
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL MEETING
COUNCIL CHAMBERS, 3 PRIMROSE STREET, NEWTOWN, CT

WEDNESDAY, JULY 15, 2020

MINUTES

PRESENT VIA TELECONFERENCE: Jordana Bloom, Alison Plante, Chris Smith, Phil Carroll, Ryan Knapp,
Judit DeStefano, Paul Lundquist, Chris Eide, Dan Wiedemann, Cathy Reiss, Andy Clure, Dan Honan

ALSO PRESENT: First Selectman Dan Rosenthal, Finance Director Bob Tait, BOF Chair Sandy Roussas, BOF
Member Ned Simpson, 17 public, 1 press.

CALL TO ORDER: Mr. Lundquist called the meeting to order with the Pledge of Allegiance at 7:32 pm. 

VOTER COMMENT: 

Gary McRae, 89 Boggs Hill Road – As a member of the Fairfield Hills Master Plan Review Committee, he spent
nearly a year soliciting input and active participation from the community. The Committee progressed through 
three steps in the process - they first became informed on the 2013 Master Plan, municipal needs and the 
ongoing realities of the property. They then launched a town-wide survey which was completed by 1,825 
qualified respondents; and lastly they prepared recommendations by using their knowledge of an experience 
from the earlier steps, the Committee deliberated and reached the recommendations provided in their final report
dated July 19, 2019. During a meeting held in October of 2018, Dr. John Reid, former Fairfield Hills Authority 
Chair was present.  At that time, Dr. Reid expressed concerns with liabilities and noted Plymouth Hall falling 
apart – the Town is not able to tell when the buildings will come down. He found he became more flexible trying
to get a business onto the campus. Thirdly, Cochran Hall which is the most expensive to take down, had a 
reasonably detailed proposal for apartments which was rejected. There was only an impact to the school district 
of 12-13 kids. The proposal would have been an economic incentive. Dr. Reid then told our Fairfield Hills 
Master Plan Review Committee to be bold and articulate with a vision. He suggested to provide the citizens with
facts regarding the campus and bring the community together for a vote to demolish the buildings. The group 
then discussed the cost for remediation and demolition. As a Committee, they continued forward with 
discussions and the town-wide survey resulting with their final report dated July 19, 2019. Their key 
recommendations related to housing on the Fairfield Hills campus included: 1. a supported uses change to allow 
commercial proposals that include a housing component provided that the proposal is no more than 2 existing 
buildings and the commercial component is consistent with the vision of the property; and 2. that buildings with 
no potential reuse be razed as soon as possible. Mr. McRae feels if we continue to wait, it will lead to more 
decay of these buildings and even higher future demolition cost and increased risk to public safety. He feels that 
Dr. Reid and all Newtown residents deserve your support to a well thought out referendum question in time for 
November 4th.

Ned Simpson, 42 Watkins Drive - In regards to the Fairfield Hills referendum question, he believes there is either 
a productive use which comes with housing, or demolition which comes with cost.  He doesn't think our voting 
technology allows for an either or question on the ballot. The challenge will be to take the committee 
recommendations and translate it into a yes or no question which would inform and educate the voters.

John Boccuzzi, 57 Queen Street - On the same issue of Fairfield Hills and representing the Board of Friends of 
Newtown Seniors, you've been reminded of the report which recommended the addition of housing at Fairfield 
Hills, and you're also aware of the continued liability Newtown faces in maintaining an attractive nuisance at this
site. You're also aware of the cost of removing the large deteriorating buildings and the effect that the presence of
those buildings have on any interest of developing at Fairfield Hills. Developing housing there will mitigate 
these issues and provide some financial reward for the town, however, his point is to emphasize the need for 
housing.  The most livable communities offer a range of housing options which respond to the needs of young 
people just starting out, essential workers who are employed but make below average wages, seniors and middle 



aged individuals who are right-sizing. The accessibility, affordability and variety of housing options will attract 
families and individuals across the spectrum of age and income which make up a community.

Stephen Rosenblatt, 50 Watkins Drive - See attachment A.

Curt Symes, 36 Lake Rd. - See attachment B.

MINUTES: Mr. Honan   moved to accept the minutes of the June 17, 2020 Legislative Council Regular Meeting 
with the below amendment made.  Seconded by Ms. Reiss.  Mr. Clure abstained.  Motion passes (11-1).

