


. AUTHORIZATION FOR SUPERVISOR TO ENTER INTO CLEANING SERVICES
AGREEMENT WITH ROCHESTER REHABILITATION (Tina Kolaczyk)

. AWARD OF RFP#204 COLACINO INDUSTRIES INC FOR CONSTRUCTION

SERVICES FOR PUMP STATION 18 ELECTRICAL UPGRADE (Gloria Dunton)

. APPROVAL OF ACQUISITION OF AN EASEMENT BY THE MONROE COUNTY
WATER AUTHORITY PURSUANT TO §1096(6-a) OF NEW YORK’S PUBLIC
AUTHORITIES LAW - 7134 & 7136 CHALLENGER CIRCLE (Sheila Chalifoux)

. APPROVE SETTLEMENT OF PENDING TAX ASSESSMENT LITIGATION WITH CECI,
LLC — 830 CANNING PARKWAY (Sheila Chalifoux)

. APPROVE SETTLEMENT OF PENDING TAX ASSESSMENT LITIGATION WITH
VHCP Il LLC (NETLINK) - 7670-7676 NETLINK DRIVE (Sheila Chalifoux)

. APPROVE SETTLEMENT OF PENDING TAX ASSESSMENT LITIGATION WITH
VHCP |l LLC (NETLINK) - 820 PHILLIPS ROAD (Sheila Chalifoux)

. APPROVE SETTLEMENT OF PENDING TAX ASSESSMENT LITIGATION WITH
DIFELICE LANDS LLC, DIFELICE STRUCTURES LLC, PFM ENTERPRISES LLC,
ROUTE 96 PROPERTIES LLC, DIFELICE ASSOCIATES LP, VHP LLC, 51 VHP LLC,
833 PHILLIPS LLC and AUBURN HILLS LLC (Sheila Chalifoux)

. APPROVE SETTLEMENT OF PENDING TAX ASSESSMENT LITIGATION WITH
VHCP, LLC - 7612 COUNTY ROAD 42 (Sheila Chalifoux)

. AUTHORIZING THE SUPERVISOR TO ENTER INTO A LICENSE AND HOLD

HARMLESS AGREEMENT AT 783 DUCK HOLLOW (TAX MAP #16.07-1-5.00) TO
ALLOW A FENCE TO ENCROACH ONTO THE TOWN'S UTILITY EASEMENTS (Jack
Marren)

. RESOLUTION TO AUTHORIZE SUPERVISOR TO EXECUTE A PERMANENT UTILITY

EASEMENT WITH RG&E (Jack Marren)

. SET PUBLIC HEARING — LOCAL LAW NO. -2016 TO AMEND THE VICTOR
TOWN CODE AT CHAPTER 211 ENTITLED “ZONING,” SECTION 211-3B ENTITLED
“GENERAL REGULATIONS FOR LAND USE,” AND SECTION 211-24C(8) ENTITLED
“LIGHT INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT REGULATIONS,” TO PERMIT PRIOR
NONCONFORMING SINGLE AND TWO-FAMILY USES IN COMMERCIAL,
COMMERCIAL/LIGHT INDUSTRIAL, AND LIGHT INDUSTRIAL DISTRICTS TO HAVE
CUSTOMARY ACCESSORY USES AND STRUCTURES (Jack Marren)

. SET PUBLIC HEARING - LOCAL LAW NO. __- 2016 TO AMEND THE VICTOR TOWN
CODE AT CHAPTER 211 ENTITLED “ZONING” IN ORDER TO MODIFY THE
PLANNED DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT KNOWN AS “EASTVIEW COMMONS” (Jack

Marren)







































B. Where it is determined that competitive bidding is not required pursuant to the General Municipal
Law, the basis of such determination shall be documented and kept with the documentation supporting
that purchasing activity.

C. Where permissible and agreeable by the vendor, contracts procured may be made available for use
by any state or other political subdivision or district therein.

