TOWNSHIP OF BYRAM
MEETING OF THE BYRAM TOWNSHIP OPEN SPACE COMMITTEE
10 Mansfield Drive, Stanhope NJ 07874
Monday, December 13, 2021 7:30 P.M.
The public will have an opportunity to comment at appropriate times during the meeting.
The following is the agenda to the extent known:
1. CALL MEETING TO ORDER
2. OPEN PUBLIC MEETING STATEMENT
This meeting is called pursuant to the provisions of the Open Public Meetings Law. This
meeting has been electronically sent to the newspapers, posted on the bulletin board of
the Municipal Building, and uploaded to Byram’s website, www.byramtwp.org not less
than 48 hours in advance of the meeting. In addition, a copy of this notice is on file in the
office of the Municipal Clerk.
3. ROLL CALL
4. OS FINANCIAL STATUS REPORT
a. Reserve for Open Space- $518,216.75
b. Reserve for Debt Service- $107,727.46
c. Planning Incentive Grant- $373, 180.54
5. APPROVAL OF MINUTES – October 11, 2021 Regular Meeting Minutes
6. OLD BUSINESS
A. Forest Stewardship
• Updates from Heather on Stand 20 project
B. Trails
• Status update on Trails Grant Application / Sussex County OS Fund
• Trails Map and App Updates- Trail forks updates
C. CO Johnson Park
• Dog Park Status Updates
D. Historical Society Historical Marker Request
7. NEW BUSINESS
A. 2021 Review - Discussion of 2021 goals & accomplishments
B. 2022 - Discussion of 2022 Goals & Objectives
8. MEMBER REPORTS – Reports from OS committee members on any actions by their
committees, if pertinent to OS.
8. OPEN TO THE PUBLIC
9. CLOSED SESSION- POTENTIAL ACQUISITIONS & DISCUSSION OF
PROFESSIONALS
A. Potential Acquisitions, Professional Services 2022
10. ANY OTHER BUSINESS THE COMMITTEE DEEMS NECESSARY
11. ADJOURNMENT
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17-286-56-000-001 Reserve - Open Space
From 01/01/2021 to 11/29/2021
Date
Source
PO#
Contract# Check #
Vendor#
Vendor/Description
Budget
Debit
Credit PO Encumber PO Payment
Balance (CR)*
========== ======== ======== ========== ========= ========= ============================================= ======= =========== ============ =========== =========== ===============
06/26/2020 ENC
12/10/2020 ENC
12/17/2020 ENC

01/01/2021
01/11/2021
01/20/2021
01/25/2021
01/31/2021
02/03/2021
02/17/2021
02/17/2021
02/24/2021
02/24/2021
02/28/2021
03/05/2021
03/17/2021
03/17/2021
03/17/2021
03/22/2021
03/31/2021
04/08/2021
04/30/2021
05/05/2021
05/05/2021
05/06/2021
05/12/2021
05/19/2021
05/31/2021
06/02/2021
06/16/2021
06/18/2021
06/30/2021
07/08/2021
07/31/2021
07/31/2021
08/25/2021
08/31/2021
09/08/2021
09/15/2021
09/22/2021
09/30/2021
10/06/2021
10/06/2021
10/06/2021
10/07/2021
10/20/2021
10/20/2021
11/22/2021
11/29/2021

GJ 61
DJ 75
GJ 17
ENC
RJ 375
DJ 176
DJ 420
DJ 550
ENC
ENC
RJ 404
ENC
DJ 865
DJ 868
DJ 869
RJ 551
RJ 1054
ENC
RJ 1238
DJ 1309
DJ 1338
ENC
ENC
DJ 1397
RJ 1418
DJ 1502
DJ 1613
ENC
RJ 1811
ENC
RJ 1908
GJ 89
ENC
RJ 2365
DJ 2500
ENC
DJ 2674
RJ 3027
DJ 2742
DJ 2745
DJ 2793
ENC
DJ 2825
DJ 2869
ENC
ENC

22407
22991
23040

22991

FOREST STEWARDSHIP WORK ON OPEN SPACE PARCEL
REVIEW OF E-MAIL FROM MR. SABATINI & PROPOSA
ENGINEERING & LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURAL SERVIC
ACTIVITY/BALANCE (YEAR START)

