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Minutes of the VILLAGE BOARD REGULAR MEETING of the Board of Trustees 

of the Village/Town of Mount Kisco held on Monday, March 7, 2022 at 7:00 p.m. in the 

Frank J. DiMicco Board Room, Village Hall, 104 Main Street, Mount Kisco, New York and 

via video conference. 

 

  Present:  Mayor Gina D. Picinich  

     Deputy Mayor Lisa C. Abzun 

     Trustee Anne B. Bianchi 

     Trustee Karine P. Patiño  

Trustee Karen B. Schleimer 

 

        Also Present:  Edward Brancati, Village Manager 

     Kenneth Famulare, Assistant Village Manager 

     Whitney Singleton, Village Attorney 

 

   Absent:   Robert Wheeling, Village Treasurer 

 

Monday, March 7, 2022 

7pm Regular Meeting 

 

Call in#646-558-8656 or 888-788-0099 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/87043761605 

Zoom ID:  870 4376 1605 
 

Mayor Picinich opened the meeting and asked everyone to join her in the pledge of 
allegiance.  She went on to share this thought.  Since the war in Ukraine has started 227 Ukrainian 
civilians have been killed and more that 1.7 M refugees have left their homes in Ukraine.  She shares 
this because she hopes that everyone in this community can find a way to support those who have 
been displaced and the families of those who are being killed.  There are resources and 
organizations that are providing help and assistance and she knows the good people of Mount Kisco 
will find it in their hearts and pockets to reach out and provide support.    
 

 

Public Hearing Continued – Eminent Domain – 180 South Bedford Rd.  

 

Mayor Picinich began by saying that this agenda was full of information to process 

and we begin with a public hearing; a formal process dealing with purchasing the property 

at 180 South Bedford Road.   She went on to say that the reason they are having this 

conversation deals with the placement of a cell tower.  Mount Kisco would be compelled to 

site a cell tower somewhere in the southeastern end of the Village.  There is currently an 

application at 180 South Bedford Road and this Board has to determine if they are going to 

offer an alternate location at Leonard Park.  If it is determined that the Leonard Park 

location was the best site for this cell tower, we would have to exchange parkland by NYS 

law.   She invited those who wanted to speak specifically about taking over the property at 

180 South Bedford Road through eminent domain for public use to do so at this time.   She 

explained that they would start with people present at Village Hall and then move to those 

joining via zoom. 

 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/87043761605
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Miguel Duarte of Carpenter Avenue began by saying that he lives and has a business 

in Mount Kisco for over 20 years.  He favors acquiring 180 South Bedford Road.  As a 

businessperson, he has a very close feeling of how quickly the Hispanic community is 

growing and having an additional open space is meaningful for that community.  

 

Jason Garritt of South Bedford Road began by saying that he is in favor of claiming 

180 South Bedford Road through eminent domain for town land.  He thinks it is a great 

benefit for Mount Kisco to trade 5,000 sq. ft. of land for 25 acres.  This would be great for 

the town since there are very few places in town that have large expanses of open land for 

wildlife.  It is a big problem for wildlife these days for habitat fragmentation in doing so, 

breaking up more and more land and developing, it is pushing wildlife into closer 

relationships to humans.  There are more instances of people with coyotes and dogs, there 

are more deer strikes than there have been in the past; just living on 172 you constantly see 

dead deer and raccoons on the side of the road.  Since he has been the naturalist at the 

Marsh Sanctuary for about ten (10) years, they have gone through several renditions of 

different project ideas that can happen on this property from potential housing 

developments to solar farms and cell towers.  He thinks locking this area in as open space 

for the Town so that no one can develop on it would be great, not only for the residents, but 

all of the wildlife as well. 

 

Louis Terlizzi of Drake Street began by reading the first paragraph of the article in the 

Examiner; “Mount Kisco Village Board delayed making decisions last week on whether to 

launch eminent domain proceedings for a key 25 acre parcel and relocate a cell tower 

proposed for that land to Leonard Park.”  The eminent domain issue appears to be part and 

parcel to the Leonard Park cell tower placement issue so they should be discussed in 

tandem.  They do not appear to be mutually exclusive, but instead are very much 

interconnected.  The decision on one affects the other; are you planning on voting on these 

two matters in conjunction with one another?  If you are voting on the issue of eminent 

domain at 180 South Bedford Road does that pave the way for putting the cell tower in the 

park or will there be a separate public hearing for placing the cell tower in the park?  He 

could stand there and make an emotional argument as to why the Village should not permit 

a cell tower to be erected in Leonard Park; about how he grew up walking distance from the 

park and of all the great memories and activities he and his family have enjoyed there for 

the last 60 years.  Both his grandmother and parents took him and his siblings there, he and 

his wife brought their children there, and now they bring their grandchildren to the park.  

From the duck pond, the Teahouse, the playground, Memorial Pool, summer camp, sports 

activities including Little League, court sports, fishing, hiking the wooded trails, Frisbee golf, 

fireworks on the Fourth of July, as well as sleigh riding and ice skating in the winter.  They 

used to camp out in the exact location of the proposed cell tower site as it is the highest 

point in the park.  He could also talk in depth of the aesthetics of the cell tower and all the 

disruptive and detrimental environmental impacts it would have on the park.  Instead he is 

going to focus on the unequivocally clear legal binding language which demonstrates why 
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the Village Board must eliminate the park from consideration as a viable option to erect a 

130 foot tall cell tower.  The language is from the applicable deed restrictions governing 

Leonard Park, which consists of land generously granted to the Village of Mount Kisco.  

 

Mayor Picinich interrupted Mr. Terlizzi to say that these conversations had to remain 

separate for the public record.  These are two separate conversations. 

 

Mr. Terlizzi continued on to say that he would not be allowed to speak during the 

public comment and he would like to speak considering he found out about this two (2) 

weeks ago right before the meeting and had questions, but now that he has researched it, 

he would like to explain what he found out.   

 

Mayor Picinich explained that there is a separate part of the meeting to discuss the 

cell tower itself, but at this point, for the record, the Board is just seeking comment on the 

eminent domain proceedings.   

 

Mr. Singleton also chimed in to say that the Mayor is simply suggesting that the rest 

of the comments in regards to the cell tower would be better received at that portion of the 

agenda.  Mr. Singleton also offered to speak with Mr. Terlizzi personally at another time in 

regards to deed restrictions separate and apart from this meeting.  It is not the topic of this 

public hearing, which is whether or not to move forward with consideration of eminent 

domain at 180 South Bedford Road.  One does not necessarily facilitate or preclude the 

other relative to Leonard Park.  

 

Kim Terlizzi of Drake Street began by saying that her question regarding trading the 

parkland is right now the park has continuous land that everyone can access.  Now you are 

talking about taking 180 South Bedford Road which is landlocked; there is no way to it, 

there is very limited access and parking so how is that a benefit or the same ability that 

people have at Leonard Park.  

 

Mr. Brancati replied that the public would be able to access this land from South 

Bedford Road.  Mrs. Terlizzi responded that South Bedford Road isn’t really a road that 

people walk on.   

 

Robert Dagostino of Byram Lake Road began by asking the Board to consider 

something.  The complexity of eminent domain, property alienation, NYS legislature is very 

confusing to the average individual.  Attorneys may be able to decipher through it after 

hours of looking at a document or a process; not the average individual.  Sandwiched in 

within three (3) minutes of time to talk with 20 other topics on an agenda.  He suggested 

that the Village Board have a meeting on a Saturday down at Leonard Park in the Rec 

Building, or Town Hall, or anywhere you see fit with council, with representatives that could 

explain to the average layperson what all these intricate processes entail.  Clearly, he knows 
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himself when he looked at it, and he saw all these things, the first thoughts that came to his 

mind were smoke screen.  You say why?  It is such a complex process and even though he 

considers himself to be a fairly educated man, it’s beyond the scope in a ten (10) minute or 

three (3) minute allowance to speak.  Eminent domain application, legislature, and Village 

Board process to purchase property; how do you even know the market value?  Potential 

law suits, insufficient funding well documented to even go forward to purchase the 

property.  The swapping of the green space on Captain Merritt’s Hill is totally impractical.  

Hundreds of people will not use that site on a daily basis, thousands will not use that site on 

a daily, weekly, monthly, yearly basis.  It is impractical to go up there and even consider it.  

The property, you can purchase it, but the future generations of Mount Kisco residents will 

use Leonard Park, obvious.  The story is clearly over right there; they are not going to go 

with the proposed land swap.  He would suggest that the Village Board provide to have two 

separate meetings possibly from 10:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m. on a Saturday morning here with 

counsel, the Board and possibly a representative of the FCC, and any others deemed fit that 

have more knowledge than himself.  It is only fair.  A decision of this magnitude cannot be 

sandwiched in here in three (3) minutes with timers, people looking at their watch, etc.  You 

cannot stifle and put a muzzle on a guard dog that is screaming danger.  Mr. Terlizzi is a 

guard dog in his mind screaming danger.  When you put gas on a fire it gets hotter.  It is 

time for the Board to provide one separate meeting explaining this prior to going any 

further with eminent domain so that people can be allowed a five (5) minute window and 

ask someone with knowledge what this really entails.  How do we determine the accurate 

amount of this land; this $2M has been thrown around, but is that the actual price?  This is 

not an open and shut topic and surely is not an open and shut topic for the taxpaying 

residents of Mount Kisco who may be asked to bear this burden.  He asked the Board to 

consider that and allow people the right to speak and not be bound to three (3) minutes.  

 

John Rhodes of the Conservation Advisory Council (CAC) began by saying he was 

speaking specifically on the eminent domain process and how complicated this process is.   

He continued on to say that they have consensus in the CAC about eminent domain, but not 

about the location of the cell tower.  He thinks it is very possible to separate the two 

because the eminent domain, when you leave all the other issues out of it, becomes a clear 

decision that if the Town can acquire the property at 180 South Bedford Road, which is 

Judge Leonard’s old estate, we see that as a major victory for the environment in Mount 

Kisco.  Our town has the highest density of development and impermeable surfaces of any 

other town around here, but we need to expand our recreational facilities.  This location 

would enable us to expand, not only adding more wooded areas to the Town, but also the 

old area of the old house and estate could be used for recreational programs such as a 

soccer field or skate park, or just a place for people to walk.  There are a lot of possibilities.  

