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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, April 18, 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 

 

Meeting Agenda 

6:15 pm Interview - Planning Board - Lee - via zoom 

6:30 pm Interview - Planning Board - Downey - in person 

6:45 pm Interview - CSC Task Force - Garcia-Guerra - via zoom 

 

Monday, April 18, 2022 

7pm Regular Meeting 

 

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

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

Zoom ID: 870 4376 1605 

 

Swearing In- Fire Chiefs 

 Mayor Picinich administered oaths of office to John Hochstein, Head Chief of the Mount 

Kisco Fire Department; Matthew Hollis, 1st Assistant Chief of the Mount Kisco Fire 

Department; Joshua Fine, 2nd Assistant Chief of the Mount Kisco Fire Department; and 

Ray Zacarri, 3rd Assistant Chief of the Mount Kisco Fire Department.  

 

Public Hearing Continued – Eminent Domain – 180 South Bedford Rd. 
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Public Hearing – Proposed Budget 2022-2023 
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Mayor Picinich began by saying our next public hearing is about the proposed 2023 

budget, and so before we get to the public hearing, I am just going to share some 

modifications that we made to the proposed budget.  We reduced our transfer to capital by 

$182,160 and we reduced our general contingency by $740 to accommodate increases in 

other line items.  The reductions in both transfer to capital and the general contingency 

result in a total reduction in expenses of $182,900.  The areas in which we increased 

expenses were attorney’s legal fees by $100,000; we increased the Village Clerk outside 

contracts by $33,000 to cover translation services; we also increased control of animals - 

outside contracts for geese management and that's an increase of $18,000 which makes 

that line item a total of $26,080, and then on the revenue side for real property taxes we 

had another adjustment, unfortunately downward for the assessed value that resulted in a 

decrease of $31,900.  With these changes, though it may seem like there's an increase to 

the proposed budget and the proposed tax burden, there was a decrease. The proposal that 

was made by our Village Manager was a 1.49% increase in Village taxes, with all of these 

adjustments what it will now be is a 1.29% increase.  We've gone back and asked to see if 

there are ways that we can reduce it and again largely with the change in the transfer to 

capital, our Village Manager and Treasurer were able to bring that down to a 1.29% 

increase and so that's what's being proposed at this time.  We'll open the public hearing.  

 

There were no public comments on the proposed budget at this time.  

 

A motion was made by Mayor Picinich and seconded by Trustee Bianchi to close the 

hearing at this time; 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 

 

Public Hearing – Amendment to Chapter 25 – Planning Board 

 

Mayor Picinich began by saying the next public hearing is an amendment to chapter 

25 which is a proposal to reduce the number of members on the planning board from seven 

(7) to five (5), that was largely driven by the fact that we did not have enough volunteers to 

fill four seats (two full time seats and two alternate seats).  We did have some interviews 

today.  Also included in the code amendment was modifications to training recommending 

six hours initially and it would stay at six hours for follow-up years as well, and we had 

prescribed instruction for the first year and authorized organizations that could offer the 

training.  So, if anyone wants to comment at this time on the amendment to chapter 25 

which proposes changes to the planning board code now would be the time to make those 

comments.  

 

Trustee Schleimer wanted to let the public know that we have had two people 

volunteer for the Planning Board since we have gone live as it were, talking about the need 

for more people to participate and join, not only the Planning Board, but other boards; but 

we had two people volunteer specifically for the Planning Board.  I would put it out there 

that we still would need, assuming these people were offered positions,  we still need two 
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more people on the Planning Board.  If you have an interest please let us know by 

contacting Village Manager Brancati and we would be delighted.  

 

A motion was made by Mayor Picinich and was seconded by Deputy Mayor Abzun to 

adjourn the hearing to May 2, 2022; 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 

 

County Update- Legislator Erika Pierce 

 

County Legislator Erika Pierce began by saying that it is a pleasure to be with you even 

if it is virtually.  She wanted to give a couple of general updates about how the County 

Legislature is working.  Meetings are open for the public, but virtually much like you, we 

have public comment before our Monday evening meetings.  The rest of our work is done in 

committee and any of those committee meetings are available to the public online in real 

time and recorded to be watched at later dates.  In addition, she spent a lot of time meeting 

with folks like yourselves in our local governments, with nonprofits, and chambers of 

commerce.  She advised that there has been an influx of concerns in regards to utility bills 

and she provided an update on Covid.  She gave information on Project HERRO for EMS and 

Fire Departments, she advised of a Caregiver’s seminar being held for those who may need 

assistance as well as advised on incentives for energy savings with ConEd.  