The minutes of the June 17, 2020 meeting were approved and accepted with a correction made at the meeting of 
July 15, 2020. The correction states that Mr. Dan Honan was in attendance.

PRESENT VIA TELECONFERENCE: Jordana Bloom, Alison Plante, Phil Carroll, Ryan Knapp, 
Judit DeStefano, Paul Lundquist, Chris Eide, Dan Wiedemann, Cathy Reiss, Chris Smith, Dan Honan

ABSENT: Andrew Clure, Dan Honan

COMMUNICATIONS:  Mr. Lundquist received and shared the inaugural edition of the BOE district highlights 
newsletter. See attachment C.

COMMITTEE REPORTS:
Education Committee – None
Finance Committee – None
Municipal Operations Committee – None
Ordinance Committee – None

FIRST SELECTMAN’S REPORT: First Selectman Dan Rosenthal began his report on the reopening of the 
Municipal Center. It has been going well so far - some external access has been created for the Tax Department, 
with appropriate markings on the floor and traffic has been fairly light. From an amenity standpoint, most 
everything we offer is online such as parks and pools. Edmond Town Hall continues to offer outdoor movie 
screenings, and will soon begin indoor space rentals keeping within the 25 person guideline. They will delay 
bringing back indoor movie showings for now. The library is still offering remote services. From a BOS 
standpoint, at the last meeting, they mostly discussed roadwork - we are closing in on 25 miles of work this 
season. The Department of Public Works crew continues to do patch work on roads. In anticipation of potential 
revenue shortfalls, we've staggered the roadwork in that we've been doing internal with labor covered by the 
Town operating budget. The contracted work like milling and paving which are slated to be done won't come 
until later on in the season so it lines up well by allowing more time to address revenue as it comes in from a tax 
collection standpoint. After this year, we will bring total completed roadwork to about 65 miles.  As BOS, we 
have two contracts to ratify - the Police contract and the Parks and Rec retainer contract. It is anticipated that the 
police contract will be on the next BOS meeting agenda. There is still some language to confirm with the Park 
and Rec union but it is in the works.  The technical services grant for the affordable housing plan which was 
ratified at the last LC meeting has been approved. 

Mr. Tait briefly reported that he took an early look at tax receipts thus far and compared them to last year's 
during the same time.  This year, we have collected $10.6 million, and last year we collected $10.4 million. The 
collections appear to be coming in on time so far. The banks report on deposit type,and are sorted by how people
are paying their taxes: over the counter, credit card or by mail. Habits have changed since last year - more people
are mailing it in or paying online.

Mr. Carroll asked why we mail our taxes to the address in Woburn, MA. Mr. Tait explained that it is a company 
related to Newtown Savings Bank which had the lowest price to help manage the volume of payments.



OLD BUSINESS  

Discussion Only  

 Discussion of potential referendum question to consider allowing housing within existing buildings at 
the Fairfield Hills campus as part of Fairfield Hills Master Plan Review Committee recommendation.

See attachment D.  Mr. Lundquist stated that we are targeting the November ballot on this topic. This 
discussion is only an initial step to begin the process in considering a residential option at Fairfield Hills.
Based on the discussions we have had on this topic thus far, the main focus of this is how we ask it.

Ms. Reiss questioned the timeline and review process. Mr Lundquist responded that it needs to be 
accounted for in any absentee ballots going out, but from a Council perspective it should be resolved 
within the next two meetings. The First Selectman stated that we need to make sure that the question is 
as specific as possible and keeping it along the same lines as initially recommended by the Fairfield 
Hills Master Plan Review Committee. The First Selectman is planning to hold another in-person meeting
at the end of September or beginning of October to follow through with some information gathered from
some of the developers. Even after the Legislative Council moves forward on finalizing the question, 
there will still be public engagement between now and November.  Ms. Reiss clarified with Mr. 
Lundquist that only two buildings would be considered to also have a housing component. She feels this 
needs to be made clear and suggests that some explanatory text be made available.

Ms. DeStefano spoke to the explanatory text and pointed out that there's always background information
to ballot questions and is really just meant to be informative so that the finer pints can be relayed to the 
public.

Mr. Knapp expressed that he likes the text as it is now. He feels that if we start adding information into 
the question, we will confuse the question. The real core of it is whether you support the 
recommendation of housing and the other items really needs to live within the explanatory text.