Section 39-4.  Procedure for procurement of goods, services and contracts not requiring competitive
bidding.
The following methods and procedures shall be utilized for purchases where it is determined, pursuant
to § 39-3 herein, that competitive bidding is not required, unless the purchase qualifies as an exception
under § 39-6 herein or is contrary to law.
A. All estimated purchases of goods, supplies, equipment and professional services of:
(1) Up to $1,500 (per fiscal year) of purchases: to be made at the discretion of an authorized
purchaser.
(2) From $1,500.01 to $2,500: require at least one telephone or fax/written response to request for
proposal or request for quote.
(3) From $2,500.01 to $5,000: requires at least two of any of the following: telephone or fax/written
response to request for proposal, written quotation or verbal quotation.
(4) From $5,000.01 to $10,000: requires at least three of any of the following: written response to
request for proposal, written quotation.
(5) From $10,000.01 to $20,000: requires at least three of any of the following: written response to
request for proposal, written quotation, and also requires the prior express approval of the Town
Board, except where such purchase has been approved by the Town Board via a specific line item in
the budgeting process.
B. All estimated public work contracts of:
(1) Up to $2,500 of purchases: to be made at the discretion of an authorized purchaser.
(2) From $2,500.01 to $10,000: requires at least one of any of the following: written response to
request for proposal, written quotation or verbal quotation.
(3) From $10,000.01 to $20,000.00: requires at least two of any of the following: written response to
request for proposal, written quotation or verbal quotation.
(4) From $20,000.01 to $35,000: requires at least three of any of the following: written response to
request for proposal or written quotation, and also requires the prior express approval of the Town
Board, except where such purchase has been approved by the Town Board via a specific line item in
the budgeting process.
C. Inability to obtain quotes or locate qualified vendors for proposals: A good faith effort shall be made
to satisfy the required number of quotes and/or proposals. However, if the purchaser is unable to satisfy
the requirement for quotes and/or proposals, that purchaser shall document attempts made to meet
that requirement. In no event shall the inability to meet the requirement for number of quotes and/or
proposals be a bar to procurement where a good faith effort has been made by the purchaser.
D. Documentation required:
(1) Any request for proposal shall sufficiently describe the requirements of the contract or the
desired goods, quantity of goods and particulars of delivery. The purchaser shall compile and keep a
list of all vendors/service providers from whom written or verbal quotations have been received
and/or requested.
(2) All information gathered in complying with the methods and/or procedures set forth in this
chapter shall be preserved and filed with the documentation supporting the purchasing activity.
E. Payment. Claims for payment shall be audited by the Town Board pursuant to New York Town Law
§119 prior to payment thereof.



F. Status. The Finance Department shall have KVS access available to departments for their clerks to
process their monthly report to each department head, committee chair and board Chair, setting forth
available budget monies and monthly expenses.

G. Tracking. The Finance Department shall have KVS access available to each department so their clerks
can have and provide to their department head, board chair and committee chair documentation which
tracks the progress of and completion of procurement expenditures.

H. Standardization. Upon resolution, the Town may standardize a particular contract by establishing, for
example, a particular kind or brand of equipment, materials or supplies required for reasons of
efficiency or economy. The basis for the standardization shall be set forth in such resolution.

Section 39-5.  Award to lowest responsible bidder or on basis of best value.
A. Lowest responsible bidder. Unless awarded on the basis of best value, as further specified herein,
where a purchase or contract is subject to competitive bidding, the lowest responsible quote shall be
awarded unless the purchaser prepares a written justification providing reasons why it is in the best
interest of the Town and its taxpayers to make an award to other than the low bidder. If a bidder is not
deemed responsible, facts supporting that judgment shall also be documented and filed with the record
supporting the procurement.
B. Best value. A contract may be awarded on the basis of best value for purchase contracts (including
contracts for service work, but excluding any purchase contracts necessary for the completion of a
public works contract pursuant to Article 8 of the Labor Law) as authorized in § 103 of the General
Municipal Law and as defined in § 163 of the State Finance Law, and as more specifically set forth below.
(1) Pursuant to the New York State Finance Law, "best value" shall be the contract which optimizes
quality, cost and efficiency among responsive and responsible offers.
(2) Where a bid is awarded based upon best value, the basis for such award shall be documented
and shall reflect, wherever possible, objective and quantifiable analysis.

Section 39-6.  Exceptions; circumstances not requiring competitive bidding.

Except where directed by the Town Board or as specified herein, compliance with the competitive
bidding process set forth in New York General Municipal Law shall not be required under the following
circumstances (These circumstances shall be known as "exceptions" to this chapter.):

A. Acquisition of professional services.

B. Emergencies.

C. Procurement for which there is no viable alternative or competition, also known as "sole source"
situations.

D. Goods purchased from agencies for the blind or severely handicapped.

E. Goods purchased from a correctional facility.

F. Goods purchased through a county contract.

G. Goods purchased through a state contract.

H. Goods purchased through another governmental agency, including federal, local governments, and
schools or BOCES.

I. Goods purchased at an auction.

J. Surplus/secondhand materials, supplies and equipment from certain other governments.

K. Goods or contracts for which the expenditure is so little that solicitation of quotes would be cost
prohibitive.

L. Where the requirement of quotes/proposals would violate New York Law.

M. Goods purchased for less than $1,500.

N. Public Works contracts for less than $2,500.



0. Piggybacking. The purchase of apparatus, materials, equipment and supplies, or a contract for
services related to the installation, maintenance or repair of those items, through the use of contracts
let by the United States or any agency thereof, any state or any other political subdivision or district
therein, all as more particularly set forth in General Municipal Law § 103(16).
(1) In order for this to qualify as a valid exception to competitive bidding, the underlying original
contract must have been made available to other governmental agencies and must have been let to
the lowest responsibie bidder or via best value, consistent with New York General Municipal Law §
103(16).
now, therefore be it

RESOLVED that the Contract Procedures set forth herein be adopted by the Town Board and
shall be followed by all Town employees, and be it further

RESOLVED that copies of this resolution be sent to all Town of Victor Department Heads, Rob
Anderson, and David Hou.






