 

2) Petitions: 

 

3) Board Committee and Commission Reports: 

a. CRO Officer Update 

 

Officer Ramirez began by thanking the Board for having him and allowing him to work 

as the CRO (Community Resource Officer) in Mount Kisco.  He mentioned that he completed 

the Critical Incident Training (CTI), which assists in responding to mental health issues as 

well as assisted in moving the Mobile Mental Health unit into the Village.  He continued on 

to say that there was an area of concern on Trail #1 and he was able to team up with 

Neighbor’s Link to get a group of volunteers to clean that area up.  To be proactive, he has 

provided maps of the trails system to all officers who patrol the area in case of any incidents 

or need to respond.  He also mentioned a community clean-up day as well as having 

conversations with the Spanish community.  Officer Ramirez also spoke about working with 

local youths to create additional community outreach and resources.  He also laid out a plan 

to engage with the youth at Pinecrest Manor and planning National Night Out.  He also 

mentioned that he has met with the Judges to implement the community service plan, but 

needs more participation from businesses to provide a place to serve off their time.  Officer 

Ramirez proceeded to give statistics of calls responded to this year and last and believes 

their efforts are turning this in a positive way and is looking forward to give out information 

and resources to address these issues on substance abuse.  He also brought up concerns 

about safety issues with speeding and pedestrian safety and reminded residents to report 
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these events either through the app or by calling the precinct.  He looks forward to working 

to keep Mount Kisco safe and with great community engagement. 

 

Deputy Mayor Abzun thanked Officer Ramirez for the work that he was doing and as 

someone who didn’t believe in the need for this position, she believes that this work is 

valuable in the community.  

 

Trustee Patiño wanted to add that it is inspiring to see the community welcoming and 

wanting to be involved.   

 

At this time Mayor Picinich moved to Public Comment so that the people waiting in the 

room wouldn’t have to stay later than needed.  

 

Michael Cindrich of Washburn Road, I guess I'm a townie now with 51 years of 

residency and I just wanted to speak for a moment on the cell tower.  I was hoping Whitney 

would be here.  I don't know if he's listening or online.  Maybe someone can explain to me 

why the provisions of section 110-27-1 of the Village code are not being met with any of the 

applications for cell towers in the Village of Mount Kisco, because in my analysis of that 

section; and you know Mayor maybe I could just get an e-mail or something on it; but in 

my calculations on the minimum lot size for a cell tower that's 130 feet tall is 67,600 square 

feet, which is an acre and a half, and the distance separation for a 130 foot cell tower is 

1,500 feet and these calculations represent an encumbrance of the properties.  For example 

the Mountain Avenue property is more than 150 acres (Note: the Mountain Avenue cell 

tower sits on a small parcel within a 31.9 acre parcel that is between a 10.6 acre parcel and 

a 17.7 acre parcel) and that encumbers using a simple formula of the circumference of a 

circle equals the pi times the radius squared and that turns out to be as significant square 

footage.  So in the process of the cell tower on Mountain Avenue houses can't be built 

anywhere on top of that mountain or any of that land, so we need to take that into account 

when you, if you do, and I hope you don't, negotiate any lease with the cell tower company 

that wants to desecrate Leonard Park.  That the cell tower is going to take a minimum lot 

area, according to this law, of an acre and a half; so it actually 67,000 square feet.  I don't 

know how tall it's going to be, but it could encumber 150 acres of land so this is important 

to me.  The other issue is this 5G?  There's a significant court case in the federal Court of 

Appeals out of the District of Columbia that found that the health issue is not something 

that should be avoided and the FCC is a captured agency.  Captured by the fact that it's a 

round robin of telecommunication executives filling these important positions.  In that court 

case the FCC was admonished for not updating their findings in over 30 years.  That court 

case is significant when we look at the SEQRA process and especially what's going on with 

5G because there has been no SEQRA process.   