3190

1902

23230
22407
23040
23230
23366
23368
22407
23040
23366
23368

3269
3333
3337

3535
3581
3235

3493
3496
3497

3581
3535
3235

23514
23366
23514
23664
23704
23040

3686
3706

3535
3604

3740

3581

23704
23368
23857

3799
3846

649
3235

23941

24127
23366
24198
23368

4155

3535

4219

3235

23857
24198
24127
24261
23857
24261
24475
24496

4266
4269
4298

3581
3235
2291

4320
4360

3581
2291

To adjust Open Space Debt Service to Actual.
VOGEL, CHAIT, COLLINS AND SCHN REVIEW OF E-MA
6-2017 Improvement Authorization Cancelled R#
BYRAMOUTDOORS.ORG WEBSITE & DOMAIN REGISTRATI
January 2021 Interest
GRACIE & HARRIGAN CONSULTING F PARTICIPATION
FRENCH & PARRELLO ASSOCIATES, ENGINEERING &
GREENER BY DESIGN, LLC BYRAMOUTDOORS.ORG WEBS
FOREST STEWARDSHIP SERVICES - APPROVED 02/16/
OS & REC HOLDINGS MANAGEMENT - APPROVED 02/16
February 2021 Interest
2020 Services Completed.
FRENCH & PARRELLO ASSOCIATES, ENGINEERING &
GRACIE & HARRIGAN CONSULTING F PARTICIPATION
GREENER BY DESIGN, LLC JANUARY - MARCH 2021 O
Open Space-Gracie & Harrigan Consulting-Timbe
March 2021 Interest
ITEM #BS3500SP - BRITE STRIPER #3500 SELF-PRO
April 2021 Interest
GRACIE & HARRIGAN CONSULTING F PARTICIPATION
PIONEER MANUFACTURING COMPANY ITEM #BS3500SP
UPDATE HEADER LOGO & BYRAM TRAILS LOGO; RENAM
PREP NJ DEPE REPORTS
FRENCH & PARRELLO ASSOCIATES, MARCH/APRIL 20
May 2021 Interest
HAROLD E. PELLOW & ASSOCIATES, PREP NJ DEPE R
GREENER BY DESIGN, LLC APRIL - JUNE 2021 OPEN
ENGINEERING & LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE SERVICES
June 2021 Interest
QTY: 5,000 - 4/4, 100# GLOSS STOCK, FOLDED TO
July 2021 Interest
To record 2021 Tax Levy.
REMOVE TULIP ROTTEN AT BASE ON RIGHT SIDE OF
August 2021 Interest
GRACIE & HARRIGAN CONSULTING F TRAIL RECONNAI
07/21/2021 UPS SHIPPING CHARGES FOR GREEN ACR
GREENER BY DESIGN, LLC JULY - SEPTEMBER 2021
September 2021 Interest
FRENCH & PARRELLO ASSOCIATES, PROJECT MANAGE
GREENER BY DESIGN, LLC 07/21/2021 UPS SHIPPIN
TREE KING, INC. REMOVE TULIP ROTTEN AT BASE O
REMOVAL OF LARGE CRACKED TREE OVER HANGING RO
FRENCH & PARRELLO ASSOCIATES, PROJECT MANAGE
TREE KING, INC. REMOVAL OF LARGE CRACKED TREE
10/27 - OPEN SPACE COMMITTEE SPECIAL MEETING
FOREST STAND IMPROVEMENT WORK WITHIN CRANBURY

*RANGE*

5,437.50
80.00
8,200.00
-

479,057.40
27,518.14
(80.00)
20,060.60
96.00
207.05
(750.00)
(1,332.50)
(96.00)
5,000.00
12,000.00
199.60
(4,687.50)
(849.35)
(125.00)
(3,000.00)
1,600.00
234.45
5,338.52
211.26
(125.00)
(5,338.52)
1,500.00
96.75
(3,408.00)
195.86
(96.75)
(3,000.00)
39,525.00
236.11
625.00
214.18
110,430.00
4,640.00
248.16
(1,375.00)
190.70
(3,000.00)
250.49

(2,879.10)
(190.70)
(4,640.00)
1,875.00
(1,001.40)
(1,875.00)
10.80
1,200.00
------- ----------- ------------ ----------27,518.14
134,087.76
34,247.95