Right now, that property is threatened with development periodically, it has failed in the 

past to get approval and it is possible that it will fail again this time, but irrespective of that 

he thinks that we need to protect this property.  It is some of the oldest forest in Mount 

Kisco, and it is a critical part of our water supply.  It includes what the state calls a critical 
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environmental area where the aquifer, under the old Leonard estate, is a source for water 

at the wells in Leonard Park as well as the residents who have wells in that area.  That is all 

affected by the runoff in this area and the aquifer underneath it; it is also an area that two 

very known naturalists have said is home to some species of special interest on the verge of 

being endangered.  He thinks it is pretty clear that it is for the Town’s advantage to get this 

property.  As for the comments that this property is not accessible; there are already two 

trails that go from Leonard Park to this area and we are in the process of negotiating more 

trails.  Once the property is owned by the Town, at the end of the old driveway, a parking 

lot can be made the same way the parking lot was made in Leonard Park; there wasn’t one 

there a hundred years ago.  He thinks that we can do it if we want to and if we separate out 

the emotional issues of the location of the cell tower; just think about what is good for the 

Town.  

 

George Coppola of Brentwood Court began by saying that in regards to the use of 

eminent domain in this respect, he is very much in favor of the idea because it provides the 

Town of Mount Kisco with a unique opportunity to do something positive, not only for the 

current residents, but for generations to come while being environmentally conscientious.  

It is impossible not to recognize that other applications for this property are in progress and 

they are in direct opposition of the course of eminent domain.   Not thinking about them is 

like asking a jury to disregard what they just heard.  However, eminent domain must really 

be decided on its own merits, weighing the benefits to the community versus an individual. 

To that point, countless residents and visitors will enjoy an expanded parkland resource of 

nature and do so long beyond their own lifetimes.  Contrast all of these future benefits and 

experiences coupled with the obvious continued environmental benefit to that of the 

current owner’s one time inconvenience of being subjected to a force sale.  He shouldn’t 

suffer a loss and should be compensated fairly.  That can be worked out.  The reason he says 

this would be unique is because of its very location.  It is not just any 25 acres, but it 

happens to be literally in the midst of the Marsh Sanctuary.  Keeping it would retain that 

ecologically direct communication and synergy with the two sides of the Marsh Sanctuary 

and this parcel of land would now enjoy.  It also avoids the negative affect of excising an 

essential core of woodland if it were ever commercialized.  Doing nothing will undoubtedly 

lead to its eventual commercialization or industrialization and once that is done there is no 

reversing that play.  

 

Mike Cindrich began by saying that he is not happy with this idea of eminent 

domain.  He believes it is a draconian method to resolve a zoning issue.  The property in 

question was up zoned in 2019 to permit a solar farm on the property that appears to be 

fully compliant.  Sadly, the zoning process is the issue.  During the master plan review, it is 

his opinion, that the consultants did an injustice.  They did not do their due diligence.  The 

notification of the people in the Chase was paramount.  He has empathy for Rex Pietrobono 

on the cell tower issue and he has indicated that he had no problem with the solar farm 

issue.  The solar farm issue remains controversial all over the county, unfortunately, we are 
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in a crisis.  This is a necessary alternative, especially in our area with the closing of Indian 

Point, the Coned moratorium on natural gas, the overall energy crisis, and global warming.  

It is fair to say the Village tried to address the problem, but the Board rezoned the property 

in question and as you know very well that no good deed goes unpunished.  He continued 

on to say that he has a lot to say at a later time about the use of Leonard Park, but one thing 

about what Bob D’Agostino said is paramount to this conversation.  The property off of 

Mountain Avenue is currently being used as a park.  It started out as a defacto park, but 

using four lawyers on the Board should know the word dejure, that area is a park now and if 

there is any attempt to alienate the parkland to that land, he believes the State would look 

at that property as parkland.  There is substantial evidence that it is being used as parkland 

and you can check with the Trails Committee, Conservation Advisory Council, and two 

former Trustees that frequent that property a number of times as a passive recreation area.  

So we are in a quagmire here and what he would like to see, following what Mr. D’Agostino 

said, is that the Board publish all the deeds that are pertinent to Leonard Park, all the 

documents that pertain to the law suit by the Chase HOA, section 110-27-1 of the Village 

Code that deals with setbacks and lot sizes of cellular installations, and section 100-6 the PD 

zone in the Village Code that deals with the zoning restrictions which the park is currently 

zoned.  He would also like to make sure the Board is familiar with something that took place 

under Mayor Dick Flynn, and that is Chapter 78 of the Village Code that deals with the North 

Bedford Road Green Space preservation.  Ralph Vigliotti may know this as well.  When the 

green space was to be maintained on North Bedford Road, the Guard Hill Condominium 

Association opted to purchase the property and the Village made a contribution of 25%, and 

through assessment and allocation the property was acquired and is forever green now. So 

there is a lot to digest and for that reason he would like to know if the Village Attorney has 

ever advised you of Chapter 78 or if any Board member has ever read that section of our 

Village Code.  Thank you.  

 

 Mayor Picinich thanked former Mayor Cindrich and advised the public that the 

Village Code is published on the website.  

 

Carol Bouyoucos of Sarles Street began by addressing the idea of eminent domain, 

which she thinks is a great one for this area especially.  She also wanted to address the point 

that there is in fact access to that property as John mentioned from Leonard Park, but also 

through the Marsh Sanctuary main parking lot.  She thinks that the crisis they will face now 

and in the future for our kids, is that is there is less and less open space in Mount Kisco.  She 

thinks that this is a great opportunity to expand our efforts here at the Marsh Sanctuary 

educationally and for the Town as the property is available to everybody right now.  She 

hopes that we can all get together and do the right thing because she thinks it is a big moral 

issue as well.  Thank you. 

 

Harry McCartney of Barker Street began by saying that underpinning this property, 

the planning process that went into the application for the solar farm.  You can go out, 
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anyone can go out to the New York Court System, and see the two (2) lawsuits that are 

currently against that planning process.  The thing is that this has been going on for two (2) 

years, and as usual it winds through the courts, but it all has to do with ethics and how we 

operate as communities.  Our position from a historian/trail team lead for the historical 

trails that we have; he looks at this and he represents the whole community that uses all of 

this and by the way, they are in the middle of a project to connect all the trails in Mount 

Kisco to seven (7) other preserves and sanctuaries.  Marsh, the connection is already there, 

Merestead, Butler, Eugene Agnes Meyer; so what we see as a community with respect to 

Mother Nature and these pristine green spaces that provide us with outdoor history 

education centers, outdoor natural world education centers; when we see what we have 

seen with this Planning application and planning considered for these 25 acres, we are 

paranoid about any green space in Mount Kisco and how it is going to be handled.  This 

eminent domain strategy, and he thinks he can talk for all the hikers and walkers and 

strollers and joggers, he thinks it is a good idea.  He thanked the Mayor and Board for the 

opportunity to speak. 

 

David Schwartz of Brentwood Court began by saying that he would like to lend his 

support for the purchase by the Town of 180 South Bedford Road.  In listening to some of 

his neighbors, John Rhodes and George Coppola’s comments, he agrees that keeping the 

nature that is currently there for our future generations is important for the current use of 

the neighbors that are here today, that are coming tomorrow, and those who have grown 

up here.  He has been here 25 years and enjoyed everything about the town.  He feels that 

the alternative of not doing this, and the potential commercial uses that have been put 

forth in the past, some that have not made their way through, some that are still in the 

process of being decided, would not be good alternatives because in any of them that we 

looked at in the past would require hundreds of trees to be taken down.  The impacts that 

has to our environment and our surroundings are too terrible to think about so when this 

proposal was presented he was very pleased that it would have that side effect to keep 

everything open and available for everyone in the community to use.  Thank you.  

 

Eric Stone of Rewilding School at the Marsh Sanctuary began by saying that the 

property in question; he is fully in support of the eminent domain idea.  The property in 

question has some fantastic wildlife that they’ve seen going into Marsh Sanctuary.  

Everything from fox to bobcat, and he suspects, a NYS species of special concern called the 

New England Cottontail, whose habitat is rapidly disappearing.  Because he teaches with the 

Rewilding School, leading programs for all ages ranging from two (2) years old up through 

adults, the preservation of that property will allow generations of Mount Kisco residents to 

see that wildlife and experience it in ways, he truly believes, that if the property was 

developed, they would not.   

 

 Mayor Picinich wanted to propose at this time, since there are no other speakers on 

this topic, to hold this hearing open to a date certain which would be our next Board 
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meeting which is Monday, March 21, 2022.  A motion was made by Mayor Picinich and was 

seconded by Trustee Schleimer to hold over this public hearing; all in favor: 

 
Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Lisa C. Abzun  Aye 

Trustee Anne B. Bianchi  Aye 

   Trustee Karine P. Patiño  Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

 

 

 
 

1) Communications: 

a. Resignation letter- Leonard Park Committee 

 

 
b. Request for appointment – Leonard Park Committee 
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2) Petitions:  

a. Letter to the Board - Re: Zoning change - 16 Terrace Place 
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3) Board Committee and Commission Reports: 

 

a. Officer Ramirez – Westchester County Police Department CRO Update 

 

Officer Ramirez began by thanking the Board for inviting him to provide an update.  

Since the position was approved, he has met with the Board liaisons to discuss how and 

where his role would be most effective in the community.  He is happy to say that he is 

working in those areas with great progress.  He is reconnecting and re-establishing 

relationships he had previously and creating new partnerships in the Village.  He looks 

forward to new programming and working with organizations such as Partners in 

Prevention.  He has also set up a weekly meeting with the day laborers in Town after 

they expressed interest in learning about his role in the community.  He continues to 

meet with people and businesses daily.  He extended an invitation to any business or 

non-profit willing to participate in the community service program.  He has also been 

working closely with the Mobile Crisis team as well as receiving training to respond to 

calls for people with mental illnesses.  He continued on to give information where 

residents can find information on the new mobile app in regards to tips, general 

information, and more.  He plans to continue to meet with community groups to build a 

great list of resources.  

 

4) Village Manager’s Reports: 

 

a. Bid Results- Bond Anticipation Notes 
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Mr. Brancati advised the Board of the following: 

 
 

b. Mobile Shredder announcement 

 

Mr. Brancati announced that the mobile shredder would be coming to the Fox 

Senior Center on Friday, March 25th from 10:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m.  He advised residents 
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that they should have bags or boxes packed and ready for a member of staff to remove 

from their vehicles.  

 

c. Girl Scout Cookies 

 

Mr. Brancati advised that Mount Kisco Girl Scout Troop 2925 was going to be 

selling cookies at the train station on Thursday, March 10th at 4:00 p.m. for anyone 

looking to support their cookie sales.  

 

d. Westchester Power  

 

Mr. Brancati advised residents that with the rise in utility costs they should 

consider opting in to the Westchester Power program with Sustainable Westchester and 

consider enrolling in the green power option.  

 
e. Report on Annual AOT meeting 

 

Mr. Brancati began by saying The New York State Association of Towns held its 

Annual Business Meeting virtually on Wednesday February 23, 2022.  One of the primary 

functions of the business meeting is to determine and approve the proposed annual 

legislative program for the organization through a series of resolutions calling on the 

Governor and the Legislature to consider the following: 

 

1.) Preserve and support Home Rule and opposing any state or federal initiative that 

would weaken or eliminate home rule and local government authority. 