 

Mr. Singleton said, I can address your first question throughout this process whether 

it's been at 180 South Bedford Road, up on the hill off of Mountain Avenue, or anywhere 

else in town where an applicant has provided data and has sought variances from those 

requirements.  They've demonstrated as part of their process that there's nowhere in Mount 

Kisco that a cell tower could be located legally and meet the setbacks that are required 

under our code and therefore they consider the restrictions in the code to not be legal. 

 

Mayor Picinich added that our consultants, Cityscape, also advised us that we need to 

modify our code because it is outside of federal regulations and federal law will trump 

whatever we have written in our code. 
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Mr. Cindrich said look at the court decision that was handed down last summer and 

make a determination, but that should be part of our SEQRA process that there is a 

question on health issues, because what I'm reading is there's 800,000 cell towers proposed 

in the United states in the coming years or months or whatever and it's something that is 

serious.  We’ve become the cell tower capital of northern Westchester with having three 

significant installations at present within three square miles (there are currently two macro 

cellular sites within the boundaries of the Village). When I look at the tower I walk on 

Wallace Drive, and I look at the Bedford antenna.  I hope you all take a walk on Wallace 

Drive towards the pond and you can see the Bedford antenna.  It is the perfect location for 

a cell tower, or conversely, when I leave church and I see the cell tower on the Mountain 

Avenue hill and I think about the let's save Kisco Mountain.  Well that antenna has 

destroyed the vista and it's visible in the entire village so this idea that it's not going to be 

visible in the park; I don't care how much camouflage you put on it.  It's going to be 

something that is dramatic for the village and I urge you to look when you drive north on 

South Moger Avenue or you're standing in front of the Mavis Tire or over by Target that 

antenna (Mountain Avenue) is visible from all over the village.  It's not something we should 

be proud of and anything we can do to avoid another cell tower is what we should be 

working on especially getting Bedford to cooperate.  My last issue is just one of hopefully 

with this 180 South Bedford Road property.  During my tenure, I tried to buy that property, 

not with Mount Kisco money, but with county money.  I think I've explained this previously, 

I worked with Lee Roberts (former Town of Bedford Supervisor) who endorsed the 

application which included the property where Bedford is now building affordable housing.  

What we tried to do was a quid pro quo; they wanted the Village of Mount Kisco to take 

over Lexington Avenue, which is not a good deal, not because of the pavement, but because 

of what’s underneath Lexington Avenue could create a financial burden on the Village and 

also that it would have to be an active recreation facility.  To make that happen, there is 

probably still money available at the County that should be explored.  It would take the 

cooperation of Bedford to allow in my opinion, for safety access off of Sarles Street, but it is 

something that I can support with a parking lot and little league field on that property.  It 

would be something that would benefit the entire community, not only the Marsh Sanctuary, 

or only Rex Pietrobono, or only the Chase.  In lieu of that possibility, look at the Guard Hill 

green space in Chapter 78 (this refers to Chapter 78 of the Village Code - North Bedford 

Road Green Space Preservation District).  If the Marsh Sanctuary, I had a brief 

conversation, if they could come up with a few dollars maybe we don’t have to go through 

the eminent domain process.  There is another way to get the funding where the Village can 

make a small contribution and the property owners that are the primary beneficiaries could 

make a significant contribution as part of their tax burden.   

  

 Mr. Robert Dagostino began by saying thank you Board.  Again, I am just here to 

address the Board as well as the residents and taxpayers of our community.  I want to 

thank you Mrs. Schleimer for acknowledging, I think, that we need public hearings although 

this is considered a public hearing; it should not only be one public hearing, but we need 

multiple public hearings especially with the cell tower in Leonard Park which you know I am 

opposed to.  We have to be cognizant of the fact that many of our residents, their hours of 

work and employment; so I think that a decision of this magnitude, which will affect 

thousands of children for future generations needs to be seriously considered.  Although you 

have already voted on the cell tower in the park, it is not, as you said before, complete.  I 

have asked you to tap the breaks and I seriously ask you to tap the breaks now and 

reconsider.  Hold off here until we have multiple public hearings involving all our residents; 
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hearings in English and Spanish held at the recreation center in my opinion, down at the 

park where we have guided tours for anyone who wanted to visit the proposed location and 

answers to questions like how is the power getting there?  What do we do with the 500 

gallon oil tank or diesel fuel tank that will be there?  Are there telephone poles that bring 

the power in underground?  DEC (New York State Department of Environmental 

Conservation), those streams may run into the Kisco River which runs into the reservoir.  So 

steep slope and some of these other sites have none of this.  Some sites that were 

considered and thrown off the map already have the infrastructure; roads are already built.  

