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State of New York
Offi ce of the State Comptroller

Division of Local Government
and School Accountability

April 2008

Dear Local Offi cials:

A top priority of the Offi ce of the State Comptroller is to help local government offi cials manage 
government resources effi ciently and effectively and, by so doing, provide accountability for tax 
dollars spent to support government operations. The Comptroller oversees the fi scal affairs of local 
governments statewide, as well as compliance with relevant statutes and observance of good business 
practices. This fi scal oversight is accomplished, in part, through our audits, which identify opportunities 
for improving operations and Town Board governance. Audits also can identify strategies to reduce 
costs and to strengthen controls intended to safeguard local government assets.

Following is a report of our audit of the Town of North Greenbush, entitled Management of the Water 
District #14 Capital Project. This audit was conducted pursuant to Article V, Section 1 of the State 
Constitution, and the State Comptroller’s authority as set forth in Article 3 of the General Municipal 
Law.

This audit’s results and recommendations are resources for local government offi cials to use in 
effectively managing operations and in meeting the expectations of their constituents. If you have 
questions about this report, please feel free to contact the local regional offi ce for your county, as listed 
at the end of this report.

Respectfully submitted,

Offi ce of the State Comptroller
Division of Local Government
and School Accountability
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Offi ce of the State Comptroller
State of New York

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Town of North Greenbush (Town), located in Rensselaer County, has approximately 10,800 
residents. The Town provides a range of services to its residents including highway maintenance, snow 
removal, police, water and sewer. These services are fi nanced mainly by real property taxes, water 
rates, sewer rents, and State aid. The Town Board (Board) comprises the Supervisor and four Council 
members who have responsibility for overseeing the operations of the Town. The Town Supervisor 
(Supervisor) is the chief fi scal offi cer as well as the chief executive of the Town and generally responsible 
for the administration and supervision of day-to-day Town fi scal operations.  In addition, the Board 
has the responsibility for the general management and control of Town fi nances.  The Board or, if the 
offi ce of town comptroller has been established, the Town Comptroller, is responsible for auditing all 
claims for payment against the Town.  The Board, by resolution, may designate the Town Comptroller 
as the accounting offi cer of the Town and thereby transfer accounting duties of the Supervisor to the 
Town Comptroller.  A Deputy Town Comptroller is responsible for assisting the Town Comptroller in 
the performance of the Town Comptroller's duties and would perform such duties in the absence of the 
Town Comptroller.  

In 2003, the Board authorized the establishment of Water District #14 (District) at an estimated 
cost of $5.5 million. In 2004, as the result of concerns over rising costs, the Board requested and 
received approval from the State Comptroller in 2005 to increase the maximum amount proposed to be 
expended on the project to $7.1 million. Collectively, the Supervisor, Town Comptroller and Building 
Department were responsible for maintaining complete and accurate records and reports to provide 
the information necessary to properly monitor the water district project and make prudent fi nancial 
decisions throughout its construction.  

As construction on the District neared completion at the end of 2006, serious concerns were raised by 
members of the Town Board and residents that the project was over-expended and that the Supervisor 
had made a project payment of $82,000 that was not authorized by the Board. 

Scope and Objective

The objective of our audit was to evaluate the management of the District #14 capital project during 
the period January 1, 2003 to January 31, 2007 and answer the following question:

• Was the Water District # 14 capital project adequately planned, administered and monitored? 
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Audit Results

We determined that, in general, Town offi cials at all levels of involvement contributed to an overall 
mismanagement of the Water District #14 construction project. 

From the inception of the project there were several administrative changes that resulted in a lack 
of project continuity and created apparent confusion among Town offi cials as to their individual 
responsibilities and duties. For example, in 2006 a new administration assumed offi ce with a change 
in the positions of Supervisor, several Board Members and Town Comptroller. Further, in late 2006, 
the Town Comptroller resigned and there was subsequent confusion regarding the assumption of 
those duties by the Deputy Town Comptroller until the appointment of a successor. The statutory 
duty of auditing and authorizing claims for payment is the responsibility of the individual serving as 
Town Comptroller.  In practice, the Board reviewed the monthly abstracts and “approved” claims for 
payment, including any capital project claims. 

To compound matters further, there was little, if any, coordination between the Board, the Comptroller’s 
Offi ce and the Building Department in monitoring the project budget, particularly in keeping track of 
the amount spent in relation to the percentage of completion.  We found no evidence that the Board 
had implemented any policies or procedures designed to facilitate oversight of the project such as 
requiring the submission of periodic construction progress reports.  In addition, the Town Comptroller 
did not adequately audit project disbursements, properly account for project expenditures, and did not 
monitor the project budget.  

