill that 

I know the problem area is going to be activated 

again. 

I know they might have to drill into if 

they're going to put 20 more feet, that means more 

wells have to connect to the existing system. It 

just doesn't -- I am not confident. I don't want 

to say I'm going to leave my kids in school, I'm 

going to stay in my house, I'm not moving. 

So it's hard for me to get over that mental 

block of, hey, this is going to reopen and the 

Perinton side is going to be business as usual if 

they can solve odors for 12 months. I do 

appreciate the recommendation, I think that's a 

great thing to recommend. I just think if you can 

get the State on board, taking it a step further 

might build some more confidence in the community. 

The Macedon side is kind of a whole different 

situation. As Ken said, they are going to be using 

the latest and greatest technology, horizontal 

wells, vertical wells. You know, I know you met 

with Macedon, that's great, I'm glad it was a 

positive meeting. There's concerns there with, you 

know, the height especially, it's going to be 100 

feet higher than the Perinton side is right now, 

120 feet higher than the Perinton side is right 

now, 100 feet if the Perinton side is allowed to 

grow. 

That's a big concern. I know there was an 

environmental study done 12 years ago now that 

shows pictures and whatnot. But, again, I think 

the dynamic has changed so much that that needs to 

be relooked at from everyone's perspective. 

Another thing that I wanted to make sure was 

very clear that I don't think I did a good job of 

in January. This idea that the train system has 

taken trucks off the road and that New York City 

garbage has always been coming here is really a 

false narrative. In 2007 through 2014, if you look 

at their annual reports, they were struggling, to 

your point, they were struggling with garbage here 

because of the recession and because of recycling 

was increasing. When they got an opportunity to 

get the New York City trains coming here, all that 

did was them from like 14/1500 tons a day to over 

3,000 tones a day. 

The other thing is New York City garbage was 

not always coming here. If you look 2001 and 2002, 

less than one percent of their intake was New York 

City garbage, now it's over 80 percent. So I feel 

strongly that if you really go back and look at the 

numbers the premise that they used to get approved 

for those those expansions and the rail expansion, 

I don't think they hold water. I don't think they 

have much merit when you really look into them. 

Those two things specifically, when you look at the 

time frame 2007 to 2014, and then the trains coming 

in 2015, intake increased significantly. It didn't 

change from trucks to train, it just extra garbage 



March 14, 2018 

 Page 103 

 

came here from a train. If you go back further 

than the truck, argument can come into play, but 

not over that seven-year time period and then the 

New York City garbage is the other point. 

That's really it. My last point was going to 

be the capping and closing, which we kind of 

covered already. Thank you for your time. 

Do you have any questions for me? 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: No. 

PERSON IN AUDIENCE: Thank you very much, I 

appreciate it. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: The next item on the 

agenda tonight is a decision on Local Law Number 2 

of 2018, an amendment to Section 174-3 of the Code 

of the Town of Perinton Sign Code. Mike? 

MR. DOSER: You have them in front of you? 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: We have that so tonight's 

the night to make a decision. I have the 

background first, I didn't know if you wanted to 

say anything about it, Mike. We held Public 

Hearing on February 14th, to modify Section 174-3 

of the Perinton Town Code which is part of the Code 

Chapter known as the Sign Law of the Town of 

Perinton. Modification will remove references to 

advertising so the Town maintains a content neutral 

approach to sign approvals and it does not 

inadvertently violate a party's first amendment 

rights. 

And before we accept that code approval 

resolution we need a declaration of SEQRA and the 

proposed SEQRA declaration whereas the proposed 

code modification removes references to advertising 

the sign law of the Town of Perinton and results in 

a permanent impact on the environment. And whereas 

the proposed code modification received letters of 

support from the planning board on February 26, 

2018 and the conservation board on February 20, 

2018. 

Therefore we have resolved that this action 

will not result in any significant adverse 

environmental impact and that a negative SEQRA 

declaration be granted. Motion by Joe, seconded by 

Stephen, all in favor signify by saying aye. 