There is no infrastructure required, maybe minor.  The sites of these towers would be 

smaller from 130 ft. to 100 ft.  There is a myriad of situations here that need to be 

addressed before we move forward and we need to ensure that when these public hearings 

are held, I would hope we have them on the cell tower in Leonard Park that we are 

cognizant of when we have to hold them.  I think we all realize that these need to be in 

English and Spanish for the best interest of all residents of Mount Kisco.  I would suggest 

and I ask you when we had spoken, those basic questions on power, how is this happening? 

Steep slopes, put a little orange path on the proposed route; is it coming out this way, that 

way, where is it going?  Circle the proposed site of the tower, show diagrams of the 

proposed tower; if you don’t have them we should have them.  This all should have been 

provided before we voted and there are thousands of other questions that were stated.  

Where is this going; we shouldn’t have to guess and this is already voted on but we have to 

tap the breaks and go back and show the proposed site so that people can say that’s where 

it is going.  This is too important a topic, especially something that accesses by the pool and 

playground with young children with construction vehicles and etc.  So I think that the 

public is entitled to answers to those questions and if it takes two or three public hearings in 

multiple languages so be it and then it is what it is, but to just say well we’re doing this 

coming out of covid after a couple votes and it’s done, 3-4 hours on television.  We can’t 

ask those questions, and I might want to speak to someone privately, and I would hope our 

legislators and senators are at these meetings so that they too can see or hear the 

expressed concerns of all residents of our community.  Let’s work together, hopefully we 

can address some of these issues and I would ask you to please consider public hearings so 

that we can all work together to come up with solutions that may not be as controversial. 

  

 Mr. Rex Pietrobono began by saying just a few things; the cell tower was brought up 

again; fortunately this is not a vote about popularism.  This is a hard vote, this is something 

nobody wanted in the town; it’s coming in, you know all the history; it was tried before, it 

was looked at.  This is about the balancing of equity and fairness and what’s actually best 

for the community, which is comprised of individuals.  This shouldn’t be about throwing one 

family under the bus or the Marsh Sanctuary under the bus and just saying its two entities. 

The Marsh Sanctuary represents multiple people that come in.  There is a house there.  We 

have been living here, my mom was born here, and we’re townies too.  How is that possibly 

fair that these opposition people are suggesting, oh don’t put it in the park, leave it where it 

is.  Where were they before when this was going on for all this time in front of the Planning 

Board?  It was ok then.  This is a decision you made that is consistent with your prior 

decisions when you said you didn’t want to put it within I forget the number, when it was 

going up by the water tower (Chase Water Tank) within 300 feet of the other homes.  You 

were fair enough to say that you were going to honor the same criteria used then in here 

and we have this park.  All these studies that are not allowed to be used as part of the 

application process I guess or the Planning Board process about health, those studies from 

countries all over the world and they all seem to agree on 500 feet is the danger zone, 

within 500 feet.  And then some of them go beyond that, they don’t go above 1,000 feet, 
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not any of the ones I read.  Some of them are 600 feet, 800 feet, some 900 feet, and what 

was just discussed was the unknown properties of 5G.  So the suggestion is you just stick it 

over here and who cares what happens to one of the members of our community or the 

Marsh Sanctuary.  Just stick it over there and we will all shut up; that is just not equitable, 

plus you already did this, you followed the process and you made the hard decision.  This is 

not about that, they keep talking about you put this on for eminent domain and they come 

in and do the same thing, this tenuous tie in of the cell tower with the eminent domain and 

it is not the process; it’s not fair.  This is trying to give more time to get the crowd going, 

get the popular people; how are you going to question that?  Do you want a cell tower in 