The overall lack of project oversight ultimately resulted in project costs exceeding the amount 
authorized for the project of $7.1 million by over $268,000 at the time of our audit and cost overruns 
will likely approach $800,000 as the project nears completion. 

Comments of Local Offi cials
 
The results of our audit and recommendations have been discussed with Town offi cials and their 
comments, which appear in Appendix A, have been considered in preparing this report. Town offi cials 
generally agreed with our recommendations and indicated they planned to initiate corrective action.
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Background

Introduction

The Town of North Greenbush (Town), located in Rensselaer County, 
has approximately 10,800 residents. The Town provides a range 
of services to its residents including highway maintenance, snow 
removal, police, water and sewer. These services are fi nanced mainly 
by real property taxes, water rates, sewer rents, and State aid. The 
Town Board (Board) comprises the Supervisor and four Council 
members who have responsibility for overseeing the operations of 
the Town. The Supervisor is the chief fi scal offi cer of the Town and, 
along with other administrative staff, is generally responsible for the 
administration and supervision of day-to-day Town fi scal operations.  
In addition, the Board has the general management and control of 
Town fi nances, and acts as the governing Board of Town special 
districts.  The Board or, when the offi ce of town comptroller has been 
established, the Town Comptroller, is responsible for auditing all 
claims for payment against the Town. Also, the Board, by resolution, 
may designate the Town Comptroller as the accounting offi cer of 
the Town and thereby transfer accounting duties of the Supervisor 
to the Town Comptroller.  A deputy town comptroller, when that 
position has been established, is responsible for assisting the Town 
Comptroller in the performance of the Town Comptroller's duties and 
would perform the duties of the Town Comptroller in the absence of 
the Town Comptroller.  
 
Pursuant to Town Law, in January 1971, the Board established 
the position of Town Comptroller, granting the position the power 
to audit and approve all claims for payment for services rendered 
or goods furnished to the Town.  In addition, based on discussions 
with current and former Town offi cials, it is our understanding that 
the Deputy Comptroller has historically maintained the accounting 
records and monitored the Town budget under the direction of the 
Town Comptroller.1 The Town’s 2007 total adopted budget was 
approximately $9.4 million. 

1 Although we found no Board resolution expressly designating the Town 
Comptroller as the accounting offi cer, in view of the Town's long-standing practice 
of the maintenance of accounting records by the Town Comptroller's offi ce, it is 
possible that the Board has ratifi ed the transfer of accounting functions to the Town 
Comptroller.  For purposes of this Report, we have presumed the proper transfer 
of these functions.  If the functions were not properly transferred to the Town 
Comptroller, then the accounting and monitoring responsibilities discussed in the 
Report should have been performed by the Town Supervisor, rather than the Town 
Comptroller.
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In 2003, the Board established Water District #14 (District) at an 
estimated cost of $5.5 million to provide water service to an estimated 
1,150 service units. In 2004, the Town advertised for and received 
two bids for the construction of the system.  The lowest bid was $6.1 
million, which was $600,000 above the Town’s estimate of $5.5 
million. Due to the limited number of bids received and concerns 
about the bid amounts, the Town Board rejected these bids. 

Subsequently, following a public hearing, an application was fi led 
with the Offi ce of the State Comptroller (OSC), requesting approval 
for an increase in the maximum amount proposed to be expended for 
the District improvements to $7.1 million. This increase was approved 
by OSC in 2005 and the Town re-bid the project, again only two 
bids were received. The contract was awarded to the low bidder at 
$6.46 million. The Town Building Department staff was responsible 
for the day-to-day monitoring of capital project construction activity. 
According to Town offi cials, construction on the project had been 
substantially completed by the end of 2006. 

As construction neared completion on the District at the end of 2006, 
serious concerns were raised by members of the Town Board and local 
citizens that the project was over-expended and that the Supervisor 
had made a project payment of $82,000 that was not authorized by the 
Board.  Based on these concerns, the Board requested that the State 
Comptroller review the fi nancial activities related to the management 
of the project. 

The objective of our audit was to evaluate the management of the 
District #14 capital project and answer the following question:

• Was the Water District #14 capital project adequately planned, 
administered and monitored? 