ALL COUNCIL MEMBERS: Aye. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: SEQRA declaration is 

approved. 

The code approval resolution is: Whereas the 

codes committee discussed advancing this code for 

the Town Board for approval on October 26, 2017, 

and the Town Board held a Public Hearing on 

February 14, 2018, and the planning board discussed 

the proposal at its meeting on February 21, 2018, 

and issued a letter of support on February 26, 

2018. The conservation board issued a letter of 

support on February 20, 2018, whereas the 

modification is needed in order to avoid violating 

the party's first amendment rights. Therefore, we 

have resolved for the proposed modifications of the 

Town Code be approved. Moved by Stephen, seconded 

by Ciaran, all in favor signify by saying aye. 

ALL COUNCIL MEMBERS: Aye. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: That passes. 

Next is the parking code modification. The 
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Town Board held a Public Hearing on February 14th, 

to modify that Section 208-16(b) of the Perinton 

Town Code, which is part of the Code Chapter known 

as the Zoning Law of the Town of Perinton. The 

modification would change parking forms for 

businesses and large shopping centers reducing the 

number of parking spots required so they are not 

forced to construct parking spaces they do not 

need. And I'm correct in saying we're going back 

to the way the Code was before. 

MR. DOSER: Yes, that's correct. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: So we had a Public Hearing 

on this, the codes committee like the previous one, 

recommended this to the Board without a Public 

Hearing and it was decided that we didn't have 

anybody, it didn't make sense. So I have another 

SEQRA declaration, if you're so inclined. Whereas 

the proposed code modification reduces the number 

of parking spots required for nonresidential 

properties, resulting in an increasing green space 

and a reduction of impervious surface thereby 

enhancing the environment. 

Whereas the proposed code modification 

received letters of support from both the planning 

board dated February 26, 2018, and the conservation 

board dated February 20, 2018. Therefore be it 

resolved that this action will not result in a 

significant adverse environmental impact and that a 

negative SEQRA declaration be granted. Moved by 

Stephen, seconded by Ciaran, all in favor of that 

negative declaration signify by saying aye. 

ALL COUNCIL MEMBERS: Aye. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Any opposed? That item 

carries. 

The code approval resolution is whereas the 

codes committee discussed advancing this straight 

to the Town Board for approval on October 26, 2017, 

and the Town Board held a Public Hearing on 

February 14, 2018, and the planning board discussed 

the proposal at its meeting on February 21, 2018, 

and issued a letter of support on February 26, 

2018, and the conservation board issued a letter of 

support on February 20, 2018. Whereas the 

modification is needed in order to avoid requiring 

unnecessarily large numbers of parking spaces on 

proposed site plans when the respected 

business/applicants do not need them. 

Therefore we have resolved that the proposed 

modification to the Town Code be approved. Moved 

by Joe, seconded by Ciaran, all in favor signify by 

saying aye. 

ALL COUNCIL MEMBERS: Aye. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: That item also carries. 

Next item on our agenda is to approve a 

volunteer board appointment. We have an opening on 

the planning board, made a recommendation to move 

Ed Bradford who's been on our conservation board 

for a number of years, is interested in moving to 

the planning board. He has the chairman's 

permission to fill the term of former Chairman Mark 

Anderson. He has -- interestingly enough, 

Mr. Bradford went to Mr. Rainis to get permission 

before he went to his wife to get permission to 
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change from one board to the other. Showing the 

power of the chairman, I guess. 

I will accept a motion to accept Ed Bradford 

on the planning board, moved by Ciaran and seconded 

by Stephen. All in favor signify by saying aye. 

ALL COUNCIL MEMBERS: Aye. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Motion carries and we have 

a new member of the planning board. 

Mr. Rainis, would you like to say something 

nice about Mr. Bradford right now? 

MR. RAINIS: It will be -- he was an asset to 

our board, and he will be an asset to the planning 

board and to the Town, continue to be an asset. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Thank you. 