Mr. Honan supports the question as it is now, and asked, hypothetically, what happens if a developer 
comes in with intentions of putting apartments in, but is then told he can't do it – would the developer be
responsible for the demolition himself.  First Selectman Rosenthal responded that the proposal is not to 
demolish or to build anything new. This is just to gauges public support on whether we can move 
forward for a housing option. The discussions he has had with developers is that the town will put no 
money into it.

Mr. Wiedemann asked if it is our intent to make the response to this question a binding response and, if 
so, would that mean we are invalidating the previous survey. Mr. Lundquist and the First Selectman 
confirmed that it is binding in its intent but not legally, and that we should treat it as binding.

Mr. Smith also agrees with the verbiage of the question as is. He feels everyone needs to know that by 
voting yes to having a residential component, it is no more than two buildings, which is significant in 
and of itself.

NEW BUSINESS

Discussion and Possible Action  

 Recommended Fund Balance Policy from the BOF

See attachment E.  Ms. Roussas reviewed the recommended General Fund Balance Policy from the 
BOF. To summarize,  the document was reorganized to have more clearly defined sections within the 
policy in order for it to make sense.

Mr. Simpson further explained that the definitions in the old policy were scattered around and his 
intention to changes in Section II and III which are definition sections were to match what we're 
reporting on financial.



Mr. Eide asked for clarification on what procedures should be done on transferring unspent funds at end 
of fiscal year, specifically referring to Section IV-C. Ms. Roussas confirmed that this section had not 
been changed from the old policy.  First Selectman Rosenthal recalled that there was some discussion of 
making the fund balance max higher of 16%, but that rating agencies are not looking for that number to 
be higher. In reality, the best way to reward the tax payer is to maintain our fund balance at 12% and use 
any excess to go to capital non-recurring which can then either be used to reduce debt and/or reduce next
year's budget. 

Mr. Knapp asked if it was the auditor that suggested we have two months worth of expenditures in fund 
balance which is where the 16% came from. Mr. Tait answered that didn't seem likely and that we had 
just discussed the possibilities.

Ms. DeStefano moved to send the Board of Finance recommended Fund Balance Policy to the 
Legislative Council Finance and Administration Committee for review and consideration.  Seconded by 
Mr. Wiedemann.  All in favor.  Motion passes (12-0).

 Transfer $9,245 from Contingency to Legislative Council - Other Expenditures

Ms. DeStefano moved to transfer $9,245 from Contingency to Legislative Council - Other Expenditures.
Seconded by Mr. Honan.  All in favor.  Motion passes (12-0).

See attachment F.  Mr. Tait confirmed this would go to the company that updates and maintains code for 
eCode360, which generally comes out of the Legislative Council's other expenditures account.

VOTER COMMENT:  None

ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Mr. Lundquist announced that the Newtown Board of Education is starting their 
negotiations with the Administrative Bargaining Unit and the Legislative Council is allowed to have a 
representative take part as an observer. Mr. Wiedemann has agreed to represent the Council and be a part of these
negotiations. 

Mr. Lundquist also wanted to let the Council know to be prepared to begin meeting again in person at some point
soon.

ADJOURNMENT: There being no further business, Mr. Wiedemann moved to adjourn the meeting at 8:43 pm. 
Seconded by Ms. Reiss.  All in favor.

Respectfully submitted,
Rina Quijano, Clerk

THESE MINUTES ARE SUBJECT TO APPROVAL BY THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL
AT THE NEXT MEETING.



Attachment A

Your name: Stephen Rosenblatt
Your e-mail address: stevedot213@gmail.com
Subject: Wording of FFH voter question

Last fall I attended the three presentations by the First Selectman on the
history of Fairfield Hills. I look forward to the fourth meeting when a
historic restoration builder makes their presentation.

What I learned from these meetings was there are two alternatives offered for
Fairfield Hills.

1- Demolish all unused buildings,
2- Restore two buildings for rental apartments, and demolish the remaining
buildings.

Demolition of all unused buildings would result in immense added taxes for
Newtown taxpayers. The bonding required to fund this alternative would impact
taxpayers for twenty years.

Converting two buildings for housing avoids the cost of their demolition, and
produces new and ongoing revenue for the town to help fund the demolition of
all remaining unused buildings.

Please consider this as the Council develops the wording of the ballot
question: either a costly total demolition of all unused buildings or
restoring two buildings for residential housing, a productive cost saving
measure to the benefit of all residents of Newtown.