2.) Develop a new long-term capital plan that addresses and fully supports local 

transportation and infrastructure as well as maintaining, supporting, and 

increasing funding for CHIPS, PAVE-NY, and EWR and provide stable and 

sustainable long-term funding for local infrastructure. 

3.) Continue to support broadband and cellular access and deployment through 

additional funding, legislative initiatives, and programs while preserving local 

governments' authority over municipal infrastructure, siting decisions, fees and 

the time it takes to review applications, as well as the ability to tax 

telecommunications infrastructure as real property. 
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4.) Restore AIM (general aid to municipalities) to a state-funded revenue sharing 

program and to increase AIM funding by the State. 

5.) Pass legislation to enable local governments to deposit funds in credit unions and 

savings banks. 

6.) Create a dedicated funding program for future and existing municipal water and 

sewer infrastructure using a fair and equitable formula to distribute funds 

annually to municipalities. 

7.) Amend Vehicle & Traffic Law so that all towns have the authority to set speed 

limits on town roads within their jurisdiction, and also be allowed to reduce speed 

limits as low as 20 mph down from the current floor of 25 mph. 

8.) Adopt tax cap reforms to remedy inequities in the formula, impose a true 2% 

cap, removing infrastructure project costs from the calculation, allowing growth 

from PILOT and tax-exempt properties to be included in the calculation, removing 

barriers to shared services that would save taxpayer dollars, and removing 

special improvement districts from the tax cap calculation. 

9.) Amend Open Meetings Law to permanently give public bodies the option to meet 

remotely and suspend in-person attendance as well as eliminate any requirement 

to transcribe remote meetings given the need to take minutes and the ability to 

record remote meetings. 

 
 

 

5) Board Reports: 

 

Deputy Mayor Abzun began by saying it is encouraging to see so many residents 

becoming engaged in matters that concern the Village and it is her hope that this 

engagement will translate into further investment in our community.  She advised 

residents where to find out information on current Board vacancies and how to apply.  

Deputy Mayor Abzun continued on to say that the Westchester County Food Project will 

be joining the Mount Kisco Farmer’s Market this year.  Their goal is to bring local, 

organic produce beginning May 15th.  She explained that there will be opportunities to 

learn more on gardening, mentorships, and community engagement for co-op gardening 

as well as composting, soil health, and culinary uses of local herbs.  She continued on to 

say that she is grateful for Officer Ramirez’s update and is happy that he reached out to 

her to collaborate on issues, which can be addressed proactively and in a meaningful 

way for the residents in the Village.  Lastly, she asked that people slow their roll on the 

roads, people are walking more and there are more children out.  Please be mindful of 

those things when driving through town. 

 

Trustee Schleimer began by saying that she too is gratified to see people engaged 

to voice their concerns and opinions.  It has been some time since they’ve had so many 

people in house.  She continued on to express how sorry she was that the St. Patrick’s 

Day parade that was scheduled had to be canceled this year.  She hopes that it will be 

back next year. Trustee Schleimer went on to say that it was Equal Pay Day and that 

more and more women are rapidly finding roles in the work force.  Let’s continue to 

advocate for better, more equal pay practices, and encourage women to negotiate a 

higher wage before accepting a job.  Trustee Schleimer went on to say that March 7-13 

is Mount Kisco restaurant week and reminded residents to check it out and eat local.  

She also reminded residents that it is time to turn the clocks and jump an hour ahead 

looking forward to spring.  

 

Trustee Bianchi also felt gratified to see so many people in house.  She also wanted 

to echo Deputy Mayor Abzun on volunteering for Boards and Committees.  She advised 

that the public input is critical and it is welcomed.   
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Trustee Patiño began by thanking all those who were in house and online for being 

present.  She thanked Officer Ramirez for his work and is eager to see what outcomes 

will be achieved through his efforts.  She also encouraged the public to consider 

volunteering on any of the Boards that have vacancies, but if you are not ready to 

commit to the time needed, she encouraged residents to reach out to her directly to help 

execute initiatives for the Village.  Trustee Patiño went on to say that there are 

interesting events happening in town this month so make sure that you check out the 

website for those dates and times.  She went on to say that the Ecuadorian Civic 

Committee of Westchester invited the community to participate in the 16th Annual 

History event in Yonkers.  Trustee Patiño also reminded everyone to support the Girl 

Scouts by buying cookies. 

 

Trustee Schleimer forgot to mention that entries for the tree contest are due for 

the Arbor Day celebration which will be held on April 30th at Leonard Park and an Earth 

Day celebration at Village Hall on April 23rd.  

 

Mayor Picinich began by saying that the Covid positivity rate in Westchester is 2% 

with 1,400 active cases countywide, ten (10) in Mount Kisco.  Mayor Picinich went on to 

say that while masks may not be required at this time, some people may still be wearing 

them to protect loved ones in their homes and lives. Please remain respectful of their 

wishes.  Mayor Picinich went on to congratulate Paul Hughes for celebrating 70 years at 

the Independent Fire Company.  She also welcomed back Code Ninjas to the Village.  

They had been closed due to some issues with Covid and are now accepting new 

students.  Mayor Picinich also wanted to advise the public that this Board has a lot more 

work to do in the Village other than these conversations that have been started including 

looking at the code for Planning Board membership, which is running at a deficit.  If we 

cannot find additional members, we will have to look into amending that code.   

 

 

6) Old Business: 

 

a. Siting a cellular tower
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Mayor Picinich opened for public comment for any resident or business owner at 

this point.   

 

Ms. Kathy Feeney of the Recreation Commission began by saying that she is not an 

expert on the law so she won’t comment on the legality of this issue, but she will say 

that no matter how you try and circumvent the deed, we all know what the true wishes 

of the benefactors were, to keep the park a park and not a home for commercial 

enterprise that will destroy the beautiful vistas and natural topographic features that 

make Leonard Park the jewel of Mount Kisco.  The construction of a cell tower will cause 

irreversible damage to the park, the loss of trees and the construction of an access road 

will cause an incredible amount of run off and make an already high water table even 

higher.  She can’t imagine how difficult it will be to dry out the fields so that they are 

usable if the tower is built.  There was some misinformation last week that they, as a 

Board, would like to clear up.  It was stated that the Recreation Commission had 

abandoned the land in which the cell tower would be constructed; not true.  It is a 

mountain with trails, Frisbee golf tees, and a quiet place to reflect.  It is ludicrous to say 

that this land was abandoned, we did not abandon anything.  It was stated that they 

violated the deed by having a parking lot, not true.  The deed states, “...ways or roads 

leading through the said park property from East Main Street and South Bedford Road 

which roads shall connect with convenient parking areas.”  It was stated they violated 

the deed by having a concession stand; there is no concession stand in the park, but 

there is one in the Memorial Pool Complex, which is not part of the deeded land and only 

operates during pool hours.  She is deeply disturbed by the actions of some of the 

Village Board members and some of the Village Manager employees.  Discussions of the 

cell tower had been going on for months, the Leonard Park Committee and Recreation 

Commission were never included or notified of these discussions.  We found out about 

them through a concerned resident.  Once brought to our attention we tried to meet as a 

group to discuss the situation, but they were told by someone in the Village Manager’s 

office that they could not meet as a group without five (5) days’ notice.  However, 

according to the commission’s rules of procedure #5-d states that a special meeting of 

the commission may be called by the Chairperson or Secretary in the event of an 

emergency.  She thinks this constituted an emergency.  In these instances a meeting 

may be called on such notice as circumstances may require.  It lead her to think why? 

Why would you try to keep us from meeting and keep us in the dark regarding 
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something so important as the park?  The park should not be used as a scapegoat 

because the Village Board hastily changed zoning laws and passed laws regarding solar 

farms back in 2018-2019 and that decision has come back to bite them.  While there has 

been no conclusive evidence on either side of the safety issue, the public still believes 

that cell towers pose health risks.  As a realtor, she can tell you that no one wants to live 

near a cell tower.  Mount Kisco is a draw for young families because of its great services.  

The best being, in her opinion, the Recreation Department, with its affordable camps, 

pool complex, and of course, Leonard Park.  How many people do you think will want to 

spend time in the park or send their kids to a camp with a 130 foot monopole nearby, 

not to mention the danger with the service trucks that will be in and out of the park. 

Lastly, she wanted to say that public officials need to stay clear of even the appearance 

of a conflict that is why they would respectfully ask that the Mayor recuse herself from 

voting on this matter.  If not, she would request, as Chairperson of the Recreation 

Commission, that a vote be tabled until the Ethics Board can review this matter.  

 

Mayor Picinich began by saying that before they go to the next speaker, there was 

a lot there and she wanted to make sure that everything is clear.  The first thing is, she 

asked for Mr. Singleton to speak specifically about the deed particularly the difference 

between Section 3B and 5A. 

 

Mr. Singleton began by saying with regard to 5A, 5A specifically speaks to what 

future uses can go on at the property.  Yes, the deed does speak to a general tenor of 

preserving the park for recreation purposes and it not being used for commercial 

purposes; there are prohibitions against concession and there are prohibitions against 

parking which he did not want to get into.  There is not supposed to be any parking in an 

area where there could be ball fields and clearly we have that.  We also have drainage 

issues in the park that are not authorized in this.  The question is, though, what the 

deed provides for the future of the park and what it provides for is that it should be 

preserved where possible, but it also envisions that fact that there are parts of this park 

which may not be usable or may have limited uses.  What it provides for, ironically in the 

same fashion that State law provides for, is that in the event that the park or a portion 

of the park does not have a high level of utility, that it is not appropriate for traditional 

park purposes, that can be an issue which is debated, then the Village of Mount Kisco, 

this Board, has the ability to alienate that property.  We are not selling it or proposing to 

sell it.  What is being considered is a possible long-term lease for a cell tower to provide 

a service for the community.  What the law requires and what the deed requires in the 

event that you were to do that, you are to replace it with equal property.  Specifically, 

what the deed says, which is roughly similar to what the State law provides, is that it 

may dispose of park property contemporaneously with the purchase or substitution of or 

exchange of other property of at least equal area, value, convenience, and suitability for 

the same purpose to be subject to the same conveyance and restrictions, purposes, and 

uses, and to be capable of equal improvement, and be known as the same name as the 

park property.  We are talking about replacement of Leonard Park Property; it would be 

known as the same name.  What is being contemplated here, whether you agree or 

disagree with it is, one of the prior speakers said no one wants to live next to a cell 

tower, well that is true.  That is one of the reasons that this being considered.  It is 

being considered, the environmental impacts, the visual impacts, the economic impacts; 

the Board is taking it all into account because there is definitely a need for a cell tower in 

the south eastern portion of the Village and what they are trying to assess, and not 

hiding anything, is what is the best location given everything concerned here.   It is his 

legal opinion that there is not one, but a multitude of basis’ in this deed and in State law 

to allow this Board to undertake that act.  The question is whether or not they should 

undertake that act and that is why they are seeking your input.  
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Mayor Picinich invited Ms. Feeney back to the podium to identify the ethics issue 

that she believes exists.  

