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To Tell the Truth... all minute’s referred below can be viewed on the Town’s website www.townofstanford.org or by obtaining the video of the meeting’s from the Town Library.
Accountability: The most important issue surrounding our Town is planned growth and development. Upon taking office this year, your Town Councilman, Mark D’Agostino, Tom Dewhirst and Chris Flynn felt priority be given to the committees working on the Towns planned growth and development as well as the Town’s moratorium on building. It was a surprise to find out that Supervisor Stern, within weeks of taking office, terminated the previous committee who had worked so diligently updating the master plan. It was also learned Ms. Stern terminated the committee unilaterally, in violation of Town Law, without discussing or even notifying the Town Board or even her Democratic colleague Johanna Shafer. Supervisor Stern’s unilateral actions, which put the town at risk, were protested with the following resolution which was approved:
Minutes of March 11, 2010 Resolution #6: BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the members who have given unfailing and competent service to the Master Plan/Codes Committee, which was unilaterally dissolved by Supervisor Stern without Town Board knowledge or input, be reinstated to continue their work, The members include Bob Butts, Tom Angell, Steve Gotovich, Dave Tetor, Joyce Hadden, and John Royall…..Roll call vote Councilman Mark D’Agostino – yes, Councilman Thomas Dewhirst – yes, Councilman Christopher Flynn – yes, Councilwoman Johanna Shafer – no, Supervisor Virginia Stern – no.

After Ms. Stern terminated the previous committee working on the town’s master plan, Ms. Stern attempted to put into place her own “Comprehensive Plan Committee” (more on this later, see Common Sense below) by stating that “We must establish a committee so we can apply for a moratorium extension” which was later determined to be an “inaccurate” statement. Ms. Stern’s “inaccurate” statement put the town at risk and was protested with a resolution approved:

Minutes of March 11, 2010 Resolution #6: Now therefore, be it resolved that in order to follow the recommendation of the Association of Towns Attorney and to be consistent with what has transpired in the Board Minutes over the last 3 years, that the committee’s were empowered and duly authorized, and to be consistent with what has been filed with the DC Planning Department in all the previous moratorium extension’s, all references to Comprehensive Plan Committee be changed to Master Plan Committee……. Roll call vote- Mark D’Agostino-Yes, Thomas Dewhirst-Yes, Christopher Flynn-Yes, Johanna Shafer-No, Virginia Stern-No. 
Common Sense: At the February 11, 2010 Board meeting, Supervisor Stern made a motion seconded by Councilwoman Shafer to establish a Comprehensive Plan Committee to work on the town’s “comprehensive” plan. The motion was made without input, knowledge or opinion from the town’s attorney. Later, it was determined using the term “Comprehensive Plan” could subject the town to the stringent requirements of municipal law section 272-(a) (and possible litigation) which the Town would have to follow in all respects regardless if all the legal requirements were good for the town or not. Minutes of the Master Plan Committee May 4, 2010: Legal opinion- “If it (Comprehensive Plan) is adopted under 272-(a) you are mandated and required to set a time to review it at a specific timeframe.  Which is why many towns chose not to use 272-(a)”.  “If you say Comprehensive Plan, most planners would say that encompasses everything from soup to nuts. If you say we have a Master Plan and we’re looking to update it then that may be a different thing.” The community will note that all references are now to the Master Plan or its committee as a result of legal opinion and the March resolution.
Doesn’t it make sense that given the choice between flexibility and no flexibility that you would choose flexibility? Doesn’t it make sense that any matters of the town or town law be reviewed by an attorney? Regardless, Supervisor Stern made a motion, seconded by Councilwoman Shafer, to establish a Comprehensive Plan Committee in February without legal opinion or legal advice. 

This is the second time Virginia Stern put forth a resolution that could have subjected the town to litigation. Do you remember her Campaign Finance Resolution? Councilwoman Stern proposed resolution #7, 2009 (2009 Town Board minutes) which, per Ms. Stern, “sadly my resolution was defeated by the town board”. “I am planning to once again propose such guidelines in the 2010 legislative year (this year!)”. First, the resolution was unanimously defeated by the town board; even Councilwoman Shafer found the resolution so flawed as to vote against it. The town’s attorney stated the resolution could “open the town up to litigation”. There are numerous federal and state campaign finance laws that are legally binding, why waste taxpayer time and taxpayer money to propose a similar resolution that is voluntary only, was unanimously defeated previously and could open up the town to litigation? Please Ms. Stern, for the sake of the town, stop proposing resolutions which could subject the town to litigation and please listen to the legal opinions from the town’s attorney! 

Fiscal Responsibility: The Town has a fairly healthy reserve that will be able to protect us and enable us to keep our town taxes low. The credit goes to the previous town board for their diligence and responsibility in spending. This past year, your two Town Justices Dennis Smith and Frank T. Weber Jr. generated over $400,000 for the town. Your current Town Councilman, Mark D’Agostino, Tom Dewhirst and Chris Flynn will continue to be diligent and responsible with the Towns money, your money! As such we voted against spending requests proposed by Virginia Stern and Johanna Shafer such as:
Minutes of January 14, 2010, Create New Position, Secretary to the Supervisor: A motion was made by Johanna Shafer, seconded by Virginia Stern to create a Supervisor’s secretary. Vote: Mark D’Agostino-No, Thomas Dewhirst-No, Johanna Shafer-Yes, Virginia Stern-Yes. Motion did not carry with a tie vote. Keep in mind, no supervisor in the history of the town has had a personal secretary to take notes and make appointments at substantial taxpayer expense, all previous supervisor’s had done this work themselves to save the taxpayer’s money.
Minutes of May 26, 2010 SUPERVISOR’S NEW COMPUTER REQUEST: A motion was made by Virginia Stern, seconded by Johanna Shafer, to approve the purchase of a new computer and printer for the Supervisor’s office.  Discussion followed with Councilman Dewhirst saying he has seen Dell computers advertised for $500, with a $199 printer and $1,000 would be more than enough for a computer and printer. This motion did not pass, but never one to take no for an answer, Supervisor Stern proposed and Councilwoman Shafer motioned again at the June 10, 2010 Board meeting to spend $1,600 for a printer and a personal computer for the supervisor which included a new keyboard, new mouse, speakers and a 22 inch wide monitor!

Minutes of April 8, 21010, Other: Councilman Dewhirst brought up his displeasure that the Town did not authorize the services of a labor consultant at $150 an hour plus 58¢ per mile, and this was brought to his attention when reviewing the monthly bills.  Further, it was noted that there was a February bill from the labor negotiator for a meeting between him and the Supervisor to discuss contract negotiations.  Councilman D’Agostino requested a transcript from that meeting to distribute to the entire Board since no other Board member was made aware of that February meeting. Supervisor Stern stated she “does not have to let the Board know of her meetings”…. but she should let the taxpayers know why she is spending their money without theirs or the Town Board’s knowledge!