451,539.26
80.00
451,539.26
471,599.86
471,503.86
471,710.91
750.00
471,710.91
1,332.50
471,710.91
96.00
471,710.91
466,710.91
454,710.91
454,910.51
459,598.01
849.35
459,598.01
125.00
459,598.01
3,000.00
459,598.01
461,198.01
461,432.46
456,093.94
456,305.20
125.00
456,305.20
5,338.52
456,305.20
454,805.20
454,708.45
3,408.00
454,708.45
454,904.31
96.75
454,904.31
3,000.00
454,904.31
415,379.31
415,615.42
414,990.42
415,204.60
525,634.60
520,994.60
521,242.76
1,375.00
521,242.76
521,052.06
3,000.00
521,052.06
521,302.55
2,879.10
521,302.55
190.70
521,302.55
4,640.00
521,302.55
519,427.55
1,001.40
519,427.55
1,875.00
519,427.55
519,416.75
518,216.75
----------- --------------33,162.32
518,216.75

======= =========== ============ =========== =========== ===============
27,518.14
134,087.76
47,965.45
33,162.32
518,216.75

17-286-56-000-002 Reserve - Open Space (Debt Service)
From 01/01/2021 to 10/01/2021
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Date
Source
PO#
Contract# Check #
Vendor#
Vendor/Description
Budget Debit
Credit PO Encumber PO Payment Balance (CR)*
========== ======== ======== ========== ========= ========= ============================================= ======= ====== =========== ============ =========== ==============
ACTIVITY/BALANCE (YEAR START)
01/01/2021
03/23/2021
04/01/2021
08/19/2021
08/19/2021
10/01/2021
10/01/2021
*RANGE*

GJ 61
ENC
DJ 1008
ENC
ENC
DJ 2728
DJ 2730

23475
23475
24101
24102
24101
24102

2021024

2868

2021076
2021077

2868
2868

To adjust Open Space Debt Service to Actual.
SEMI-ANNUAL INTEREST PAYMENT - 2005 OPEN SPAC
THE DEPOSITORY TRUST COMPANY SEMI-ANNUAL INTE
PRINCIPAL PAYMENT - 2005 OPEN SPACE BOND
SEMI-ANNUAL INTEREST PAYMENT - 2005 OPEN SPAC
THE DEPOSITORY TRUST COMPANY PRINCIPAL PAYMEN
THE DEPOSITORY TRUST COMPANY SEMI-ANNUAL INTE

-

149,809.32
27,518.14

4,800.00
(4,800.00)
60,000.00
4,800.00
(60,000.00)
(4,800.00)
------- ------ ----------- -----------27,518.14
-

177,327.46
172,527.46
4,800.00
172,527.46
112,527.46
107,727.46
60,000.00
107,727.46
4,800.00
107,727.46
----------- -------------69,600.00
107,727.46

======= ====== =========== ============ =========== ==============
27,518.14
69,600.00
107,727.46

file:///C:/Users/jsabatini/AppData/Local/Fund%20Accounting/creports/ACTFASREP1728656000001P.html