During this audit, we reviewed the Town’s management controls over 
the Water District #14 project during the period January 1, 2003 to 
January 31, 2007. 

We conducted our audit in accordance with Generally Accepted 
Government Auditing Standards. More information on such standards 
and the methodology used in performing this audit are included in 
Appendix B of this report.

The results of our audit and recommendations have been discussed 
with Town offi cials and their comments, which appear in Appendix 
A, have been considered in preparing this report. Town offi cials 
generally agreed with our recommendations and indicated they 
planned to initiate corrective action.

Objective

Scope and
Methodology

Comments of
Local Offi cials and
Corrective Action



99DIVISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND SCHOOL ACCOUNTABILITY

The Board has the responsibility to initiate corrective action. Pursuant 
to Section 35 of the General Municipal Law, the Board should prepare 
a plan of action that addresses the recommendations in this report and 
forward the plan to our offi ce within ninety days. For guidance in 
preparing your plan of action, you may refer to applicable sections in 
the publication issued by the Offi ce of the State Comptroller entitled 
Local Government Management Guide. We encourage the Board 
to make this plan available for public review in the Town Clerk’s 
offi ce.
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Water District #14 Capital Project

A good system of internal controls consists of policies, practices, 
and procedures that allow an organization to provide reasonable 
assurance that it is using its resources effectively (i.e., prudently 
and economically) and that it is complying with applicable laws and 
regulations. A major component of a good system of internal controls 
is management’s attitude toward, and support for, internal controls, 
and its regular monitoring of such controls to make sure they are 
working effectively. The Board is ultimately responsible for the 
oversight and management of the Town’s capital projects. As such, 
the Board is responsible for having an adequate system of controls in 
place so that each capital project is properly established and managed. 
These controls should ensure that: projects are properly planned; 
funding is authorized; project costs are kept within their approved 
levels; costs charged against projects are appropriate; projects are 
completed timely; suffi cient supporting documentation is available 
to verify project costs are accurate, and any amendments to project 
plans are valid and subjected to Board review and approval. 

The Board is also responsible for establishing internal controls to 
ensure that the Town complies with applicable State laws pertaining 
to competitive bidding and for establishing procedures to monitor 
the fi nancial status of individual projects. Complete and accurate 
accounting records for capital projects are necessary for proper 
fi nancial reporting. Financial records for each capital project should 
contain suffi cient information to document the project’s complete 
fi nancial history as well as establishing accountability for the 
resources provided for each particular purpose. Periodic reports that 
compare budgeted with actual expenditures for each capital project 
are essential to ensure that funds are available for expenditure and that 
total expenditures are kept within the amount legally authorized.

From its inception, Town offi cials did not properly plan and manage 
the District’s construction project. For example, there was little, if any, 
coordination between the Board, Town Comptroller’s Offi ce and the 
Building Department in monitoring the project budget, particularly 
in relation to monitoring the amount spent versus the percentage 
of project completion.  We found no evidence that the Board had 
implemented any policies or procedures designed to facilitate 
oversight of the project, such as requiring the submission of periodic 
construction progress reports.  In addition, the Town Comptroller 
did not perform a suffi cient audit of project disbursements, properly 
account for project expenditures or monitor the project budget. The 
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overall lack of project oversight ultimately resulted in the project’s 
costs exceeding the amount authorized by $268,000 at the time of our 
audit, and it is anticipated total project costs will likely exceed the 
authorized amount by approximately $800,000 upon completion.  

The various powers and duties of Town offi cials are set forth 
primarily in Town Law.  As noted, in a town where the position of 
Town Comptroller is established, the powers of the Town Board with 
respect to auditing and approving claims become the responsibility 
of the Town Comptroller.  Further, by resolution, the Board may 
determine that the Town Comptroller is the accounting offi cer of the 
Town and thereby transfer all of the accounting duties of the Town 
Supervisor to the Town Comptroller.   

Following elections in November 2005, a new administration assumed 
offi ce in January 2006 with changes in the positions of Supervisor, 
several Board Members and a newly appointed Town Comptroller. In 
September 2006, the Town Comptroller resigned and a successor was 
not appointed until March 2007.  From our discussions with various 
offi cials, it was apparent that the offi cials were unsure of their legal 
duties and responsibilities over authorizing claims for payments.  In 
practice, the Town Board would review the monthly abstract and 
approve payment of the abstract.  The claims listed on the abstract for 
payment including capital project claims and related documentation 
were not physically reviewed by the Town Board. However, even this 
practice was not consistently followed.  For example, we determined 
that during the scope of the project, 124 project claims totaling over 
$1.8 million were paid prior to any such Board review or approval. 