 

Ms. Feeney began by saying that she believes where the Mayor lives is very close 

to the cell tower in the park and that is what she thinks is unethical about her voting. 

 

Mayor Picinich replied that it has nothing to do with ethics law or code. It would 

have to be that she would have to have some financial interest, some business, and 

some contract, something in which she can personally gain.  Any impact of this would be 

the same for her as any other resident and she has nothing to gain or lose because she 

has no contract or financial investment on this different than any other resident.  There 

would have to be an actual violation of the ethics code; your feelings about it is not a 

violation of ethics code. 

 

Ms. Feeney disagreed and said that she is entitled to her opinion and doesn’t 

appreciate her trying to school her here.  This is a very deep problem and she is here to 

protect the park.  We were not notified of any of the meetings and were kept from 

meeting together which leads her to believe that something is not right.  

 

Mayor Picinich then asked who told her that the meeting had to be noticed in 

advance of five (5) days as her understanding was that the Board was advised that the 

meeting had to be public.  

 

Mr. Brancati stated that Ms. Feeney took issue with his office and he knows the 

conversation that was had and what was shared back, he did not speak directly to her.  

The request came in from the Superintendent of Recreation because the Recreation 

Commission had expressed an interest to meet on this topic.  What we did was we pulled 

up the and reviewed the Recreation Commission rules and regulations from when they 

had been updated and approved and that took effect in 2018.  In those rules of 

procedure, it requires that any meeting of the Recreation Commission is a public 

meeting, and needs to be noticed five (5) days in advance.  As you correctly noted, 

there is a provision that the Chair can call for a special meeting.  We shared the rules 

and regulations with the Superintendent of Recreation and for the Commission and said 

if you wanted to have a regular meeting it needs a five (5) day notice period, or if you 

wanted a special meeting, we would help notice it out at the commission’s request.  

What we received back was that the Commission decided not to have a meeting. 

  

Ms. Feeney said yes a public meeting is correct, but we weren’t voting on anything 

and as far as she remembers it had to be a public meeting and be posted if you were 

going to vote on something or discuss a change.  

 

Mr. Singleton stated that is incorrect.  Open meetings law states that anytime a 

forum meets it is considered a public meeting and needs to be noticed as such.  

 

Ms. Patricia Lee began by saying that she sent an email to the Mayor expressing 

very simply her number one concern, which is the development of, this was a little 

unclear to her this evening because the idea of the eminent domain cell tower versus the 

Leonard Park cell tower, to her it doesn’t seem possible to separate the two, but she is 

not going to get into that.  She only wants to talk about Leonard Park.  She said in her 

email earlier today that she is convinced that allowing the development of the cell tower, 

or any other commercial enterprise in Leonard Park, sets a precedent for future 

commercial developments within Mount Kisco’s environmental treasure and that’s what 

Leonard Park is.  Let’s leave it alone.  It doesn’t need to be turned up; we certainly don’t 

need to try and move people to Captain Merritt’s Hill to replace a portion of Leonard 
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Park.  She also had some questions, which to be honest, she is still not satisfied with the 

answer even after exchanging several emails with the Mayor.  She asked about 

demographics and the Mayor sent a PowerPoint presentation which was blurry on my 

screen, and was also to very honest not very specific.  Her school background is as an 

archeologist, her work background is as a legal assistant, so it is all about details.  She 

understands there is a need expressed by some for an expansion of cell service; what 

specifically is that need?  We talk about open space; is it because people can’t read their 

phones while they are driving?  She is concerned that she still doesn’t have an answer; 

she still doesn’t know what the demographics are; how populated are these areas; what 

is the need; is it a want or a need?  She also would be curious to know if any of the 

emerging technological options have been explored.  She understands that some have 

been, but there has also been updates.  She also understands that the Guard Hill tower 

has been refused; have we tried to negotiate?  There is always a chance to say what if 

we do this you can do that; we are all connected.  The cell tower service, no matter 

where we put it, will probably benefit Bedford residents as well as Mount Kisco residents, 

so let us look at options.  In listening to some of the comments about Marsh Sanctuary 

and the impact of wildlife; what about the impact of wildlife in Leonard Park?  What 

about the impact on human life that makes the most out of Leonard Park; let’s not toss 

it for the sake of cell service.  She would like demographics to say that X is the 

population of the people impacted by this failure of the cell tower.  She would hate to 

see this environmental treasure destroyed for providing cell service to a minimal group 

of residents.  

 

Mr. Owen O’Hare of Parkview Place began by saying that he was on the Leonard 

Park Committee years ago with Ralph and his kids grew up in that park.  Everybody talks 

about how beautiful it is.  His point is, there must be some kind of money coming in if 

this is installed and that money, if it is in the park, can only go to the park and cannot 

leave the park, and that is what he is here to make sure happens.  

 

Mr. Ralph Vigliotti of Meadowbrook Lane began by thanking the Board for having 

this public hearing and thanked the Board for the process of allowing residents to speak 

and be here in person.  He is very sensitive to the issue of the cell tower being relocated 

to Leonard Park, but at the same time, he has to think of what is the best interest of the 

Village at large for many years to come.  Not just today, not next year, not five years 

from now.  The gateway to our Village is 172, so is 128, coming in on 133; he will not 

count North Bedford Road as a gateway because it is a commercial hub.  If we are not 

careful, and not re-site the cell tower, we are setting the tone for commercial industrial 

growth on 172.  We are telling Bedford it is ok, we started the ball rolling, let’s continue.  

We will not have that wonderful landscape as you drive through Sarles past the Chase 

into a very well-groomed landscape of the Medical Group into the Hospital. We will see in 

5, 10, 20 years, our children’s children will see a very different South Bedford Road.  It’s 

looked at right now as a country road that happens to have a few things that give it the 

sense of commercialism.  It’s going to change.  What is in the best interest of the 

Village, the greater good for the Village; he served on the Leonard Park Committee back 

in the 80’s.  When he served on the Board, they added the exits to 117 from the tennis 

courts.  There was some grief when we put that in.  There was a lot of grief back in the 

60’s when they put in the sleigh riding hill and took down about 600 trees; we gained a 

sleigh riding hill that our kids and families enjoy today.  We are ever evolving as a 

community.  To put the cell tower 200 feet off of Rt. 172 with a devastation of that 

landscape of 50-60 trees; that is what they are telling us.  He doesn’t believe a 

developer from here to Sunday; 60 will be 100 and then you will see the collapse of the 

hillside and the first thing people are going to say is only in Mount Kisco would they 

allow this to happen on the entrance.  He is fully aware of the park and he has the 

sensitivity; he is devoted to this Village as many of you are, we have been here 44 
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years.  The cell tower, if it is re-sited in Leonard Park, will bring in income of $50,000 -

$70,000 per year that should be earmarked exclusively for improvements in Leonard 

Park.  What a wonderful playground we can have if we had that type of money to borrow 

against.  What improvements we could make in that park for our children; 90% of the 

families are using the lower level of the park.  He has been to the upper level of the park 

where the proposed tower is going about six (6) times in 44 years and that was with the 

Boy Scouts.  Again, he would prefer it not be in the park, but he does prefer the Village 

of Mount Kisco being the landlord not a developer, Skull Islands from Florida that could 

give two hoots about us.  The mono-pine tower that is/was going in will camouflage the 

pole and unless you are looking for it, you’re not going to see it.  He ended by saying 

what is in the best interest of our community-at-large, not just for today, but for 

tomorrow which is 20-50 years.  Look at all we have done to the park since it was given 

to us.  

 

Ms. Kim Terlizzi began by saying that she has been a resident of Mount Kisco for 35 

years and has been on the Recreation Commission for 15 years.  Every single time we 

have looked for creative ways to bring more revenue into the park, we deferred to Mr. 

Singleton for legal counsel, and basically without fail, he told us 100% of the time it 

violates the deed, don’t open the door because then you can’t close it.  The Recreation 

Commission and Leonard Park Committee have always been very mindful to a fault to 

respect and uphold the deed and to honor the families who generously donated the land 

for the residents of Mount Kisco to enjoy.  She will tell you that they take that 

responsibility very seriously.  Even when there were many times it would’ve been easier 

and financially beneficial for the park not to do it that way.  A few years ago when the 

discussion first began about the sites being considered at the water tower at the Chase 

and Leonard Park, she can say that the communication was 100% with the Board and 

Recreation Commission.  Mr. Brancati attended the November 2018 meeting and came 

to discuss details about it and the balloon test.  We again discussed the tower placement 

at their January 2019 meeting.  The topic was then tabled at the Board meeting on 

January 28, 2019.  Now you fast forward to today, the Recreation Commission was not 

officially notified by anybody that Leonard Park was a possible site under consideration.  

They were alerted by a concerned citizen on the night of our February 9th meeting that 

this was being discussed.  Looking at past agendas, in 2018, it specifically mentions the 

cell tower siting at Leonard Park, January 2019 was the proposed balloon test at Leonard 

Park to now February 2022 Cellular Presentation with no mention of Leonard Park and 

tonight where there is no mention of Leonard Park.  This has been everything but 

transparent for the Recreation Commission.  Going forward they are asking that there is 

a public hearing for siting the cell tower in the park.  A public hearing is intended to 

obtain public testimony or comment before a significant decision is made and this is a 

definitely a significant decision for the park.  These are some of her personal concerns if 

the Board was to go forward with the cell tower in the park.  We talked about trading 

parkland before; both of the sites that were recommended are not accessible for people 

to visit like Leonard Park.  We know that 75% of the benefit of the tower goes to New 

Castle and Bedford; for Mount Kisco it leads to decreased home values, visual impact, 

tree removal, the impact of the 12 foot wide, 550 foot long road, not to mention the 

unknown health risks that cannot be overestimated.  Nearly all of the burden is on 

Mount Kisco; the park should not be disturbed.  The service trucks that will be servicing 

the tower will be non-stop; it is more than what they are telling you.  The tower will also 

need power lines, which means that power lines will be going through the woods as well 

which has not been discussed at all and it is a huge disruption to the landscape.  What if 

in years to come the tower height has to be raised like on Mountain Avenue?  What if the 

Federal Government now comes in and tells you that it has to be 5G?  Once again, once 

the door is opened you don’t have any recourse to not go along with this.  Not to 

mention what decision will this possibly have on any potential future land owners when 
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they see a deed can be violated and their wishes not be upheld.  The cell tower does not 

belong in Leonard Park where residents spend countless hours walking the trails, playing 

on the playground, swimming in the pool, summer camp, tennis, football, soccer and 

baseball games, sleigh riding, picnics, concerts, ice skating, disc golf, the list is endless.  