12/7/2021

OPEN SPACE MEETING – November 3, 2021
Members Present: Joseph Sabatini, Ray Bonker, Russel Raffay, John Morytko, Eric Duch, Scott Yappen,
Alex Rubenstein
Also present: Michael Piga, Ben Spinelli, and Caitlin Phillips
John Morytko called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.
Welcome a New Member- Alexander Rubenstein has been appointed as a member to the Committee.
OS Financial Status Report:
Reserve for Open Space- $521,052.06
Reserve for Debt Service- $107,727.46
Mr. Sabatini noted that the Finance Department posted the Open Space levy and will move a percentage of that
into the reserve for debt service at the end of the year. Mr. Bonker said they used to track the outstanding
balance on the bonds as well.
Trails
Sussex County Open Space Trails Grant
Mr. Spinelli said this Trail Grant program has a maximum amount of $5,000. They allow in-kind services from
the municipality to serve as part of the match. The materials costed out would help as a reserve for later
projects. This grant is a reimbursement type grant, so invoices would be presented for this. He incorporated the
use of volunteers for this. They may want to go back to the County next year for a Phase 2 grant. He anticipates
that this grant application would be favorably viewed, likely a lot of grant applications being submitted. This
requires a Council resolution of recommendation, which Mr. Spinelli can draft. Mr. Bonker asked about the
deadline being December 2nd; Mr. Spinelli said it’s ready to go for that date barring any edits. Mayor
Rubenstein asked what this grant is for. Mr. Spinelli said it’s for purchasing materials to mark out and sign the
trail systems, to start an early phase of Byram’s trail goals. Mr. Bonker noted that this encompasses the three
new trails at CO Johnson Park and the trail behind the future dog park.
Mr. Sabatini asked if these numbers for the DPW have been validated and reviewed with Mike. Mr. Spinelli
said no, he’s looking to see if the Committee thinks these are accurate—he used an hourly rate plus a percentage
for benefits. He also put volunteer time, which needs to be calculated at $15 an hour. Mayor Rubenstein asked
what the County has in their Trust Fund. Mr. Sabatini confirmed that the matching requirement is dollar-fordollar, so this project should be closer to $10,000 rather than $31,000. He noted what they’re spending, timewise, for this project is not worth the $5,000. Mr. Spinelli said he doesn’t think they’ll actually use all that time,
it’ll be done mostly by volunteers. Mr. Sabatini asked who manages the volunteers. Mayor Rubenstein noted
that the Sussex County Trust Fund has $4.9 million. Mr. Bonker said that’s the acquisition of land fund. Mr.
Spinelli explained that over the summer they created a new category of grant for trails, paid out of the same
trust fund. They’ve set up a grant program that has a maximum award of $5,000. Mr. Sabatini said the other
money is marked for farmland preservation; Mr. Bonker said 90% goes to farmland. Mayor Rubenstein said this
doesn’t seem like enough money. Mr. Bonker noted that there will be another program for maintenance issues.
Mr. Spinelli said this grant isn’t the stewardship portion yet. Mr. Morytko noted that we’re doing the projects
anyway, so having any grant money will help this process along. Mr. Sabatini noted there’s no project plan; it’s
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not outlined which volunteers are part of this and who is leading them, and there needs to be further information
about the kiosk funds and design details. He thinks this should be submitted as a multi-phase project. He thinks
the cost of materials and hours for building each kiosk will be more than presented. Mr. Raffay said the design
presented would be more like $500 for the lumbar, with a day and a half for each kiosk with a few people
working on it. Mr. Morytko said he doesn’t envision the DPW building these; they need to account for the
volunteers. He thinks that for the project, you can demonstrate that someone like the DPW will build these, to
show the labor costs, but it doesn’t necessarily need to be them. Mr. Sabatini said he doesn’t want to put in all
this work for only $5,000; the project should be presented to reflect the scope of work encompassed by the grant
funds. That way, the projects can be put in phases and it can be covered for each step.
Mr. Morytko noted that they should be getting grants to fit projects they want to do, rather than come up with
projects to get a grant. For this grant, these are trails they’re planning on working on. Mr. Bonker said they
should look at this as the beginning of an annuity; they’ll apply for this every year and can let them know more
money will be needed for all the projects the Committee is looking to accomplish. Mr. Sabatini noted that the
amount of time and resources to accomplish this project is not worth the money awarded. He added that if this
is something we really want, the Committee could pay to have someone come in rather than rely on volunteers.
Thinking this is “free money” doesn’t consider the coordination of efforts to get the project done. Mr. Duch
noted that there are a lot of volunteers in town, but they lack a trails committee to take the task up and maintain
the trails. Mr. Morytko noted that they should strive to include volunteers, but understands what Mr. Sabatini
about organizing people. Mayor Rubenstein noted that they all want the project to happen, and they know the
public wants it, so they should just get it done and have the grant cover what it can. Mr. Sabatini said that part
of Heather’s scope of work is getting volunteers together for trail maintenance, and that would tie into this.
Mr. Duch asked if there are other options to ask for money through the County. Mr. Spinelli said right now this
is the only grant available. He agrees with Mr. Sabatini about the approach of the grant process, doing the trails
in parts with an encompassing application. Mr. Yappen said he’d be interested in drafting a “reconsider” letter
noting that there is a need for more than $5,000 for the projects they’re after. There was further discussion on
the trails included in this grant. Mr. Spinelli confirmed the trails would be from Cranberry Overlook to Old
Indian Spring, and the dog park to Tamarack. Mr. Sabatini added there’d be kiosks for those trails. Mr. Bonker
said he’s be okay with doing a bit more for the grant and have half covered, but doesn’t want to lose the
narrative that they have multiple phases to this project. Showing there’s more to these projects would
demonstrate the need for more grant money being offered. Mr. Morytko said if they can package them in a way
to communicate that to the County, it should be presented that way with the projected total of all projects. Right
now, Mr. Spinelli has to reorganize the application to reflect the Committee discussion. Mr. Morytko confirmed
the Committee is on board with this being presented to the Council once the plan and resolution are prepared.
There was further discussion about the pricing for this project; Mr. Spinelli recommended including extra tools
and markers to make sure those are available when needed. Mr. Sabatini noted it should be priced relative to the
scope of work being done, with the assumption they’ll use outside labor. Mr. Duch said he doesn’t see any trail
work presented; Mr. Spinelli said there’s not much to be done. Mr. Sabatini confirmed the area for parking is
not listed in the scope of work. Mr. Spinelli said if they want a parking area, they’d put a post area and gravel
for cars to park there. They don’t need permission to do that, because the gravel would be on an existing pulloff.
Mr. Sabatini motioned to allow Mr. Spinelli to put the scope of work together for Mr. Morytko’s approval, with
the understanding that there’d be a completed application and resolution by next Thursday. Mr. Duch seconded
this motion, and all were in favor.