Thank you.

Stephen Rosenblatt
50 Watkins Drive
Sandy Hook



Attachment B

From: curtsymes@aol.com
Date: July 15, 2020 at 8:07:35 PM EDT
To: dan.rosenthal@newtown-ct.gov
Cc: prock5@aol.com, jboccuzzi@yahoo.com, neds2124@gmail.com, natalie.
jackson@newtown-ct.gov
Subject: LC Mtg. Comm. ISSUE - 7/15/20

Dan,

I called in to the LC Mtg. this eve. at 7:30 to both listen and make a public 
statement but was never recognized after John Boccuzzi spoke.  I tried numerous 
times to identify myself and speak up despite numerous other people calling in or 
having called in and identified themselves.

As a 50 yr. Resident of Newtown, Small Business Owner and Taxpayer, 
I had information to communicate that was never given the chance to be 
communicated/recorded.

I called in, listened and planned/wanted to echo the comments made by both 
Gary McRae and John Boccuzzi  and express my views as a long term resident 
of Newtown, as well as, a past Chair of the COA and Vice-Chair of FONS.  
After years of analysis, it is time for Newtown to seriously deal with Affordable 
Housing at FFH for both Seniors and the younger generation.  The continued 
procrastination on moving forward with these building eye-sores is a “Detriment 
to Realistic Developers & Development” willing to invest in FFH.

AARP just recently published an electronic article “the Housing that’s Gone 
Missing” highlighting the need nation-wide (and CT Newtown certainly is an 
example) stating this need for Affordable Housing and the exodus from both 
Newtown and CT due to high living costs of housing.

I had planned to say more but this is the essence of what I would like included in 
Voter Comments, given whatever Technical Difficulties ensued in precluding my 
communications to the LC.

Curt Symes
Professional Senior Advisor
CS consultoing & Services, LLC
36 Lake Rd.
Newtown, CT



Attachment C

From: Cruson, Daniel <crusond_boe@newtown.k12.ct.us>
Date: Thu, Jul 9, 2020 at 10:13 PM
Subject: Board of Education District Highlights Issue 1
To: <Plundquist.Newtown@gmail.com>

Dear Mr. Lundquist,

The Newtown Board of Education Communications Sub-Committee decided 
earlier this year that we would begin publishing a quarterly newsletter highlighting 
topics within the school district.  We wanted to go beyond our yearly budget 
newsletters and bring information around a variety of topics to the attention of 
both the school community and the town at large.

Attached please find our first issue, which focuses on the Alternative Learning 
Plan.  It was not our original plan to focus on this topic, but because of the 
circumstances we decided it would be timely and appropriate.  This issue will be 
going out through School Messenger tomorrow but we felt it was important to 
provide it to you ahead of time.  We would appreciate it if you would share it with 
the rest of the Legislative Council and anyone else you feel would enjoy reading it.

Thank you very much for your time,

Dan Cruson Jr
Chair - NBoE Communications Sub-Committee
Newtown Board of Education, Secretary
http://www.newtown.k12.ct.us/



District Highlights
Newtown Public Schools
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Attachment D

DRAFT

LOCAL QUESTION WORDING FOR REFERENDUM: 

Should the Town of Newtown consider commercial development proposals at the

Fairfield Hills campus that include a housing component, provided that any given 

proposal is for no more than two existing buildings and that development is 

consistent with the vision for the property? 

Yes

No



Attachment E
TOWN OF NEWTOWN, CONNECTICUT 

General Fund Balance Policy 

I. PURPOSE

This Policy is established by the Board of Finance under is Charter Chapter 2 Section 125,

responsibility  for  establishing  preferred  financial  practices  and obligations.  This  policy

reflects GASB54 Fund Balance Reporting and Governmental Type Definitions.

A positive fund balance serves three important functions: 

1. eliminates the need for short term borrowing to handle cash flow between the start

of the fiscal year and receipt of revenue from taxes; 

2. can be periodically used to lower taxes to smooth out  major  fluctuations in the

property tax rates; and, 

3. serves as a contingency fund that enables the Town to respond to unanticipated

emergencies or opportunities. 