It should not be done under the looming presence of a cell tower.  She ended with you 

can’t appease the residents and the businesses of one area, which she feels bad for 

people in that 180 South Bedford Road zone that are being affected by this, but it can’t 

be at the expense of all current and future generations of Mount Kisco residents. 

 

Mr. Jason Garrett, the naturalist at the Marsh Sanctuary, began by saying that he 

lives in the closest house to the proposed tower at 180 South Bedford Road in the 

caretaker’s cottage.  Based on the numbers he has, that cottage is 197 feet from the 

proposed tower and that is where he lays his head every night to sleep.  The woodshop, 

the Brookside Library that is in the driveway to the Marsh Sanctuary where he spends 

most of his waking hours is less than 50 feet from the proposed site.  There is a lot of 

different information of the health issues that come from living by a site.  There is 

nobody on that list of all the proposed sites that would be closer than where he is or 

where Rex Pietrobono is.  One of the sites on the list was not chosen because two 

residences were 300 feet or less and he is 197 feet.  As an adult who is thinking about 

starting a family, it was always his dream when he started working at the Marsh 

Sanctuary to live in this house to at least start raising a family in this house and he 

worries about the potential negative health impacts of having a family that close to a cell 

tower.  Looking at the things that were on the list it really seems that this is a no brainer 

to put it in Leonard Park.  It is 1,000 feet from the nearest residence rather than less 

than 200 feet.  The coverage map that was shown was vastly better having it in Leonard 

Park than it would be at 180 South Bedford Road.  Also, the financial benefits of having 

it at 180 where it would not benefit the Town whereas in Leonard Park it would be for 

the betterment of the park.  The space that this is occupying is 4,500 square feet, which 

is a little less than a 1/8th of one acre and the Town is proposing to replace that with 25 

acres of parkland.  There has also been a lot of talk on how it is not accessible.  There is 

currently a gravel driveway that goes into the center of this property where there is a lot 

up top.  Also, since the 1970’s the Marsh Sanctuary has had a right-of-way from the 

Brookside section of the property to over where the stables are through part of the 180 

piece of land.  There is about a mile and half of trails that run through this property 

which is being utilized by people.  Marsh Sanctuary also has hundreds if not thousands 

of people coming to visit that would be affected by putting a tower in this place as well.  

So it is not just if it doesn’t go at Leonard Park people in Mount Kisco would not be 

affected by this.  To him after given all the information that was presented it certainly 

seems like a no-brainer to go the Leonard Park route; it has more benefits than 

negatives than at 180. 

  

 Mr. Miguel Duarte of Carpenter Avenue began by saying that he favors the 

location at Leonard Park considering the coverage benefits for the Village of Mount Kisco 

and the financial benefits for Leonard Park.  We have been very well informed and 

believes that is the best way to go.  

  

Mr. Robert D’Agostino of Byram Lake Road began by saying that if there ever was 

a clear no-brainer, protect the park.  He is here to voice his opposition to the cell tower.  

Leonard Park is the crown jewel of Mount Kisco, sacred land so pristine Hollywood 

agreed and it was featured in a 1967 film “Valley of the Dolls”.  A cell tower in this green 

space would be the greatest ecological disaster ever undertaken by our Village Board.  

Intentional destruction of green space.  You’ll throw the first pitch at Little League 

Opening Day under the dark shadow the tower will cast for future generations.  The 

motto of this Board should be protect the park.  That is in the best interest of Mount 
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Kisco, future residents 30, 40, 50 years from now.  Wake up Mount Kisco.  Protect the 

park; review the facts in order.  The Leonard Park site was previously rejected by 

numerous Village Boards; no active application, intentional destruction of existing green 

space, 300 feet from Leonard Park pool (it is more than 700 feet from the pool), 500 

from the children’s playground (it is more than 1,100 feet from the playground) of which 

no picture was taken when they are showing presentation of a balloon, none. There is 

sloping mediation, road construction, a complex process that is nothing more than a 

smoke screen, and it definitely needs a separate public hearing.  There are eminent 

domain applications, unknown costs, people are up here saying destroy your property, 

but save mine.  This is Leonard Park, it is Mount Kisco; the cell tower siting is improper.  

You are showing all this yellow, I only want to see the yellow in Mount Kisco not where it 

goes into Bedford.  No picture was taken from the children’s playground.  Why?  Smoke 

screen.  The cell tower at 180 South Bedford Road; the application filed satisfies the 

service requirement for Mount Kisco residents; it’s an acceptable location; no concern of 

a lawsuit.  People are trying to piggyback this cell tower with the solar field.  Compare 

apples to apples; cell tower to cell tower.  The property is half a mile from pools and 

playgrounds, not 500 feet.  Limited visibility; smaller environmental impact; construction 

site 30% smaller; the road isn’t adjacent to the park pool.  Once this is constructed, 

there is no daily impact on children and families in the future.  No further action required 

by the Board. A cell tower in Leonard Park will create daily impact to children, families, 

day camp, and wildlife, construction vehicles coming into the park every day near the 

playground; all these vehicles and cars right next to the pool, right next to the park.  

Inconceivable to go to such lengths at the expense of existing green space when a viable 

tower is located approximately a half mile down the road.  Thank you Mrs. Schleimer for 

mentioning Arbor Day in Mount Kisco.  The service is to be held at the Tea House in 

Leonard Park.  The Village Board decision on this topic does not cease once you leave 

the Board, this vote will remain with you for the rest of your life.  The Village Board 

legacy will be judged by this extraordinary effort it undertook to save the park not its 

efforts to intentionally destroy it and allow a cell tower to place a dark shadow over the 

park for future generations.  It is existing green space now, the motto of this Board 

should be to protect Leonard Park.  That is in the best interest of all Mount Kisco 

residents and our children.  The Town Board must resoundingly reject the cell tower on 

the property of the crown jewel of Mount Kisco, Leonard Park, site the letters online of 

Cuddy Fedder and Wilder Balter on a possibility of what this is going to cost.  He asked 

the Mayor and Board to provide separate meetings for this at a separate time.  

Whenever it can be done, as soon as it can be done, where people can discuss varying 

issues.  Maybe a couple of issues can become clearer.  The motto of this Board, protect 

the park.  

 

 Ms. Christina McGinn of Langland Drive began by saying that she wanted to 

address a few of the many concerns that she has with the placement of the cell tower in 

our beloved Leonard Park.  She has lived in Mount Kisco her entire life and is proud to be 

a “Kisco kid” and now raising her own “Kisco kids” in this amazing town.  She played in 

Leonard Park as a kid and now brings her children to ride their bikes, play baseball, go 

ice skating and sledding, and they often meet with friends to play on the playground.  

She is here as a mom, community member, and member of the Recreation Commission, 

and just like those who have spoken before her, she has many concerns.  She also has 

177 signatures and it’s ever growing from people who are against the placement of the 

cell tower in our park; and that is just in two (2) days.  She began her journey on the 

Leonard Park Committee years ago to help make our park a better place and has moved 

up to the Recreation Commission to continue this journey.  What is the impact to the 

road they will be using to drive up and down?  You say 30 trees will be cut, but that is 

just to make room for the cell tower.  What about widening the road for these huge 

trucks and tractor trailers that will be going in and out?  How will this impact the wildlife 
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that lives there?  Our disc golf course?  How will this impact the run off?  What is the 

surface?  Is it stone, gravel, blacktop; our park is already soggy enough all year long 

and it interferes with baseball and soccer fields.  Will they be working over the summer 

to construct this tower?  There is not a nice day that she is going to be enjoying the pool 

with trucks going up and down.  Will there be an impact on the fencing around the pool 

to allow these trucks access to the roadway?  Again, she in not in favor, but if we were 

to have this cell tower erected, where would the money go?  The deed states that all 

funds must be used in reserve for park use only and she would hope that the Board 

would continue to fund the Recreation program the same way as always and these 

monies would be delegated to a separate fund that would be used only for the park.  No 

money should be taken out in an abatement situation.  It should not be going anywhere 

other than the park and it should not be going to our Town/Village as the deeds declare.  

The position of this Board, Mayor, was for Mount Kisco and the benefits of its community 

members, how does putting a cell tower in our park make our town better, especially 

when its main job is to provide service in Bedford and very few Mount Kisco residents. 

As a member of the Recreation Commission we were not allowed to know about the 

proposal as the Chair at the time was told to keep an executive session meeting under 

wraps and not talk about it.  Our deed dictates what happens in our park; we are 

struggling to be allowed to put in a new playground with sponsorships we can bring in; a 

commercial cell tower?  We can’t have a food truck during a spring morning baseball 

game, but we can put in a commercial cell tower to fund the town and not have the 

funds go back ONLY to the park?  How is this following the deed?  It seems that 180 

South Bedford Road and Leonard Park are both not valid options and she asks they 

continue to consider other options.  She understands the Board has a lot to think about 

and respects there is a lot more to be discussed so she asks that the Board fully inform 

the community on what is going on not just on Facebook or weekly phone calls, but with 

information sent out on paper to all.  We need a public hearing where we can educate all 

and explain how this will impact our park and our community.  She asks that when the 

Board does vote on this matter that the entire community of Mount Kisco is given plenty 

of notice, weeks not days, so they can be present.  Transparency is key and we need to 

protect our park.  As a community member, a Recreation Commission member, and 

most importantly a mom, she asks that she consider how this will impact our children, 

our “Kisco kids,” and the future children and families of Mount Kisco. 

  

Mr. David Coates, of Crow Hill Road, and is the course pro at the disc golf course 

began by saying that people do use that mountain top and it’s not deep woods or 

unused territory; there are hundreds of people playing disc golf every day.  He started 

playing the course in 1992 and is a certified arborist and eventually started volunteering 

and took over the course.  It would be heartbreaking.  He grew up in town, the mountain 

tops are so unique.  He has lived all over Westchester, but there is nothing like those 

rock crops at the top of those mountains, and to put a tower on there would be 

devastating.  He can’t even imagine what putting a tower up there would look like.  

Growing up in Westchester he always wondered about the Native Americans and he’s 

pretty sure they held that mountain top very sacred and he noticed that the Board 

recently refinished Chief Kisco and thank you for putting him back up.  He wants to go 

one step further and protect the sacred hills in Mount Kisco where he believes the Native 

Americans lived.  Also to represent the disc golfers of the world for them to be able to 

play and have to look at that tower would be horrific.  He thanked them for his time; 

please no tower in Leonard Park. 

 

 Mr. John Piazza of Carpenter Avenue began by thanking the Mayor and the Board 

for considering these issues.  He thinks they are doing the finest thing the government 

can do which is to balance competing interests.  Trustee Patiño earlier talked about 

certain Boards that don’t require a lot of hours and a lot of meetings.  He is sure they 
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are not one of those Boards, and we thank you no matter what side we are on here, we 

appreciate the effort and time you put in.  Essentially, he is agreeing with something Mr. 