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Parks
Dog Park Design Update
Mike Piga from French and Parrello spoke on behalf of the dog park project. Mr. Sabatini said there’s a
subcommittee that have met a few times to review the layout of the dog park. The next step is for French and
Parrello to go to the DEP for a pre-application process regarding permitting. There’s 2 versions of the park, the
difference being parking. The goal would be to locate the larger parking across the street, and have permission
from the DEP to do that without impacting other improvements for the park. If they don’t agree to that, then the
proposal is to go with the large parking lot. The ideal scenario is the smaller parking lot for trailhead and park
access. Mr. Piga showed Concept A with a 24-car parking lot. Entering the site to the south is the dog park, with
2 main entrances for large and small dogs. Both sides have their own equipment and seating. One acre is for the
large dogs and half an acre is for the small dogs. The exits are also separate, with spaces for if a dog is not
cooperating. They made the proposed shed larger and moved it towards the rear. There will also be trees and
garbage cans. Mr. Duch asked about the outside of the dog park area, regarding the materials; Mr. Piga said it
would be kept as natural as possible. They’d change where the trail began, moving it to the parking lot, and
relocate the timber kiosk and tie into the trails. Mr. Sabatini said there is no water or electric. He noted that
they’ll assume people will bring the water their dogs need; the area is shaded and natural with little disturbance.
Having water and electric would be a challenge in expenditure. Mr. Piga said they could put a sign reminding
people to bring your own water.
Mr. Duch asked about area maintenance. Mr. Sabatini said the DPW would come in through the trail; there’s a
gate to bring in the equipment. They want to keep the maintenance away from the front entrance of the park.
Mr. Duch asked if the trails will be maintained; Mr. Sabatini said the trail will be widened, but not paved. The
trail will be relocated since it goes through the proposed park. Mr. Duch noted the trails can be muddy, and
wants them to be aware of this for equipment going through. Mr. Yappen asked about the sizing of the park. Mr.
Piga said they looked at other dog park sizes, and they’re typically about the same as what’s proposed. Mr.
Sabatini said they did a topographic survey and there’s little disturbance needed. It was shifted because of the
existing terrain. There’s not a lot of work needed besides erecting the fencing areas, and most of the work is
towards the parking.
Mr. Piga said for Plan B is 126 parking spaces with additional handicap spaces. They haven’t shown how the
detention would work for this; there may be a rain garden, and they’ll have some plantings. The rest of the
design is the same. Mr. Sabatini wants to ensure that there’s no encroachment on a nearby easement. Mr. Duch
asked about a path from the parking to the baseball area. Mr. Piga said they’re not trying to entice people to
walk down the Roseville Road area. Mr. Duch said the larger parking area is ideal for the residents in the area
for better access. Mr. Sabatini said the Committee’s recommendation is Plan A. There’s an existing parking lot
on the other side of the street, and they could possibly extend it to the right of the soccer fields. Under the
Highlands requirements, the footprint can only increase by a certain percentage. They’re trying to show the
DEP that they can do Plan B, but it’s not ideal. If relief can be granted, they’d like to downside the parking so
that the trail and dog park access is emphasized, and then put the remaining parking on the other side, without it
impacting the percentages they’re depending on for the CO Johnson project. If the DEP says no, then they’d
have to go to Plan B. Mr. Duch noted Plan A parking will be filled by people attending events, and then dog
park patrons won’t have a spot. He thinks Plan B gives more options for developing CO Johnson. Mr. Morytko
said ideally they have the parking on the side of the parks so that people are directed to the use they’re there for.
There was further discussion about parking. At the DEP meeting, they’ll get an indication of any concerns to
address in the final design. They’ll also get more indication about stormwater management. Mr. Duch wants to
know the difference in cost for each stormwater plan. Mr. Piga noted they’ll also looking at this from a safety
perspective. Mr. Bonker said the next step after the DEP meeting is to present to the Council with cost
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estimates. Mr. Piga said he’ll let them know when they’ll meet with the DEP. Mr. Bonker said he wants this
work to begin in the spring.
Approval of Minutes – August 9, 2021
Mr. Bonker motioned to approve the minutes, seconded by Mr. Yappen. All in favor. Motion carried.
Invoices
The Committee reviewed the invoices submitted, which were already paid.
OLD BUSINESS
Forest Stewardship
Stand 20 Review
This is focused on taking down small and medium trees to open up the forest and promote growth. Ms. Gracie
included 3 bids from companies who would do this work. Mr. Bonker noted this is the most recently acquired
property, where trails would be put in. This seems like a high impact, low cost area. Mr. Sabatini said if this is
in the approved scope of work, it doesn’t need to go back to the Council. Mr. Morytko said they’ll give her
direction to go ahead with Tim’s Timber for this project. The three bids were for $1,200; $1,950; and $2,500,
with the lowest cost being their recommendation. Mr. Sabatini motioned to tell Ms. Gracie to continue with the
$1,200 bid, seconded by Mayor Rubenstein. All were in favor.
Potential Musconetcong River Kayak Launch
Continental Drive Location
Mr. Morytko said he looked at this location and it would definitely be a project. Mayor Rubenstein and Mr.
Raffay also walked the area and agree that it would not be easy. Mayor Rubenstein thinks if this is something
they’d want, they’d likely need to get an engineer to look at the area and see if it’s feasible. Mr. Raffay said it’d
be very steep to go down there, and parking was an issue. Mr. Duch asked about the Waterloo Road side. Mayor
Rubenstein asked if there’s any demand for this. Mr. Duch said he thinks there’s demand but the access is
limited. Mr. Sabatini said Waterloo Village has existing kayaking now; if there’s a way to work with them to
have parking there, they could get into the lake area. Mr. Morytko said that was his thought as well after
inspecting the Continental Drive location. It meets the desire to attract people, and partners with Waterloo,
which is a great asset to the town. Mr. Sabatini said there’s also access there to other tributaries. The access
would likely be through the maintenance gate if it is allowed. Mr. Duch noted it’d be important to discuss how
that would impact their patrons on the site. Mr. Morytko said he’d reach out to Waterloo to get that discussion
going.
Historic Preservation
Lost Hamlet of Byram Historic Markers
The Historic Commission went to the county to discuss markers. They’ve been approved for one. They’ve asked if the
Committee would be willing to fund one of the markers, or cover some of the cost. The total would be about $1,200.
The location of the marker was discussed. Mr. Sabatini said he doesn’t have an issue paying for this out of the Open
Space Trust, but the Mr. Gonzalez needs to submit an application with a request for funding, that would go, by
recommendation from the Committee, to the Council. The application should have a narrative with a sample of the sign
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and where it’s located and why it’s important. Mr. Sabatini said he must have submitted an application to the county, so
he could use the details from there. Mr. Duch said he’d want to see what will be on the sign.