Next item on the agenda is to approve the 

appointment of the new recreation director. Our 

current recreation director, Diane Riesenberger, is 

here with us this evening, has announced her plans 

to retire from us full-time effective March 31, 

2018. It is fitting that her last day here with us 

will be on Holy Thursday because I think of her as 

a Saint, and she will be greatly missed by all of 

us that have worked with her and know her. And she 

will continue to play a huge part in this 

community. 

She is very dedicated to Fairport/Perinton. 

Her kids and grandchildren are here and I know that 

she will continue to serve the community. I've 

already tried to rope her into a couple of 

community assignments but she's told me to wait. 

So very smart, Diane. 

With Diane leaving we put out the job. As you 

can imagine the recreation director for the Town of 

Perinton is a very desired position. We are 

leaders across the state in recreation and parks. 

Trend setters people come here to learn from us, so 

we received a number of applicants. We had 

interviews, Brian, Jeff Myers, and myself 

interviewed prospective candidates and we were 

lucky enough to find somebody right here with us 

that we think will do a fantastic job, Jeff 

Nutting, who is here as well. Jeff, stand up. 

Jeff is a Fairport/Perinton boy, graduated from 

Fairport High School, has been working here for how 

many years, Jeff? 

MR. NUTTING: Ten years. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: He's done an awful lot and 

with pride and excitement I bring you Jeff's 

name -- sorry Jeff Myers for taking all of this 

from you. 

MR. MYERS: No, no, you're doing a great job. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: But Jeff has his memo 

requesting the motion of Jeff Nutting to recreation 

director. I know that you have all worked with 

Jeff Nutting in the past and we're excited to see 

him take on this new role and continue to bring his 

enthusiasm, his level headedness, and his 

excitement and pride in this community forward to 

this next position. 

So I would accept a motion to appoint Jeff 

Nutting to recreation director. Moved by Joe, 

seconded by Ciaran, all in favor of Jeff Nutting 

being our next recreation director signify by 
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saying aye. 

ALL COUNCIL MEMBERS: Aye. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: And no one is opposed. 

Jeff, congratulations. And I know we did the right 

thing because yesterday Diane told me we did right 

thing. 

Next on the agenda, you have a memo the board 

does provide, we're going to appoint Heather Kissle 

of 32 Gateway Road, Fairport as a substitute 

crossing guard. Might know that Heather works at 

Jefferson Avenue School now, part-time, and also 

wants to substitute crossing guard. 

We've had much luck with people who worked at 

Jefferson Avenue School, also being crossing guards 

and have done great things for us. And Heather's 

willing to not just work there, she's willing to 

work at any of the other numerous locations around 

town, where we are short and needing people to be 

there. Hopefully that will keep Commissioner 

William's staff all around. And when we can't get 

a substitute he has to find somebody to get over 

there, so usually Mr. Boscht. 

But we welcome Heather aboard, if I can get a 

motion to accept. Moved by Stephen, seconded by 

Joe, all in favor signify by saying aye. 

ALL COUNCIL MEMBERS: Aye. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: We welcome Heather to the 

family. 

We have -- don't be mad at me, Jennifer -- we 

have an item on the agenda that we have something 

late. Mr. Place. 

MR. PLACE: We have a purchase offer to 

purchase 7.8 acres from Saint Luke's Church off of 

Ayrault Road. So we got the signed offer was 

accepted, subject to Town Board approval and what 

I'd like to do is set an order for a hearing for 

April 25th. 

MR. LAFAY: Would that also be subject to 

permissive referendum? 

MR. PLACE: Yes, it is. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: So you would request that 

we set a Public Hearing for April 25, the second 

Town Board meeting of April, to decide whether to 

set purchase for open space from Saint Luke's? 

MR. PLACE: Correct. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Moved by Stephen, seconded 

by Joe, all in favor signify by saying aye. 