Vigliotti said.  He is a lifelong resident of the Village.  He has lived at 23 Carpenter in the 

shadow of the Verizon building for 61 years and he loves this Village.  It is a very special 

place.  He has never traveled in his life, but he feels he is a citizen of the world because 

the world has come to Mount Kisco.  It is a place of diversity, of culture, of warmth, 

tolerance, and friendship, and is a very special place.  He says that because whenever 

he comes back into town from whichever entrance, whether it is Route 133, Route 117, 

or Route 172, it always feels good to come back to Mount Kisco because that is my 

home and the home of so many other people.  He just can’t help but thinking, seeing the 

presentation that the visual impact of putting the cell tower right at our gateway; do we 

really want that to be the gateway arch of St. Louis?  Not only people from Mount Kisco, 

and all who love this town, but all the others that come down that corridor if that is 

going to be the first thing that they see when they hit the Mount Kisco line it reflects 

poorly on us.  Furthermore, there is no perfect solution, but if we are the landlord of the 

tower, he thinks we would be better able to adjust for any consequences that come up.  

We can use the revenue wisely, and rather than have it in the hands of an absentee 

landlord who is 1,000 miles away, we know their motivation is to maximize the profit of 

their property and not to be in the best interest of our Village, which he knows this 

Board and all other municipal Boards are trusted to do.  For those reasons he is in favor 

of siting the tower accordingly.  He also mentioned that there has been some talk 

throughout the night, no one wants to live near a cell tower.  Well on Carpenter Avenue, 

in the shadow of the Verizon building, he is waiting on some panels to go up.  There is a 

whole neighborhood behind him who will have to live with those consequences.  There 

are some real life decisions to be made as well and to have this with the lower visual 

impact away from more residents is something the Board needs to take into 

consideration. 

 

 Mr. David Grant of Cold Spring Court began by saying he did send a letter to the 

Board, but he also wanted to share some comments for the sake of the public.  You have 

referenced several times in recent meetings that this is a new Board; it’s a Board that 

has only been in place a couple of months.  Perhaps that is too early to start thinking 

about the legacy this Board would leave, but he thinks not.  It is never too early to start 

thinking about your legacy and what you will leave behind.  He implores them to not be 

the Board whose legacy is one that put a cell tower in Leonard Park.  This cell tower 

debate has been positioned, wrongfully so in his opinion, as a choice between two bad 

options, Leonard Park and 180 South Bedford.  If this indeed was the choice, which 

again he believes it is not, it is a pretty simple problem to solve if you look at the 

numbers.   The proposed location at 180 South Bedford Road is extremely close to a 

homeowner, and it would indeed negatively impact that homeowner significantly.  It 

would also negatively impact the trails and beauty of neighboring Marsh Sanctuary.  The 

tower would not literally be in Marsh Sanctuary, but would impact it.  Conversely, the 

proposed location in Leonard Park impacts many, many more Mount Kisco residents who 

would see the tower from their homes which border the park.  Significantly, more 

homeowners would be impacted since the houses all up and down Cold Spring Court and 

Carlton Drive would look directly onto this tower.  And unlike with Marsh Sanctuary, this 

tower is literally inside the park.  It would be in the middle of existing trails, we just 

heard it would be in the middle of this Frisbee golf course, and it would ruin those 

forever.  It is offensive to hear some people talk about how it is deep in the woods, there 

is not much going on there, it is camouflaged, it is easy to see, people out there walking 

their dogs every day.  This is not deep in the woods on wasted land.  There are trails 

here just as there are in Marsh Sanctuary so please do not downplay this because it is 

somewhat offensive to hear that type of talk.  A new access road would have to be built 

through the trails destroying even more of them and the number of people who are 
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negatively impacted from a tower at Leonard Park dwarfs the number of people who 

would ever experience this in Marsh Sanctuary.  It is not even close.  In the irony of 

ironies this town created a commission, a stand-alone commission, the Leonard Park 

Committee to protect Leonard Park.  The Board created a committee to stop exactly 

what we are talking about right now.  It is unbelievably ironic.  He thinks that answering 

this one or the other question is relatively easy; what’s more difficult and what he 

encourages this new Board to take on is the pursuit of other options.  He knows this has 

been a long time coming and it’s more than cell towers; its complex, but this Board that 

has been around for two months has not begun the fight.  There are other options that 

are possible.  Give yourselves a chance and time.  He learned today, that there is a new 

apartment complex that Bedford wants to erect on the corner of Route 172 and McClain, 

anyone think about siting a cell tower there?  Anyone think about new technology that 

may be coming along that might have smaller towers.  This gap is so tiny.  It is the 

houses on Route 172, Caremount, and the street, it’s not that big of a problem.  As 

someone said it is a problem that someone created by a homeowner who lives a 

thousand miles away.  What he implores this Board to do is take the time needed.  

There are other options.  

 

 Mayor Michael Cindrich began by saying that as far as violating the sanctity of 

Leonard Park, the jewel of Mount Kisco as it has been represented, he must remind the 

Board that the parkland was dedicated not to the Village of Mount Kisco, not to the 

Village Board, not to the Recreation Commission, not to the Leonard Park Committee but 

to the people.  The people of Mount Kisco.  And the list of people including himself, who 

have prevented the intrusion of incompatible uses is a long and distinguished list, and 

the prospect of authorizing a cell tower to be built in the people’s park should be taken 

off the table.  He would like to throw out some questions and a proposal.  Are there 

alternatives?  He has some knowledge on radio frequencies, but he is not a radio 

frequency engineer.  Is siting antennas on the buildings in the CareMount compound an 

option that would service the Village of Mount Kisco and no other communities?  

  

Mayor Picinich replied that it would have to be a tower and it needs height in 

order to go over the terrain.   

 

 Mayor Cindrich continued to say that he lives under a cell tower that cannot be 

seen from his home, but can be seen from the Deputy Mayor’s home, and it is very 

offensive when you drive down the street.  It is offensive when you stand in front of 

Saint Francis of Assisi Church and it is offensive in the Target parking lot.  That tower 

has grown from a wooden monopole to an edifice that now looks like an Elon Musk 

spaceship.  On a good day he has two bars and that’s being 850 feet away from the 

tower so he would like some radio frequency engineer to say factually that the antennas, 

if they were placed in the CareMount compound would not service the Chase community.  

He relies on Wi-Fi calling as opposed to cellular service often because calls drop 

consistently and it’s something that needs to be looked at.  It is part of the process to 

research every alternative and he thinks the park should be off the table immediately.  It 

is something that a number of us tried to propose in fact, forget cell towers in Mount 

Kisco.  We are the cell tower capital in Westchester; one cell tower per square mile is 

beyond belief and we are about to have two cell towers and an array that Mr. Piazza just 

talked about on the Verizon building, and now another cell tower proposed in Leonard 

Park or Rex Pietrobono’s backyard.  The cell tower industry is doing a disservice to the 

Village.  It is environmental injustice because we can’t just say no. 

  

Mrs. Linda Cindrich began by saying that she wanted to formally object to the 

proposed cell tower at Leonard Park.  The park has been free from commercial entities 

for the last 75 years and the deed granted many years ago by the Leonard family strictly 
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prohibits commercialization of any kind.  The proposed cell tower is an intrusion of the 

environment and the wildlife of the park.  Not only is it an eye sore in the midst of the 

beautiful treescapes, but it is also proposed a base camp and road as well as trucks 

coming in and out of the park to service this center.  She is sure there will be a large 

generator and she knows the electricity has to be brought through the street and will 

probably be overhead (it will be underground).  She wanted to ask the Village Board, 

respectfully, to explain why they entered into an agreement to build a cell tower that 

benefits mostly Bedford and why you would consider to put it in our park when there is 

an alternative site.  If you do take that land by eminent domain, then put the cell tower 

there.  She also would submit that the people who spoke in favor of putting the cell 

tower in the park tonight, spoke because they want trails.  That is a fact, but we do not 

need more trails, we need ball fields and playgrounds.  The other thing is, it is supposed 

to be parkland, but there is no access to that land (there is access to 180 South Bedford 

Road).  Bedford doesn’t permit and neither does the Marsh Sanctuary so she is confused 

on how that will be called parkland.  And when they talk about old woods and historical 

woods, what about the park?  Finally, she wanted to remind the Board that it is their 

responsibility to protect the environment and protect our precious parkland and to do 

what is best for the whole of the community and not just a few.  She thanked the Board 

for the opportunity to make her statement.  

 

 Mr. Louis Terlizzi of Drake Street began by reminding the Board of the applicable 

deed restrictions governing Leonard Park.  This parkland consists of land that was 

previously, and generously, granted to the Village of Mount Kisco by the Leonard and 

Wallace families for the people of Mount Kisco.  Some of the applicable deed restrictions 

are as follows: the park shall not be used directly or indirectly by lease or otherwise, in 

whole or in part, as a business or commercial enterprise.  The deed also strictly prohibits 

both the destruction of shade trees and natural topographical features of the park 

property.  In addition, it clearly states that no permanent or temporary building or 

structure shall be permitted for any business use by any lessee, concessionaire, licensee 

agent, or others.  The guiding legal document concerning this is comprehensive.  On 

September 15, 2009, current Village Attorney, Whitney Singleton, wrote a legal opinion 

regarding the applicable deed restrictions governing Leonard Park and addressed it to 

the Village Board, Recreation Commission, and Leonard Park Committee.  In it he states 

in part that the deed is replete with restrictions prohibiting any business or commercial 

enterprise in Leonard Park.  Replete is defined as meaning full of or complete, again, the 

deed is replete with restrictions prohibiting any business or commercial enterprise in 

Leonard Park.  In another part of this opinion produced by Village Attorney Singleton it 

states such restrictions were conditions of the Leonard family charitably conveying the 

lands to the Village and constitute valid and enforceable constraints.  In closing, violating 

the Leonard Park deed in this way would be unprecedented.  He implores the Village 

Board to not go down this slippery slope and instead to do the right thing; abide by the 

deed and protect the park.  Please continue to honor, follow, and safeguard the deed in 

accordance with the law all the while respecting the wishes of the families who so 

generously gifted this special place to the people of Mount Kisco for the enjoyment of all 

of its residents past and present and for all the generations to follow. 

