
2022 BUDGET STATEMENT – DECEMBER, 2021 

 

Last night, December 1, the Rockland County Budget, which 

determines the tax levy that represents about 8 percent of 

our property tax bill, was adopted by the legislature by a 

vote of 15 – 1 with one absent. The county portion of the tax 

is collected with the town tax in January of each year. The 

budget calls for a 0% tax increase. 

 

I voted against the adoption due to certain amendments that 

were submitted the night before to the budget and finance 

committee of which, by choice, I am not a member. Those 

amendments, except for my own, were all brought forward 

by the Democratic Majority. The amendments have no effect 

on altering the 0% tax increase. 

 

The budget now goes to the county executive for approval or 

veto, which also includes a line item veto alternative. 

 

My amendment was to eliminate an outside budget 

consultant that has been annually hired at $70,000.00 per 

year and provide those funds to the county gun violence 

prevention program administered by the sheriff. Last year I 

brought the same amendment with the funds allocated to 

reduce the tax levy, however, with a 0% tax increase 

applying those funds to the tax levy would result in an 

infinitesimal property tax decrease and under current New 

York State law reduce our tax levy requirement for the 

following year, also infinitesimal. In other words, generally 

speaking, the municipality would have to take in more 

revenue than expenses by the decrease in the levy, an issue 

that needs to be addressed. 



 

Last year the amendment was voted down unanimously, 

which I continue to shake my head at. While the 

presentation is professional, in my opinion it has run its 

course and no longer provides any significant value to the 

process. We have a qualified fiscal analyst and a seasoned 

finance department already in place and almost all 

legislators have been in office for at least six years. The 

reasoning was it helps some legislators. While I have no 

qualms about allocating funds to gun prevention, it was my 

amendment to begin with, the majority re-routed funds from 

another source. In affect it became a triangular amendment 

with competing visions of the funding source. 

 

The amendment was moved by legislator Hofstein to 

reconsider returning to my original funding source, and then 

seconded by two members of the majority, for discussion – a 

positive sign. While the motion ultimately failed, 7-2, it 

produced a needed discussion, again, a possible positive 

sign for next year. The re-allocation did not factor into my 

final vote as the program is much too important.  

 

More importantly, aside from the above, I could not in good 

conscious vote to accept an amendment to raise the 

salaries of legislators by $15,000.00 each from the current 

$49,500.00 to $64,500.00, a total of $275,000.00 which 

includes social security tax and the MTA tax. We just voted 

ourselves a raise for $17,000.00 each two years ago. In 

relation to other county salaries and similar bodies 

throughout the state, the salary is not out of line. I 

potentially had been amenable to a much smaller amount, 



but no discussion and an all or nothing approach by the 

majority left me no option.  

 

Nor would I accept an amendment at this time that would 

add four additional employees to the Board of Elections 

(BOE) at a cost of $400,000.00.  

 

The BOE has an inherent problem as it requires a 

corresponding position based on political party affiliation. If 

there is a need for one new hire you have to hire two and so 

on and so on. My irritation with this is most legislators were 

blindsided as this only came up this past Monday. Until just 

prior to the vote to adopt the budget the county was footing 

the bill, however, the $400,000.00 will be charged back to 

the towns. Whether the towns are aware of this I do not 

know. 

 

Further frustrating was the difficulty in determining whether 

the positions were needed due to some conflicting 

statements made to me. Having someone say they are just 

needed with no presentation of need and actual budget 

numbers was unacceptable to me. We could have amended 

the amendment to simply set funding aside until a 

presentation was made. 

 

There was an additional amendment to eliminate the motor 

vehicle tax of $1,500,000.00, offset by projected salary 

savings. The elimination of the tax affects the portion of the 

bi-annual tax vehicle owners pay on registration that the 

county receives on New York State registration fees. While 

eliminating a tax is never a bad thing it only affects vehicle 

owners and is a minimal savings to consumers. I would have 



much rather seen us keep the revenue stream and move to 

explore reducing the county’s high sales tax rate and/or 

explore a tax cut next year, which despite the hurdles of tax 

cap requirements I believe can be achieved. Tax cuts that 

effect a wider swath of residents. 

 

While the overall budget is acceptable, voting for 

amendments you do not believe in prevented me from voting 

to adopt. I have made several suggestions in the past that a 

vote on each amendment would allow members to express 

their concerns and cast a no vote, but not preclude them 

from voting against the overall budget. 

 

 

 