Credit  rating  agencies  determine  the  adequacy of  the  unreserved fund balance  using  a

complex series of financial evaluations. The size of the fund balance is an important, but

not the only consideration in the Town’s rating. Other important factors are the reliability

of a government’s revenue sources, economic conditions, community wealth factors, cash

position, debt ratios, management performance, and fiscal decisions made by the legislative

body. 

 

A town’s  ability  to  accurately  plan  and develop  sufficient  fund  balance  is  a  common

characteristic of highly rated municipalities. 

 

This policy is intended to provide for a fund balance which satisfies the cash flow and

contingency needs of the community,  supports our positive bond rating with the rating

agencies, and at the same time avoid over taxing the citizens through an excessively large

fund balance. 

II. GOVERNMENTAL FUND TYPE DEFINITIONS 

The books of account of the Town are subject to the regulations adopted by the Board of

Finance and approved by the Legislative Council.  Charter Chapter 4 Section 05 Finance

Director.

A. General Fund – This fund is the Town’s primary operating fund. It accounts for all funds not

reported in another fund. Funded principally by property tax, user fees and grants from other

government units.

B. Bonded (Capital) Project Funds – Used to account for and report financial resources that are

restricted, committed or assigned to expenditures for capital outlays, including the acquisition or

construction of capital facilities and other capital assets.  

e.g.  High School  Auditorium,  Police  Facility,  Road Program,  and Hawley School

Boiler.

1



TOWN OF NEWTOWN, CONNECTICUT 
General Fund Balance Policy 

 Bonded Projects (various) – to account for bond proceeds, grants, and other resources used for
the  acquisition  or  construction  of  major  capital  projects  as  authorized  through  the  Capital
Improvement Plan (CIP).

C. Other Governmental Funds

1. Special Revenue Funds – Used to account for and report the proceeds of
specific  revenue  sources  that  are  restricted  or  committed  to  expenditures  for
specific purposes other than debt and capital  projects. Restricted or committed
revenues are the foundation for a special revenue fund. 
e.g.  Children’s  Adventure  Center,  Edmond  Town  Hall  (movies  etc.),  Eichler  Cove,  School
Lunches and Dog License.

2. Capital Projects and Capital and Nonrecurring Fund

 Capital  and  Nonrecurring  Fund -  Town–  A  multiyear  fund  where
funding can accumulate enabling the Town to acquire larger capital assets
on a pay-as-you-go basis.  Mainly funded are transferred from the General
Fund in the Annual Budget or budget transfer. 

 Capital  and Nonrecurring – Non-Lapsing, also known as Board of
Education Non-lapsing Education Fund– An account established under
CT Chapter 171 Section 10-248a. Board of Finance may deposit into a
non-lapsing account any unexpended funds from the prior fiscal year from
the Board of Education budgeted appropriation.

 Land Use – Open Space

 Parks & Recreation Surcharges

3. Debt Service Funds – Used to account for and report financial resources
that  are  restricted,  committed  or  assigned  to  expenditures  for  principal  and
interest, including resources being accumulated for principal and interest maturing
in future years. Excess bond proceeds are deposited into this fund. 

4. Permanent Funds  – Used to account for and report  resources that are
restricted to the extent  that  only earnings,  and not  principal,  may be used for
purposes  that  support  the  reporting  government’s  programs  –  that  is  for  the
benefit  of  the  government  or  its  citizenry.  Permanent  funds  do  NOT include
private purpose trust funds.  
e.g. Hawley School Trust, Edmond Town Hall Endowment and Newtown Flagpole Fund.

III. FUND BALANCE DEFINITIONS 

A. Fund Balance - The difference between the Town’s current assets (cash, short-term investments,
receivables)  expected  to  be  available  to  finance  operations  in  the  immediate  future  less  its
current liabilities and less Deferred Inflows of Resources. 

B. Fund balance is initially characterized as being Restricted and Unrestricted. 

2



TOWN OF NEWTOWN, CONNECTICUT 
General Fund Balance Policy 

C. Restricted Fund Balance Categories 

1. Non-spendable Fund Balance– Amounts that cannot be spent because they are
(a) not in spendable form  (such as inventory, prepaid items, long term portions of
notes receivables), or  (b)  legally or contractually required to be maintained intact
(such as the corpus of an endowment fund). 

2. Restricted Fund Balance - Amounts constrained to specific purposes by their
providers  (such  as  grantors,  bondholders,  and  higher  levels  of  government),
through constitutional provisions, or by enabling legislation. 