Further, there is no indication the Board took any formal action on 
assuming the Town Comptroller’s statutory audit duties when the 
Town Comptroller resigned or formally assigning these duties to the 
Deputy Town Comptroller. As a result there is no evidence that claims 
against the Town were properly audited during this time period.  

Along with the confusion, controversy arose among Board members 
over whether the Supervisor had exceeded his authority by making 
payment to the contractor for ongoing construction work on the project.  
On December 15, 2006 the Town Comptroller’s Offi ce received and 
processed an $82,000 claim submitted by the project contractor and 
prepared the check for payment.  That day, the Supervisor signed 
the check and paid the contractor. Since the Deputy Comptroller and 
the Board misunderstood who had the authority to approve claims, 
the Board questioned whether its approval was required and if the 
Supervisor made an inappropriate payment.  The authority to process 
and approve the claim rested with the Town Comptroller’s Offi ce; 

Duties and Responsibilities
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as such, with respect to the procedures for processing claims, the 
Board’s prior approval was not required.  However, we note that at 
the time of the payment, total project costs had already exceeded the 
authorized amount of the project.   

Towns are required by law to follow certain prescribed procedures 
for establishing and seeking subsequent increases in the maximum 
amount to be expended for the improvement in a special improvement 
district, such as one involving the construction of a water system.  
These requirements (including public notice, public hearing, and in 
some cases permissive referendum procedures and the necessity to 
request and obtain approval from the State Comptroller) are designed 
to ensure that the proposed project is in the public interest and that 
the cost will not result in an undue burden upon real property owners 
within the district. 

A properly prepared budget is an essential ingredient in the fi nancial 
planning and subsequent control and evaluation of a capital project. 
The budget must be regularly monitored and periodic progress 
reports must be prepared which include details such as the amounts 
originally budgeted, any authorized amendments, actual revenues 
and expenditures to date, and the balance of uncollected revenues 
and available appropriations.  

During our audit period, we found that a lack of communication and 
coordination among Town offi cials resulted in project expenditures 
exceeding the authorized amount of $7.1 million by $268,000, with 
total expenditures at $7.4 million for the yet to be completed project. 
Furthermore, based on Town estimates at the time of our examination, 
construction costs will likely amount to approximately $7.9 million 
upon fi nal completion of the project.  

The established project budget of $7.1 million included $6.8 million 
for construction expenses and $300,000 for engineering, inspection 
and legal services. According to the Town Engineer, the increase 
over the original construction contract amount of $6.5 million was 
due to several unforeseen circumstances, including additional rock 
excavation, diffi culties obtaining property easements and a wetter than 
expected season that required the use of more backfi ll than originally 
anticipated.  For example, original engineering estimates for rock 
excavation were for 6,000 cubic yards of rock. However, as of the 
last project billing 11,635 cubic yards of rock had been excavated.  At 
a unit contract price of $50 a cubic yard, this added $281,750 to the 
project price.  According to Building Department staff, the additional 
costs were discussed with the former Town Comptroller in late 2005, 
however there was no indication that the Town Board was advised of 
and approved the additional costs at any point. 

Project Oversight
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Additional unanticipated construction costs resulted from diffi culties 
encountered in obtaining easements.  In one instance, the resulting 
detour required an additional 3,120 feet of pipe, which added $119,434 
to the project cost.  While offi cials in the Building Department agreed 
to the change in the direction of the piping, a formal change order was 
not considered necessary because of contract provisions referencing 
unit pricing.  

The construction contract, as written, appears to be a unit price 
contract that provides for certain specifi ed cost increases. We did not 
evaluate whether the unit price provisions were properly included in 
the contract.  However, even assuming that they were, good business 
practices dictate that there would be some indication that the Board 
was informed of and in agreement with the additional costs. The 
Building Department staff should have actively communicated any 
resultant changes in project cost to the Town Comptroller and Board.  
Had this information been properly shared, decisions as to whether 
to proceed with the changes and secure the required approvals and 
additional funding could have been addressed in a timely manner. 

There is no indication that the Board had requested any specifi c 
budgetary information until the project was nearing completion in 
November 2006.  In fact, there was no system in place to facilitate 
the monitoring of the construction contract such as requirements for 
monthly reporting on construction progress and budgetary status. 
As a result, the Board did not have access to timely and accurate 
information on project expenditures, nor was it provided with a 
mechanism to monitor project costs or to act promptly to address any 
projected overruns. 