MEMBER REPORTS
Mr. Bonker said the Council has discussed Subcommittee meetings, and they decided to let the Subcommittees
choose if they want zoom or in-person meetings, or hybrid meetings. Mr. Bonker said that for the Open Space
Committee zoom makes sense, because it would help to have professionals present. Mayor Rubenstein said he
prefers virtual meetings, and Mr. Duch said he thinks other meetings have had higher participation with they
were online. Mr. Yappen said the Recreation Committee has been meeting in person, and he prefers this. Mr.
Morytko said he’s okay either way. Mr. Raffay said he agrees with Mr. Bonker that it’s easier to coordinate on
Zoom. Mr. Sabatini said the majority of the Committees seem to prefer Zoom for the flexibility, and when
people are away, they can still attend. He noted that some of the recent Recreation meetings had trouble with a
quorum, so having zoom meetings could help make sure enough people are there to vote. Mr. Morytko said
there may be times where an in-person meeting would be better, for special circumstances, but they’ll just
advertise it that way when something comes up.
Mr. Duch said they had an invasive event last month in Glenside Woods. The property was in good shape, but
they had an issue following the trail in terms of blazes. He thinks this is an example of how a trails group could
help.
OPEN TO THE PUBLIC
Mr. Morytko opened to the public. No one from the public came forward. Mr. Morytko closed to the public.
ADJOURN – Motion by Mr. Sabatini, second by Mr. Bonker, to adjourn the meeting at 10:30 p.m. All
members in favor.
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