Leonard Park?  Who is going to say yes?  They have to know all the facts to this and the 

facts were presented by this Board and have already been considered.  This is not some 

superficial nonsense that goes to a survey question, do you want to see a cell tower in the 

middle of Leonard Park?  No, that’s not what’s really going on here; 1,000 feet from the 

nearest home, 1,000 feet from the structure.  It is going to be screened because it’s in the 

woods; the only part that will be visible is the part that pops up above the trees and it 

doesn’t have to be as tall as the one on 180 South Bedford Road because of the 

topography.  It services Mount Kisco versus this one that services primarily Bedford and if 

you didn’t do it then, it’s back now, and if you don’t do it now it’s going to be back again.  

Right now you can get in front of it as you have; responsibly you have gotten in front of it, 

took comment, you made a decision, and I am asking the Board to just keep moving on.  If 

people are upset do you just keep on asking to do it; it’s just not fair, it’s not fair to the 

process, it’s not fair to the community at large and by the way if eminent domain took that 

property that’s available to the whole community; it doesn’t just benefit us.  We are a house 

here at the base like any other house next to a park; it’s a give and take.  But I would 

rather see that being a park then cutting down all the trees and the dramatic changes that 

would go on otherwise and that’s going to be more traffic.  I would have to see more traffic 

than the solar farm proposed and I am willing to deal with that for the benefit of the 

mountain.  The community would have access to that mountain just like everyone said, it’s 

a jewel and I would ask you to just stand tall, you did the hard part.  I ask you not to fall 

victim to an end around as this has already been done.  I really respected the transparency, 

the protocol, you honored the system, you set out the rules, you honored it, you kept it 

separate, and it is trying to be put back into this chaos like the only answer is to leave it 

where it is.  That’s not true and that’s not fair.  

 

 Mr. Louis Terlizzi began by saying thank you for allowing me to speak.  First off, I 

had a question I attempted to ask during the eminent domain public hearing.  It was my 

understanding that Whitney explained that you have up to three years to purchase this 

property.  As per the Leonard Park deed the grantee, the Village, may only dispose the park 

property contemporaneously with the purchase, substitution, or exchange of property of at 

least equal value so it would have to be done at the same time, it couldn’t wait three years 

but by then we will have a cell tower in Leonard Park.  

 

 Mr. Singleton stated that he doesn’t agree with that statement.  I don’t agree that 

there will necessarily be a cell tower or that it would take three years.  It is a process to be 

followed that may be accelerated or drawn out.  And the one thing that is not in dispute by 

anyone is that if the Village were to seek parkland alienation and receive the statutory 

authority from both from the Senate and Assembly, we would be required by law, as well as 

by the terms of the deed, to obtain replacement property contemporaneously.   That is 

correct.  
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 Mr. Terlizzi said that contradicts the statement for three years.  There was some 

back and forth between Mr. Terlizzi and Mr. Singleton.  Mr. Terlizzi continued, I’d also like to 

remind the Board of the governing Leonard Park legal document produced by current Village 

Attorney Singleton where he concludes as follows; the deed provides for certain covenants 

and restrictions above and beyond that mandated by State or Local law.  These restrictions 

were conditions of the Leonard family charitably conveying the land to the Village and 

constitute valid and enforceable constraints.  As far as Rex saying that everybody knew it 

was going on, there was no agenda item about citing a cell tower or the prospect of citing a 

cell tower in Leonard Park.  So the public was caught unaware.  Maybe Rex knew what was 

going on or people in tune with Planning Board meetings.  I don’t know anyone who 

watches them to be honest, but be that as it may.  At the March 7th meeting, just after the 

majority of the Board inexplicably and unexpectedly voted to cite a cell tower in Leonard 

Park, I asked Village Attorney Singleton whether the area in question was covered by the 

Leonard family deed or the Reader’s Digest deed.  Mr. Singleton stated that it was the 

Leonard family deed and that he had not yet advised the Board of this.  While the Leonard 

family deed does have two narrow and specific criteria for condemnation/alienation, the 

Reader’s Digest deed has no provisions for this to be done yet the Board had already voted 

to proceed with alienation in Leonard Park.  The fact that you voted on an issue of this 

magnitude without knowing the specific deed involved is unbelievable and totally 

unacceptable, but it is understandable considering the lack of transparency shown during 

this entire process.  This along with Mr. Singleton’s statement to me indicating that the 

Board didn’t want the prospect of citing a cell tower in Leonard Park to get out to the public.  