3. Committed Fund Balance– Amounts constrained to specific purposes by The
Board of Finance to be reported as committed, amounts cannot be used for any
other purposes unless the Board of Finance approves removal or change to the
constraint. 

a. The decision-making authority for purposes of this policy is the Board of Finance. 

4. Assigned  Fund  Balance–  Amounts  the  Town  intends  to  use  for  a  specific
purpose; intent can be expressed by the Town or by an official or body to which
the Town delegates the authority, i.e. open P.O.s at the end of the year.

a. Appropriations  of  existing  fund  balances  to  future  budgets  are  considered  Assigned  Fund
Balance. The Town shall not report an assignment that will result in deficit in Unassigned Fund
Balance. Negative fund balances cannot be considered assigned. 

b. The body authorized to assign amounts to a specific purpose for purposes of this policy is the
Board of Finance. 

c. When an expenditure is incurred for purposes for which both restricted and unrestricted fund
balances are available, the Town considers the restricted fund balance amount to have been spent
first until exhausted and then any available unrestricted fund balance. 

D. Unrestricted Fund Balance Categories 

1. Unassigned Fund Balance amounts that are available for any purpose as defined
in  this  policy;  these  amounts  are  reported  only  in  the  general  fund.  In  other
governmental  funds,  if  expenditures  incurred  exceeded  the  amounts  restricted,
committed or assigned it may be necessary to report a negative unassigned fund
balance.  

2. Unrestricted  Fund  Balance and  Unassigned  General  Fund  Balance  are
synonymous.

3. When an expenditure in incurred for purposes for which committed, assigned, or
unassigned amounts  are  available,  the Town considers the fund balance  to  be
spent in the following order:  committed, assigned, and then unassigned. 

3



TOWN OF NEWTOWN, CONNECTICUT 
General Fund Balance Policy 

IV. GENERAL FUND POLICY STATEMENT

A. The Unrestricted (Unassigned) General Fund Balance shall be no less than eight (8)
percent nor more than twelve (12) percent of the Town Budget (Charter 6-25).

B. The Board of Finance Consolidated Budget (Charter Section 6), shall provide for an
Unrestricted General Fund Balance within the range above.

C. In the event the Unrestricted General Fund Balance is greater than the range in IV.A.
above at the end of any fiscal year, , the Board of Finance shall, in consultation with
Town Executives, and in coordination with the Finance Director,  prepare and submit
to the Legislative Council for approval, one or a combination of the following means
to account for the excess: 

1. Transfer such excess to the Capital and Nonrecurring Fund - Town for future
capital projects. 

2. Transfer such excess to the Debt Service Fund for future debt payments. 

3. Use directly to reduce the tax rate in the subsequent year provided that care is
taken to avoid a major fluctuation in the tax rate in succeeding years. 

D. If at the end of a fiscal year, the Unrestricted Fund Balance falls below the range in
IV.A. above the Board of Finance shall in consultation with Town Executives, and in
coordination with the Finance Director, prepare and submit a plan for expenditure
reductions and or revenue increases. The Board of Finance shall take action necessary
to  restore  the  Unrestricted  Fund  Balance  to  acceptable  levels  determined  by this
policy. 

E. The  following  circumstances  may  justify  a  significantly  higher  minimum  target
levels: 

1. Significant volatility in operating revenues or operating expenditures. 

2. Potential drain on resources from other funds facing financial difficulties. 

3. Exposure to natural disasters (e.g. hurricanes).

4. Reliance on a single corporate taxpayer or upon a group of corporate taxpayers
in the same industry.

5. Rapidly growing budgets.

6. Disparities in timing between revenue collections and expenditures.

F. The use of Unrestricted General Fund Balance will be allowed under the following
circumstances: 

1. Operating emergencies 

2. Unanticipated budgetary shortfalls 

3. Over the limit in IV.A

4



TOWN OF NEWTOWN, CONNECTICUT 
General Fund Balance Policy 

V. Policy Review

This policy shall be reviewed by the Board of Finance at a minimum, on a bi-annual basis,
during the month of January in each odd numbered year.  Recommendations for change, if
any will be presented to the Legislative Council for approval   The Board of Finance in this
review process  shall  collaborate  with  the  Board  of  Selectmen,  Board  of  Education  and
Legislative Council. 

Adopted by Board of Finance: June 8, 2020.
 
Approved by the Legislative Council: _______________________
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