  

Mr. Singleton asked the Mayor if she wanted him to comment as Mr. Terlizzi was 

quoting him and taking his words out of context.  Mayor Picinich replied that everything 

he said was true except what he did not say was the last piece of the deed that makes a 

provision by the grantor to allow for the sale of part of the property.  Mr. Singleton went 

on to say that he agrees with Mr. Terlizzi and his wife and has defended all those deed 

restrictions over the many years; alcohol, commercial use, whatever it may be.  We 

even had an issue in the park when the hospital wanted to park there and whether that 

was a violation of off-hour uses.  What he is talking about and the section that he read 
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earlier are completely different provisions and it’s a discussion point, it’s not a foregone 

conclusion.  What they are talking about is whether or not the 25 acres of land could be 

made better use of down the street versus 1/10th of one acre deep in the woods and he 

uses the term deep in the woods, those are his terms.  He is not in favor or opposed, but 

is simply saying the Board needs to make a decision as to what is in the best interest of 

the Village for the park overall.  And so, when Mr. Terlizzi says all those things, they are 

true, but what is being misrepresented by omission is that there are other provisions in 

the deed that do allow sale of the property.   

  

Mr. William Meyer began by thanking the Board for comment.  He thinks it is in 

the best interest of Mount Kisco to focus 100% on preserving Leonard Park.  He just 

moved to Mount Kisco five (5) years ago and decided to raise his family here largely 

because of the access to wildland around us.  He was born and raised in Westchester 

and lived here most of his life, and came back to Mount Kisco.  When he travels he 

drives back into Mount Kisco and feels like he is back in the country from wherever he 

has been.  He does use the park.  He plays the Frisbee golf course and has been playing 

that course for 25 years.  The upper part of the park is beautiful and he wants his 

daughter to go up there and experience nature.  He doesn’t want her to find a cell tower 

back in the woods as a prize for a hiking trip.  Leonard Park is a recreational opportunity, 

and thousands of people use the park every day.  We hear hundreds of people are using 

the park to access the Frisbee golf course trails which go throughout the whole park.  

Some of the negative impacts of the 11,000 square feet that will be displaced by the 

road and cell tower, there will be habitat fragmentation, habitat that has already been in 

place for a long time will be fragmented by the road and development of the tower.  

There will also be a lot of runoff into the park where there is already extensive flooding 

which is going to be an issue.  He is a landscape designer by trade; he deals with the 

issue of runoff all the time, there will be extensive runoff.  The road will not be pervious, 

a dirt road probably will have 60-80% impervious so about 20% will be absorbed by the 

runoff.  He wanted to say that there is a very narrow reading of the deed.  He heard the 

reasoning that we have an opening to use the park for commercial interest because the 

land is not being used in the operation of the park.  We just examined that there are 

hundreds, thousands of people who use the park and he would like to say that if the 

Board votes to use Leonard Park for the cell tower they will be decreasing the amount of 

people who will use the park.  People will not visit the park.  The people that he 

recreates with come into town and use the businesses and going to shop local, but will 

say that with that vote there will be a reduction of people coming to visit.  He had 

another place that he used to go, Pound Ridge Reservation, in Lewisboro where he would 

go out of his way to go hiking, but they put a cell tower on his favorite trail and hasn’t 

been since.  As for the Native Americans, there are in fact, he knows the NYS Museum 

has records of finds of Native American significance in Leonard Park, and he will try to 

find those citations.  So it is a place that was used by Native Americans.  The Town 

states on the Village website that one of the words, a Linape word, Kiscamenohook, is 

one of the parts of our Town’s name itself.  He would say it would be sacrilege to use 

this part of the park.  And he also heard of environmental issues and finds it would be an 

environmental injustice to impose the cell tower exposure to Mount Kisco residents as 

opposed to Bedford residents.  

 

 Mr. John Rhodes of Stewart Heights began by saying he was representing the 

Conservation Advisory Council (CAC) this evening.  The CAC is clearly against both of 

these locations and is not just saying that because when this location first came up two 

and a half years ago they prepared a ten (10) page detailed report on the problems of 

putting a cell tower at this location.  Further research has shown that some of those 

problems can be mitigated, but it is still a very bad location.  As far as the South Bedford 

Road location, that is a horrible location because it is right in the middle of two 
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residences; is right on top of a historic site in Mount Kisco, the amphitheater that has 

been used for 100 years.  It is literally right in the back yard of a couple of residences.  

They are both horrible locations and the reason the Board is being put in this sort of 

position is the phone company had a lot of influence on the Federal Communications 

Commission (FCC) for a long time.  A lot of the things that we are talking about are not 

laws that were passed by Congress, but are rules passed by FCC Commissioners, quite a 

few whom were lobbyists or previously worked for the various telecommunication 

companies.  They set up a rigged system where the town has the shot clock where they 

cannot take the time to really look at all the locations because they have a specific 

amount of time by law to make a decision.  There are a number of other things and it 

has also been the strategy, being involved with the planning process where we have 

seen the tactics that the phone company representatives have used.  He gives credit to 

the Village Attorney because many times there were not giving information about 

alternative sites or details of the lease, and they do this to all towns in an area.  This 

same company is in open lawsuits with Pound Ridge and Bedford about similar things 

and our Board is in a position, that unless they want to spend hundreds of thousands of 

dollars defending a Federal lawsuit, they have to make a decision.  They could decide to 

do that, but the record is that most towns that contest these in Federal Court lose.  So 

it’s basically a rigged game and part of that game is to set different parts of the 

community against each other.  People that he knows and respects and are passionate 

about the park not being compassionate with the people who live and work on South 

Bedford site and the other way around.  We are not each other’s enemies, it is the FCC 

rigged process and we need to see what we can do to help the Board get around that 

and to make the least impactful decision.  If interested, the CAC has a ten (10) page 

report on the Leonard Park location and more than that on the 180 South Bedford 

location.  We should be careful and stick to the facts so that we can help ourselves and 

the Board reach the right decision. 

 

 Mr. Rex Pietrobono began by thanking the Board for the whole process, and he 

thinks it has been exceedingly open and transparent.  He has made a lot of notes and 

will try and be quick.  Our United States Constitution principally stands for the concept 

for protecting all of us and each of us.  The Board has been elected to make these tough, 

difficult, just decisions.  One of his own philosophies is when faced with a true dilemma 

is to choose the most difficult path because later, with the benefit of hindsight, it is 

almost always the right decision.  Because of a lot of sincere pressures in front of you, 

such a true dilemma however, a hard look at the facts apart from the politics and 

emotion make it clear that the woods behind the pool in Leonard Park is the best 

location for re-siting the cell tower away from the proposed 180 South Bedford location.  

In fact, in law they call it stare decisis, but he heard earlier that the Village had 

previously declined to put a cell tower at the water tower because there were two 

residences within 300 feet of that proposed cell tower.  So he will see your two 

residences and raise it an amphitheater, a preserve, the eastern gateway to Mount 

Kisco, and all the people that pass by that road.  As many people as would see it in 

Leonard Park, he believes more people would see it every day coming into Mount Kisco.  

The proposed cell tower itself would be erected, as it stands now, basically adjacent to 

our property line and a mere 275 feet from our bedrooms, his daughter’s bedroom, their 

bedroom, and the Marsh, and visible by anyone passing by.  The monopole at that 

location cannot honestly be screened due to height, close proximity, topography, or the 

number of trees to be removed.  In addition, since the remaining trees that are there are 

in the process of dying based upon prior storms and choking vines, they will all either be 

dead before this is put in or shortly after due to prior experience.  As a result, the entire 

pole, base equipment, and housing structure will be visible every single day, and we will 

be bathed in these radio waves 24 hours a day seven days a week.  So all of you spoke 

and he agrees with something from everyone, nobody wants a cell tower next to their 
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house.  He did not ask for this, you did not ask for this, and it is not fair.  It devalues our 

property, and while he is not looking to sell the property, that devaluation is a 

quantification of the loss and value of our health, welfare, happiness, and joy of our 

property.  We want that property, 75 feet from the tower everyday versus in the back of 

the park in the woods where nobody is going to see that base from other areas of the 

park.  Yes, if you are up close or playing Frisbee golf, you will see it, and if you are 

hiking near it you will see it, but that is a transient experience versus someone who is 

taking a bath or sleeping in those radio waves daily.  It is his hope that none of you have 

to experience an inequity like this and have to seek the mercy of the masses for 

assistance.  He is relying on the Board to make a just decision here and understands 

that it is the harder decision to go against a tide of emotion.  Just please look at the 

facts and they will tell you what the right decision is; 1,000 feet from the closest 

residence and it will largely be screened, and also other studies from other countries 

show that beyond 984 feet is the safety zone.  Also having it in the park would give 

Mount Kisco the landlord-ship over it, which means they don’t have to renew when it 

expires as opposed to a private landlord.  Also from your own consultants said you need 

a third pole to service; but this site would serve Mount Kisco.  

 

 Mayor Picinich began by saying that this Board is faced with a decision and as 

they spoke about last time, they have a deadline.  We need to make choices because 

there is a shot clock that we need to meet, but most importantly we need to make 

whatever choice we are going to make because the Planning Board has to do their work.  

If we choose not to site this in Leonard Park, then we have to give the Planning Board 

the time that they need so they can render their decision.  So we need to make a choice.  

She asked if the Board had any statements or comments.  

  

Deputy Mayor Abzun began by thanking everyone for coming out for the last 

several weeks, and not only coming here or online through zoom or Facebook, but also 

sending written comments.  She thinks that Mr. Rhodes gave a great presentation this 

evening in talking about how companies can pit communities against each other.  We do 

not have an easy business with this issue and we are all taking it seriously.  She 

continued on to say that they take what residents have to say really seriously and we 

take the issues that affect generations very seriously. 

 

 Trustee Patiño wanted to add that almost every single question that was posed 

this evening, the Board has asked as well.  Coming into the Board, yes, she is new and 

has not done this before.  She is a criminal defense attorney, a mom first, and is a 

lifelong member of Mount Kisco.  She had no knowledge of the FCC regulations, of cell 

phone radiation, or Planning Board issues, but she has spent countless hours as her 

daughter sleeps, as she waits for court, as she drinks coffee, thinking about every single 

letter.  She has gone back to the first Planning Board meetings, gone back to the initial 

filing, and the meetings before an application was filed.  The initial filing that happened 

in December 2020 contained the notices that Homeland sent to over 10-15 different 

locations to consider along with the benefits and incentives of the cell tower for the 

private owners as well as the feedback that they got from that notice.  Unfortunately, it 

received a letter from the proposed property and from there the Board starts this 

conversation.  We, the Board, did not go looking for a cell tower.  How it works, and 

what she has learned, is that the FCC does have a lot of power over this subject and 

what happens is that someone reports a coverage gap and they jump on the 

opportunity.  When that happens, they assess coverage needs and this area needs 

coverage.  Did Mount Kisco go out and say that?  No, we did not, but since they have 

identified this need and gap in coverage, we are now being looked at.  The different 

areas that could be explored were explored; they did their due diligence.  She looked at 

other municipalities dealing with this same issue to see what their arguments are and 
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what their research has been and what they’ve considered.  Certified returned letters are 

sufficient in those courts to show they did what they needed to do.  One of the first 

things she did was ask why this couldn’t be renegotiated with Bedford or go back to that 

list and make calls again to all those property owners that were approached back then.  