This coupled with Mr. Brancati’s over the top slam dunk motion when asked if the Leonard 

Park alienation would be taken up by the NYS Legislators in the current session as opposed 

to next year, further demonstrates that you are fast tracking this cell tower to be placed in 

Leonard Park (the record reflects that Mr. Brancati never made any comment or statement 

on this topic).  At the March 7th and 21st public comment sections of the Village Board 

meetings, I discussed at length the various deed restrictions that should prohibit a cell 

tower from being placed anywhere in Leonard Park and why the two exceptions for 

alienation specified in the Leonard Park deed are not being met.  That area of the park is 

neither being condemned for public purposes, a cell tower is a public utility, nor is it 

materially diminished in anyway despite Mr. Singleton’s repeated dispersions that that area 

of the park is not being utilized thereby justifying its alienation.  I would argue that it is one 

of the most consistently utilized areas of the park second to the playground.  It is used 

yearlong for hiking and our famous disc golf course. I would remind the Board of the 

governing Leonard Park legal opinion by Mr. Singleton that the deed restrictions constitute 

valid and enforceable constraints.  Tonight during the eminent domain public hearing, I 

outlined another reason the deed prohibits the alienation of Leonard Park; mainly that the 

other two possible substitute locations failed to provide equal convenience.  The centuries 

old public trust doctrine is known as the principle that certain natural and cultural resources 

are preserved for public use and the government owns and must protect and maintain these 

resources for the public’s use.  As I stated earlier the Village Board unjustifiably opened the 

door to the one location that a cell tower company could not force a cell tower to be placed, 

that’s Leonard Park.  Your earlier vote to cite a cell tower in Leonard Park cannot and should 

not stand.  As public officials and stewards of Leonard Park, you have the duty and 

obligation to follow the law; you must stop this unlawful process as soon as possible.  

 

 Mayor Picinich closed the public comment at this time and continued on to 

communications.  
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1) Communications: 

 

a. Leonard Park Committee request- Meyer 

 

The Board requested that an interview be set up for the next meeting.  

 

b. Conservation Advisory Council request – von Holstein 

 

The Board requested that an interview be set up for the next meeting.  

 

c. Leonard Park Committee request – Ramone 

 

The Board requested that an interview be set up for the next meeting.  

 

d. Leonard Park Committee request – Muccino 

 

The Board requested that an interview be set up for the next meeting.  

 

 

4) Village Manager’s Reports: 

 

a. Mobile Shredder – Thursday, April 21, 2022 

 

Mr. Brancati advised residents that the mobile shredder would be at the Fox Senior 

Center on April 21, 2022 from 10:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m.  There is a four (4) box or bag 

maximum per resident.  Residents are asked to remain in their vehicles and staff will attend 

to them, no walk-ups please.  

 

b. Water Report 

 

 Mr. Brancati began by saying that the total water production for the month of March 

was 34.5 million gallons for a daily average of 1.1 million gallons.  The Leonard Park wells 

were used during the month and produced about 5.8 million gallons of the month’s total.  

Byram Lake began and ended the month at 100% capacity.  

 

5) Board Reports: 

 

 Deputy Mayor Abzun did not have a report at this time.  

 

 Trustee Schleimer began by advising residents that the library is accessible currently 

through the side door behind Village Hall due to construction.  Covid test kits will be 

available in Village Hall for residents at any office on the first floor or at the senior center.  

She continued on to say that the Little League parade was April 23rd starting at Village Hall 

followed by the opening day ceremony in the park.  Trustee Schleimer also wanted to 

remind residents that there is also an Earth Day celebration at Fountain Park, which will 

have music, resources, and fun activities for all ages.  She also mentioned a request for 

letters of support for aging in place for Habitat for Humanity and their aging in place 

program to provide needed repairs for seniors.  Trustee Schleimer also shared that there is 

a senior reduced fare on Beeline Bus and metro card that you can apply for online.  She also 

mentioned the paratransit service that is available with a reservation.   
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 Trustee Bianchi wanted to remind families that camp registration is now open and 

ongoing.  There is an early bird reduced rate through May 1st and then it will go up slightly 

so start thinking about those summer plans.  