ALL COUNCIL MEMBERS: Aye. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Item passes. Before we go 

into executive session to discuss matters of 

litigation, is there anything else that anyone 

would like to bring before us? Yes, come on up. I 

was going to ask Bob for an update, but you can 

give us an update. 

ELIZABETH AGTE: Elizabeth Agte, I am here to 

say thank you. I want to take the opportunity to 

thank Mike Barker and Town Council for the robust 

part they played in changing the legal outcome that 

we at Stop The Town Clearcut were hoping for last 

week. 

Last Thursday, the Wayne County Supreme Court 

Judge Daniel Barrett ruled in our favor and stated 

that the Canal Corporation was required to conduct 
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an environmental impact study before they can 

proceed with any more work along the canal. We 

await the Canal Corporation and power authorities' 

decision to comply or appeal. Regardless of their 

decision, this victory was impressive. We must 

pause to remember that by this time, by this date, 

all the slated embankments along our three towns 

would be clearcut by now. 

From the beginning I was told that I was crazy 

for taking on the power authority -- 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: I was one of those, 

remember? I was one of those. 

ELIZABETH AGTE: Those are my friends. 

Everybody said you couldn't win. So I say thank 

you for coming on board and supporting Stop The 

Canal Clearcut in the early hours of the struggle 

and joining with the other two towns of Pittsford 

and Brighton to demand that the Canal Corporation 

tow the line and do what is legally required. 

This amazing turn of events could not have 

happened without the bipartisan unification of the 

three towns and their willingness to go to court 

for this cause. As as a result of our united 

front, and our persistant and professional 

rebellion, we have gained the respect and qualified 

support of some of the members of the Canal 

Corporation who realize we are not merely tree 

huggers who have no concern there for the safety of 

our neighbors. And as a result we have 

increasingly -- they are increasingly more willing 

to keep a running dialogue with us. 

Last Wednesday, for example, we were able to 

have a closed door meeting at the library with the 

Canal Corporation. We, as citizens, cannot sit 

idly by as our government, our elected officials, 

and our state agencies make decisions on our 

behalf. Some of the decisions made by the Canal 

Corporation perhaps were made with the assumption 

that no one cared or was paying attention. Once 

they realized that we did, they acted in defensive 

arrogance and over the past three months we have 

created a movement that they now realize that they 

have to answer to and, in fact, are. 

They recognize that we are a force to be 

reckoned with and they are reaching to all of us 

for public input. Thank you again for your strong 

support. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: You're welcome. 

MR. HANNA: Thank you. 

MR. VAN VREEDE: Thank you. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: Anyone else? I will 

accept a motion to go into executive session to 

discuss a matter of litigation. Moved by Stephen, 

seconded by Joe, all in favor signify by saying 

aye. 

ALL COUNCIL MEMBERS: Aye. 

SUPERVISOR BARKER: All right. We are in 

executive session. 

 

**Please note that Jen West added the word “not” to the transcript based on revised 
document provided. “Person in Audience” is Gary McNeil, 11 Golden Bell Court. 
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A motion was made by Councilperson Hanna, seconded by Councilperson 

Van Vreede, that the reports from the Finance Director, Town Clerk, Tax Receiver and the 

Code Enforcement and Development Department for the month of February 2018 be 

approved. 

 

Ayes:  Barker, LaFay, Van Vreede, Hanna 

  Nays:  None  

Unanimously Approved 

 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

 

  Councilperson Van Vreede made a motion, seconded by Councilperson 

Havens to adjourn to Executive Session at 9:00 pm to discuss possible litigation. 

 

Ayes:  Barker, LaFay, Van Vreede, Hanna 

  Nays:  None 

  Unanimously Approved 

 

 

The Board returned from Executive Session and there being no further 

business before the Board and no further questions from the audience, a motion to adjourn at 

9:45 pm was made by Councilperson Havens, seconded by Councilperson LaFay. 

 

Ayes:  Barker, LaFay, Van Vreede, Hanna 

  Nays:  None 

  Unanimously Approved 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

Jennifer A. West 

Town Clerk 

 