Unfortunately, because of the shot clock, how things have transpired, we are lacking the 

time frame to do that and it puts us between a rock and a hard place.  Again, she was 

born and raised here and her backyard was Leonard Park.  When she got her first dog, 

they went hiking on those trails.  That to her, is her backyard, but she also has a two 

year old daughter and looks at it through the lens if she has this proposed in her 

backyard where her daughter is sleeping, that would devastate her.  It puts us between 

a rock and a hard place, and it is not an easy conversation to have, but we are having it 

and she is thankful that we are having it with this Board because they are all 

approaching it very meaningfully.  When we speak about this amongst ourselves, we are 

respecting opinions, we are trying to learn from the public, and she respects the process 

thus far.  She wanted to clarify that they are dealing with Federal regulations, it is not 

something that they looked for, and there is no secret behind it.  When this Board 

changed, they were inundated with information to review and consider, and it is part of 

the reason this has taken some time to present to the public.  She would have hated to 

present this information without having the proper background information to have 

meaningful conversations on this topic.  She ran for office for transparency and hopes 

the public understands that in order for them to be transparent, they need to have an 

understanding of what is going on.  For her in her position, she is looking to be as 

transparent as possible and welcomes any and all questions and comments to help her 

make her decisions.  She said it is late, but she is here and willing to discuss and 

address anyone that is here, anyone that is online, but also represent those who are not 

able to be here or understand the language as well or working because there are so 

many different points of view.  There are a lot of lives that will be impacted by this 

decision and she hopes that this creates an opportunity.  This also shows that we cannot 

just be involved on a local level, a lot happens nationally and we need to remember that.  

Time is sacred, especially as we raise families and so much is going on, but decisions are 

being made that impact us and our comments even at the FCC level, they mean 

something.  So something to keep in mind; this is not easy for any of them. 

  

Trustee Bianchi began by thanking everyone for being here tonight and she’s 

listened to each one.  Just as Trustee Patiño said, she is an attorney, but this is not her 

area of expertise either, so she had to research to catch up on this topic.  One thing that 

struck her about the Telecommunications Act of 1996, and the case law that followed 

thereafter, some of you had discussed the potential or possible health considerations, 

which of course is just common sense.  We understand that there are likely going to be 

some health considerations and Rex mentioned that there have been studies done by 

other countries and was saddened to find out that in all the cases, potential health 

considerations are not a legal basis to challenge the placement of a cell tower.  

Unbelievable, but a fact.  In order to challenge these things in court successfully you 

have to have some legal basis to do that.  She agrees with Mr. Rhodes, she is not an 

expert in this area, but from what she had learned, it is very much a rigged system and 

nobody wants a cell tower in Leonard Park.  She has lived here for 37 years and her son 

has camped out there with Camp Iroquois, participated in little league, sled down the 

hill, hiked back there, and it is a stunningly beautiful piece of property back there, but 

from what she can tell, the cell tower is coming just and it is just a question of where.  It 

is a very difficult decision.  

 

 Trustee Patiño added that a big point that was brought up today many times was 

that it’s commercial and we don’t allow commercial things.  She is the first person to 

say, yes she wanted her little lemonade stand at Leonard Park and knew she couldn’t 
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have it there and she understands that there are various things proposed for the park 

that we couldn’t have there.  However, the law sees a wireless carrier as a public utility.  

It is a pubic necessity according to the law and NYS law says that wireless carriers are 

provided the status of public utility for the purpose of zoning applications.  So it is not a 

question of commercial versus not commercial, but it is that wireless carriers are 

considered a public necessity.  Unfortunately that argument, although it has been 

brought up, that is the response we receive.  In looking at these arguments we can 

have, we consider our defense, the potential litigation that can come, and how strong 

our arguments can be.  It is a matter of when it will come here.  Now what we are trying 

to do is be smart about it and not let the decision be made by people that do not have 

as much love for this town as we do.  

 

 Trustee Schleimer began by saying that what everyone has voiced is the bottom 

line.  We have two horrible choices, neither one is good.  Nobody wants a cell tower in 

the park, nobody wants a tower at the gateway to Mount Kisco.  In balancing the 

equities, she has questions.  How much noise does a generator make if we put it in the 

park or next to Rex’s house.  She doesn’t know the answer to that.  She knows that 

when we did the balloon tests we did not have balloons the size that other communities 

floated; ours were smaller.  They said they could not get big enough balloons so how 

adequate is the information we are working off of.  The real problem is the shot clock.  

We talked about did they legally fulfill their obligation to look for alternate sites.  The 

answer is they have fulfilled the bare minimum.  From her understanding we also 

reached out independently to also try and site this tower somewhere else and not be 

faced with this choice.  Somebody talked about the affordable housing at the corner of 

McLain and Route 172; she is not sure because in some discussions she has had she was 

told that you could not adequately put a tower there as the building is not high enough.  

Whether Bedford would, should, or could put a tower in that backyard, she does not 

know that answer to that.  That proposal also changes the character of the Route 172 

corridor.  That is the beginning of what we were talking about; is it going to look like 

North Bedford Road (Route 117).  Lousy choices, but when you look at the possibility of 

acquiring the 180 South Bedford Road site, it’s a once in a lifetime opportunity and it 

may not come to fruition; 25 additional acres.  The question that flows from that, could 

we connect Leonard Park to those 25 acres through easements or Marsh.  This could 

make the park bigger.  The other piece is we are not selling the park to the cell tower 

company, we are leasing so after the term the property comes back to the park.  This is 

not forever, it is temporary, longer than we would like, but not forever.  The opportunity 

for the 25 acres will never come again and as much as she hates the idea of putting 

anything in Leonard Park and taking away from Leonard Park, even temporarily, trees 

will come down, forest land will be destroyed and facilities that people cherish will be 

gone forever, but maybe we can recreate them in a slightly different place and make it 

better.  

 

 Mayor Picinich began by saying she was going to read a statement she prepared 

as this has taken all of her brain space and all of her heart.  In 2019 she was not in 

favor of putting a cell tower near the water tower on Rolling Ridge Court because it was 

300 feet from two residences.  That proposed tower loomed over homes and she 

believed then and still does, that the tower so close to a home was an undue burden to 

the homeowner.  That is largely the reason why she does not think the location at 180 

South Bedford Road is an appropriate location.  It is just simply too close to residences.  

In 2019 the Village Board did not have consensus to put the tower in Leonard Park.  We 

could not come to a decision to site the tower.  She clearly stated at that point in time 

that this problem would not go away and Trustee Grunthal expressly said they were 

kicking the can down the road, and here we are three (3) years later.  This Board is 

genuinely conflicted because the notion of siting a cell tower in Leonard Park is truly 
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egregious to all of them.  So they reached out for public comment; what is the purpose? 

To gather information and to gather data, particularly things we did not consider and to 

gauge public sentiment.  Public comment has provided some insight into the views of 

different groups, but has also demonstrated that there are too many competing interests 

for public opinion to prevail.   Some want to use this as a negotiating point to get more 

open space and some believe it will destroy the park.  She is trying to make the decision 

that she has to make based on facts, live data, and information.  More than 25 years 

ago the Village Board of Trustees conducted a meeting that had to be moved to the 

American Legion Post because the room was not large enough to hold the number 

residents who wanted to speak in opposition to the proposal to put a cell tower on Kisco 

Mountain.  That tower has stood in that place and has recently been elevated.   In the 

last quarter century there have been no negative impacts, no environmental hazards, no 

cancer clusters or health issues, no reduction in property values.  The tower sits at an 

elevation of approximately 550 feet and it is approximately 700 feet from the nearest 

home.  It sits above the tree line similar to what the tower in Leonard Park would appear 

so she is using this as a model for her decision-making.  It is the same situation except 

on the other side of the Village.  The location in Leonard Park would be 130 feet tall, the 

elevation is about 400 feet, but 1,000 feet from the nearest home.  The location is set 

back in an area that some people do use, but the majority of residents do not.  This 

location in Leonard Park provides the greatest cellular coverage for Mount Kisco and it is 

likely this is the last tower that would need to be placed in this community.  The 

remaining gaps can be covered by small cell and she invested time in talking with the 

consultants to determine if we could not put in a tower and use small cells, but 

unfortunately, the terrain would not allow for that.  Some have spoken about the 

Leonard family and their intentions.  We do not have to guess at their intentions as 

everything is clearly commented on in the deed.  They have provided a clause that is 

similar to New York State (NYS) requirements for alienating and replacing parkland, so 

she applauds them for recognizing in 1941 that they could not see or predict the future.  

Cellular service is a utility similar to gas, electric, water, and sewer and this is 

infrastructure that we have to build and are being forced to build.  The location in 

Leonard Park provides the greatest coverage for Mount Kisco, and the revenue from the 

tower would go back to Leonard Park, and only to Leonard Park.  The placement of this 

tower will likely enable us to focus on building a stronger network in the most densely 

populated areas without any future macro sites.  

 

 A motion was made by Mayor Picinich and was seconded by Deputy Mayor Abzun 

to proceed with the parkland alienation process and further negotiate the siting in 

Leonard Park; all in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Lisa C. Abzun  Aye 

Trustee Anne B. Bianchi  Nay 

   Trustee Karine P. Patiño  Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

 

  
 

7) New Business: 

  

8) Bills: General, Senior Nutrition, Water, Sewer, Library, & Capital Project Funds 

 

A motion was made by Trustee Schleimer and was seconded by Trustee Bianchi to 

pay the bills as submitted on March 4, 2022 for the months of January and February 

2022 as follows: 
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General Fund      $ 240,698.22 

Water Fund      $ 138,211.62 

Sewer Fund      $   21,275.12 

Library Fund      $     2,993.18  

Capital Fund      $ 463,511.03 

Trust Fund      $     2,175.00 

    TOTAL   $ 888,864.17 

 

 

All in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Lisa C. Abzun  Aye 

Trustee Anne B. Bianchi  Aye 

   Trustee Karine P. Patiño  Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

 

9) Minutes-  

 

a. VB Regular Meeting – 1.24.2022 

 

A motion was made by Deputy Mayor Abzun and was seconded by Trustee Bianchi to 

approve the minutes for January 24, 2022 as submitted; all in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Lisa C. Abzun  Aye 

Trustee Anne B. Bianchi  Aye 

   Trustee Karine P. Patiño  Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Abstain 

 

 

10) Non-Local Business - None 

 

11) Public Comment:  

 

Call in#646-558-8656 or 888-788-0099 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/87043761605 

Zoom ID:  870 4376 1605  

 

There being no further business to come before the Board, Mayor Picinich closed 

the regular meeting at 11:03 pm.  

 

 

 

 

_________________________ 

       Edward W. Brancati 

       Village Manager 

/lh 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/87043761605