 

 Trustee Patiño began by sharing that there is a community walk fundraiser to benefit 

Northern Westchester Hospital and Phelps on May 22nd at FDR Park.  She also wanted to 

mention its National Volunteer week and thanked everyone in town for all their involvement 

and being part of the community.  She specifically thanked Jasmin Arias of Fox Lane High 

School for starting her internship on Monday and she is excited to have her.  She also 

reminded everyone to please shop local and support our local businesses.   

 

 Mayor Picinich began by saying that the seven-day Covid positivity rate in 

Westchester County is 6.9%, with 51 active cases in the Village.  The CDC has authorized a 

4th shot or second booster for those that are immunocompromised and over the age of 50.  

She advised residents that test kits would be available in Village Hall for pick up.  Mayor 

Picinich also advised that Lt. Pat O’Reilly retired from the County Police and has been 

replaced by Lt. Eddie Reich.  She continued on to say that this Saturday is the Fire Fighter’s 

recruitment day for those who are interested.  She also reminded residents of the Arbor Day 

celebration taking place on April 30th at Leonard Park.  She also mentioned that the Egg 

Hunt was a success, with 3,000 eggs scooped up in minutes; great job Recreation 

Department!  She also thanked the Chamber of Commerce for hosting the Easter Bunny in 

town for all to enjoy.   

 

 Mr. Brancati advised residents that the annual hydrant flushing program would be 

starting and will be happening for the next four weeks.  It is necessary work to make sure 

the lines are clear.  To try and minimize the impact of this program, we are doing this work 

at night.    

 

6) Old Business: 

 

7) New Business: 

 

a. Adopt proposed 2022-2023 Fiscal Year Budget 

 

There was a large discussion about the CRO (Community Resource Officer) position and 

the IMA (Inter-municipal Agreement) with the County Police in regards to adding that 

position into the budget or if they would be able to substitute the position for someone on 

the force currently.  It had been determined that the amount of coverage that we currently 

have on patrol is what is needed to adequately cover the activity in this community.  

Trustee Schleimer wanted to make sure that the budget allows for this position without any 

increases.  Trustee Patiño and Deputy Mayor Abzun both vocalized that this position has 

shown great success in this trial period and they feel that this is a great investment for the 

community.  Mayor Picinich made note that the CRO position has been budgeted for in this 

budget and so the decision on making that position a permanent one, then the funds have 

already been allocated as such.  

 

A motion was made by Trustee Bianchi and was seconded by Trustee Patiño to approve 

the budget for fiscal year 2022-2033; all in favor: 
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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 

 

 

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 April 13, 2022 for the months of March and April 2022 as follows: 

 

General Fund   $ 156,366.40 

Water Fund   $ 108,876.28 

Sewer Fund   $   12,506.97 

Library Fund   $   22,694.92  

Capital Fund   $   61,614.00 

Trust Fund   $     7,867.32 

 

    TOTAL   $ 369,925.89 

 

Trustee Schleimer asked about the following: Diehl & Sons Inc, annual software for 

the fleet; Fun House Amusement, bouncy house rental for Recreation event; Integrated 

Technical Systems, pay station software and hardware annual maintenance; Kinsley Power 

System, generator rental for Green Street; Springbrook Holding, annual service contract for 

KVS financial suite; Utility Service Co, repair at the water tank in the Chase; 

 

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 Minutes 2.23.2022 

A motion was made by Trustee Schleimer and was seconded by Deputy Mayor Abzun 

to approve the minutes for February 23, 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  Aye 

 

10) Non-Local Business - None 
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11) Public Comment:  

 

 

There being no further business to come before the Board, Mayor Picinich closed the 

regular meeting at 10:21 pm.  

 

 

 

 

_________________________ 

       Edward W. Brancati 

       Village Manager 

/lh 