Adequate records are necessary to ensure all revenues, expenditures 
and other relevant balances of accounts (e.g. cash) are accurate and up 
to date.  Such records enable offi cials to monitor the project activity 
and compare actual results to established budgetary amounts.

The Town Comptroller is responsible for the examination and audit 
of claims and the Deputy Comptroller has been given certain duties, 
including entering claims into the fi nancial accounting system.  The 
audit of claims is one of the most important elements in the Town’s 
system of internal controls over expenditures.  The law only provides 
limited exceptions for making payment prior to audit for items such as 
fi xed salaries, debt service, public utility services, postage and freight.  
Otherwise, all claims are required to be audited and approved before 
payment is made.  Once claims are audited, it is the duty of the town 
comptroller to prepare an abstract of the audited claims directing the 
supervisor to pay the claims.  

Record Keeping and Claims 
Processing
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As of January 31, 2007, the District’s capital project accounting records 
included over 240 entries of claim payments and other transactions 
totaling over $7.5 million. The fi nancial records for multiple capital 
projects were commingled in the same fund, with each project coded 
separately by a unique prefi x.  However, the system in place makes 
it diffi cult for staff to readily monitor and extract information on the 
fi nancial activity of each individual project.  Our audit tests did not 
identify any instances where the amounts recorded did not agree 
with the corresponding claim vouchers and issued checks.  However, 
while reviewing the 240 claims related to the project we noted several 
non-project expenditures that were charged to the project, claims that 
lacked adequate documentation, and disbursements where procedures 
were not properly followed: 

• 110 claims, totaling $3.7 million, were listed on abstracts that 
were not certifi ed by the Town Comptroller.

• 20 claims, totaling $1.5 million, lacked evidence that they had 
been subjected to audit by the Town Comptroller.

• Two checks (one for $407,799 and another for $2,795) were 
issued without the signature of the Supervisor. Instead the 
checks were signed by the Town Comptroller.  

• 20 non-project claims totaling $139,149 were erroneously 
charged to the project.  These expenditures were primarily 
operating and maintenance charges.  (Note: Total project costs 
noted previously are adjusted for these non-project related 
expenditures). 

• 22 claims, totaling $12,759, lacked adequate supporting 
documentation or were not properly itemized.

• 17 claims, totaling $10,875, lacked evidence of approval by 
the department head. 

The failure to perform a proper audit of claims increases the likelihood 
that payments may be made for unauthorized purposes or for goods 
or services that have not been received or performed.

Had the Town Comptroller recorded and tracked the project budget 
and periodically reported this information to the Board, along with 
information from the Building Department as to the percentage of 
project completion, Town offi cials would have been aware of the cost 
increases in the various budgetary items and better equipped to address 
the noted increases.  The lack of adequate planning, oversight and 
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management of the Water District #14 capital project by Town offi cials 
was evidenced by an overall lack of understanding and compliance 
with proper claims processing regulations and procedures, and capital 
project costs that were signifi cantly higher than those originally 
proposed. The lack of an adequate system of internal controls and the 
failure to plan and monitor the capital project created an environment 
where the Board was unaware of cost overruns and certain payments 
were made without proper authorization. 

1. The Board should establish suffi cient oversight controls to ensure 
that all capital project activities are properly planned, monitored 
and accounted for, including the coordination of the multiple 
Town offi ces involved with the various aspects of the project.

2. The Town Comptroller should ensure that accounting records for 
all capital projects are accurately maintained. Periodic reports 
should be prepared comparing actual revenues and expenditures 
to the amounts budgeted to help ensure that funds are available 
and expenditures are kept within the limits of the project’s 
authorization.

3. The Board should ensure that guidance in the form of written 
procedures is established delineating the various duties and 
responsibilities of the Town Comptroller’s Offi ce and that the 
internal control structure provides an adequate segregation of 
duties, specifi cally those related to claims auditing and record 
keeping.

Recommendations
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APPENDIX A

RESPONSE FROM LOCAL OFFICIALS

The local offi cials’ response to this audit can be found on the following pages.  
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APPENDIX B

AUDIT METHODOLOGY AND STANDARDS

During this audit we evaluated the Water District #14 capital project for the period January 1, 2003 
through January 31, 2007. 