Continued

Original Assessed

Revised Assessed

Owner Address [Tax ID #] Values for 2012, 2013, | Values for 2012, 2013,
2014 and 2015 2014 and 2015

DiFelice Lands LLC 716 Ashford Way $78,700.00 $78,700.00
[15.02-1-42.000]

Route 96 Properties Break of Day Road $70,000.00 $70,000.00

LLC [28.04-1-13.100]

Route 98 Properties Break of Day Road $61,000.00 $61,000.00

LLC [28.04-1-14.000]

DiFelice Lands LLC 7600 State Route 251 $100,000.00 $100,000.00
[15.01-1-39.000]

PFM Enterprises LLC 963 Oak Ridge Drive $248,000.00 $248,000.00
[15.03-2-8.000]

PFM Enterprises LLC 7472 State Route 251 $145,000.00 $145,000.00

[15.01-1-26.100]

WHEREAS, the assessments of the parcels set forth below shall remain unchanged and RPTL
§727 shall not apply to hold these assessments in the future; and it is therefore

Owner

Address

Tax ID #

PFM Enterprises LLC

5998 State Route 96

29.11-1-21.100

PFM Enterprises LLC

5696 State Route 96

29.00-2-14.000

Route 96 Properties LLC

6527 Anthony Drive

28.00-1-49.330

Route 96 Properties LLC

6532 Anthony Drive

28.00-1-49.311

Route 96 Properties LLC

6534 Anthony Drive

28.00-1-49.311

Route 96 Properties LLC

6535 Anthony Drive

28.00-1-49.340

Route 96 Properties LLC

6536 Anthony Drive

28.00-1-49.311

Route 96 Properties LLC

6543 Anthony Drive

28.04-1-49.351

Route 96 Properties LLC

6548 Anthony Drive

28.02-1-49.390

Route 96 Properties LLC

Break of Day Road

28.04-1-14.100

Route 96 Properties LLC

Break of Day Road

28.04-1-13.000

Auburn Hills LLC

Modock Road (Ph. 2)

27.00-1-10.200

Auburn Hills LLC

Modock Road (Ph. 2)

27.00-1-11.110

Auburn Hills LLC

Modock Road (Ph. 2)

27.00-1-11.111

Auburn Hills LLC

Modock Road (Ph. 1)

27.00-1-11.120

Auburn Hills LLC

State Route 251 (Ph. 1)

15.03-3-100.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1046 Warters Cove

15.03-3-30.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1044 Warters Cove

15.03-3-29.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1042 Warters Cove

15.03-3-28.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1040 Warters Cove

15.03-3-27.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1038 Warters Cove

15.03-3-26.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1005 Warters Cove

15.03-3-25.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1007 Warters Cove

15.03-3-24.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1009 Warters Cove

15.03-3-23.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1011 Warters Cove

15.03-3-22.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1013 Warters Cove

15.03-3-21.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1015 Warters Cove

15.03-3-20.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1010 Warters Cove

15.03-3-19.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1006 Warters Cove

15.03-3-18.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1032 Warters Cove

15.03-3-17.000
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Continued

Owner

Address

Tax 1D #

Auburn Hills LLC

1006 Warters Cove

15.03-3-18.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1032 Warters Cove

15.03-3-17.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1018 Warters Cove

15.03-3-16.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1026 Warters Cove

15.03-3-15.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1021 Warters Cove

15.03-3-14.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1023 Warters Cove

15.03-3-13.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1025 Warters Cove

15.03-3-12.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1026 Warters Cove

15.03-3-15.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1027 Warters Cove

15.03-3-11.000

Auburn Hills LLC

1029 Warters Cove

15.03-3-10.000

Auburn Hills LLC 1031 Warters Cove 15.03-3-9.000
Auburn Hills LLC 1033 Warters Cove 15.03-3-8.000
Auburn Hills LLC 1035 Warters Cove 15.03-3-7.000
Auburn Hills LLC 1039 Warters Cove 15.03-3-6.000
Auburn Hills LLC 1041 Warters Cove 15.03-3-5.000
Auburn Hills LLC 1043 Warters Cove 15.03-3-4.000
Auburn Hills LLC 1045 Warters Cove 15.03-3-3.000
Auburn Hills LLC 1047 Warters Cove 15.03-3-2.000
Auburn Hills LLC 1049 Warters Cove 15.03-3-1.000

RESOLVED that the Town Board approves a settlement of the 2012, 2013, 2014 and 2015
actions in which certain assessments on the Subject Property will be reduced without refunds
and RPTL §727 shali apply, and the assessments of other parcels will remain the same and
RPTL §727 shall apply and the assessment of other parcels will remain the same and RPTL
§727 shall not apply, all as set forth above; and be it further

RESOLVED that the attorneys for the Town may seek Court approval for the proposed
settlement and, if approved by the Court, the assessments of the Subject Property will be
reduced or remain the same as set forth above; and be it further

RESOLVED that the Town Supervisor and Chalifoux Law, P.C. are authorized to execute all
documents necessary to effectuate the referenced settlement; and be it further

RESOLVED that a copy of this Resolution be forwarded to Chalifoux Law, P.C., Assessor
Wayne Pickering, the Victor Central School District, the Ontario County Department of Real
Property Tax Services and Town Clerk Debra Denz.


