To accomplish our audit objective and obtain valid audit evidence, our procedures included the 
following steps:

• We interviewed appropriate Town offi cials about operating policies and procedures. These 
discussions allowed us to evaluate the internal control structure governing capital projects and 
the procurement process, and determine whether or not the established controls were suffi cient 
to provide assurance that resources were properly expended and help ensure compliance with 
applicable rules and regulations.

• We reviewed information and documentation related to the Water District #14 Capital Project.  
We examined accounting records to determine whether the capital project was accounted for 
properly and expenditures were within authorized amounts. In addition, we examined contracts, 
claims and various other records to determine if they were adequately itemized to permit a 
proper audit by the Board, and to determine if the Town complied with applicable laws and 
regulations as well as policies and procedures.

We conducted our audit in accordance with generally accepted government auditing standards 
(GAGAS). Those standards require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain suffi cient, appropriate 
evidence to provide a reasonable basis for our fi ndings and conclusions based on our audit objectives. 
We believe that the evidence obtained provides a reasonable basis for our fi ndings and conclusions 
based on our audit objectives.
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APPENDIX C

HOW TO OBTAIN ADDITIONAL COPIES OF THE REPORT

Offi ce of the State Comptroller
Public Information Offi ce
110 State Street, 15th Floor
Albany, New York  12236
(518) 474-4015
http://www.osc.state.ny.us/localgov/

To obtain copies of this report, write or visit our web page: 
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APPENDIX D
OFFICE OF THE STATE COMPTROLLER

DIVISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT
AND SCHOOL ACCOUNTABILITY

Steven J. Hancox, Deputy Comptroller
John C. Traylor, Assistant Comptroller

LOCAL REGIONAL OFFICE LISTING

BUFFALO REGIONAL OFFICE
Robert Meller, Chief Examiner
Offi ce of the State Comptroller
295 Main Street, Room 1050
Buffalo, New York  14203-2510
(716) 847-3647  Fax (716) 847-3643
Email: Muni-Buffalo@osc.state.ny.us

Serving: Allegany, Cattaraugus, Chautauqua, Erie,
Genesee, Niagara, Orleans, Wyoming counties

ROCHESTER REGIONAL OFFICE
Edward V. Grant, Jr., Chief Examiner
Offi ce of the State Comptrller
The Powers Building
16 West Main Street – Suite 522
Rochester, New York   14614-1608
(585) 454-2460  Fax (585) 454-3545
Email: Muni-Rochester@osc.state.ny.us

Serving: Cayuga, Chemung, Livingston, Monroe,
Ontario, Schuyler, Seneca, Steuben, Wayne, Yates
counties

SYRACUSE REGIONAL OFFICE
Eugene A. Camp, Chief Examiner
Offi ce of the State Comptroller
State Offi ce Building, Room 409
333 E. Washington Street
Syracuse, New York  13202-1428
(315) 428-4192  Fax (315) 426-2119
Email:  Muni-Syracuse@osc.state.ny.us

Serving: Herkimer, Jefferson, Lewis, Madison,
Oneida, Onondaga, Oswego, St. Lawrence counties

BINGHAMTON REGIONAL OFFICE
Patrick Carbone, Chief Examiner
Offi ce of the State Comptroller
State Offi ce Building, Room 1702
44 Hawley Street
Binghamton, New York  13901-4417
(607) 721-8306  Fax (607) 721-8313
Email: Muni-Binghamton@osc.state.ny.us

Serving: Broome, Chenango, Cortland, Delaware,
Otsego, Schoharie, Sullivan, Tioga, Tompkins
counties

GLENS FALLS REGIONAL OFFICE
Karl Smoczynski, Chief Examiner
Offi ce of the State Comptroller
One Broad Street Plaza
Glens Falls, New York   12801-4396
(518) 793-0057  Fax (518) 793-5797
Email: Muni-GlensFalls@osc.state.ny.us

Serving: Clinton, Essex, Franklin, Fulton, Hamilton,
Montgomery, Rensselaer, Saratoga, Warren, Washington
counties

ALBANY REGIONAL OFFICE
Kenneth Madej, Chief Examiner
Offi ce of the State Comptroller
22 Computer Drive West
Albany, New York   12205-1695
(518) 438-0093  Fax (518) 438-0367
Email: Muni-Albany@osc.state.ny.us

Serving: Albany, Columbia, Dutchess, Greene, 
Schenectady, Ulster counties

HAUPPAUGE REGIONAL OFFICE
Jeffrey P. Leonard, Chief Examiner
Offi ce of the State Comptroller
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