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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, June 21, 2021 at 7:00 p.m. in the 

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

via videoconference. 

 

  Present:  Mayor Gina Picinich Deputy  

   Deputy Mayor Anthony Markus 

Trustee Peter Grunthal 

     Trustee Karen B. Schleimer 

Trustee David Squirrell 

 

Also Present:   Edward Brancati, Village Manager 

Kenneth Famulare, Assistant Village Manager 

Whitney Singleton, Village Attorney 

Robert Wheeling, Village Treasurer  

 
Absent:    

 

 

Mayor Picinich opened the Village Board Meeting and asked everyone to rise for 

the pledge of allegiance.  She asked the community to keep in mind a few folks, we lost 

some really wonderful community members over the past week; Don Fitzgerald, lifetime 

resident, Korean War Veteran, member of the American Legion and Independent Fire 

Company; Dottie Shulman, an active member of the Fox Senior Center and wife of 

former Town Attorney Fredrick Shulman.  Our thoughts, prayers, and regards are with 

their families and friends.    

 

Meeting Agenda 

June 21, 2021 

7pm Regular Meeting 

 

Public Hearing – Gas Powered Leaf Blower Legislation  

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

Join Zoom Meeting 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/5391791307 

Zoom ID# 539 179 1307 

 

Mayor Picinich began by saying that this public hearing is a continuation of prior 

public hearings dealing with the proposed leaf blower legislation.  

 

Trustee Grunthal stated that essentially we are looking to place regulations on 

the use of leaf blowers, primarily, because of the noise they make which has been 

demonstrated and documented to be unhealthy in a number of ways with the added risk 

of air pollution.  The legislation would only affect gas powered leaf blowers, this would 

not affect electric leaf blowers during any time of the year.  Gas powered leaf blowers 

would be limited from May until September, during the rest of the year these blowers 

would be limited to the hours of 8 a.m. and 5 p.m. Monday through Friday, no usage 

permitted on Sundays or Federal holidays; gas powered leaf blowers may be used by the 

owner of the property Monday through Saturday between 8 a.m. and 7 p.m. and 

Sundays and Federal holidays between 9 a.m. and 1 p.m. which is not permitted for 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/5391791307
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commercial companies and contractors.   There is also a limit to the number of blowers 

that can be used on a single property at one time.   

Mayor Picinich advised the public of where to find the proposed legislation on our 

website.  She also mentioned that the Board has received comments via email and 

verbally at the other public hearings.  She opened up the hearing for public comment 

and asked for those who have spoken to feel free to add new comments.  

 

Robert Liebman began by saying he had an idea as he saw a way to make this 

law a little more compatible with our efforts to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.   This 

law would ban two-stroke leaf blowers January 1, 2025, and at that point people want to 

replace their two-stroke leaf blower with either a four-stroke gas powered leaf blower or 

an electric one.  His feeling is that since there is greenhouse gas emissions, it would be 

good if the Village could find some way to push people to buy electric leaf blowers rather 

than the four-stroke leaf blowers.  He suggested that the Village offer rebates around 

that period, but only for electric leaf blowers to give people an incentive to buy electric 

leaf blowers.  That is his suggestion. 

 

John Rhodes began by saying he would be brief.  He wanted to cover two (2) 

very brief points; some people made some comments at the earlier sessions, saying that 

this law was much stricter than in other communities and would leave us kind of isolated 

or ahead of the curve.  Actually, if you research this or read Ms. Burgler’s white page, 

this is not the case, 60% of the communities in Westchester have laws on the books 

regulating/limiting the use of gas powered leaf blowers.  All the ones surrounding us, 

Bedford, New Castle, Dobbs Ferry, Irvington, Pelham, White Plains, Tarrytown, Mount 

Vernon, and Larchmont even has a law on the books that bans the use of gas powered 

leaf blowers all year long.  Ours just bans them for a short time over the summer when 

they aren’t really necessary is actually quite mild.  This is a mild law and as mentioned 

before, the CAC (Conservation Advisory Council) would like to see one that is stricter 

because this is not just a quality of life issue and that is his second point.  This is really a 

public health and safety issue.  We have heard a lot of talk of the affects and the 

emissions, especially the two-cycle leaf blowers being worse than that of a large truck.  

The scientific citations from peer review journals are all in Ms. Burgler’s report, but just 

one thing that struck him in terms of the noise level.  He had to deal with it today with 

leaf blowers blowing nothing but dust throughout the parking lot because they were 

hired to do it.  According to the CDC, ear damage begins with any noise at 70db 

(decibels) and we have seen citations and heard evidence that even if you are 50 feet 

away, the noise level is 80 dB which is not only 5 or 10 times, but 100 times higher than 

the threshold for ear damage.  The CIA (Central Intelligence Agency) actually sets a limit 

for the level of auditory torture and that is 79 dB and that is considerably lower than the 

levels that we have to deal with every week during the summer.  

 

Trustee Squirrell asked Mr. Rhodes if that statistic is for 30 seconds, 30 hours?  Is 

that really comparable at that decibel level that the CIA seems to have appropriately 

said is torture, but do you know how long a person is subjected to that level in terms of 

the CIA’ s position on that because that is a pretty strong statement.  

 

Mr. Rhodes replied that the citation is in Ms. Burgler’s white paper so he did not 

go back to look at the original document, but the citation is listed there.  It is very clear 

that if you have a level 50 or 100 times higher than that and also much higher than 

what the CDC allows for causing ear damage; we are talking about something that is 

more than just an annoying noise.  It keeps me from working at my computer when I’m 

working at home, this is an issue especially in the case of children, and it can cause 

hearing loss.  The evidence is there, certainly these things are annoying, they are 

disruptive, but beyond that, they are dangerous and unhealthy.  For that reason we 

should go along with the other 60% of the communities in Westchester and start with 

this mild law and see if it solves the problem.  If it doesn’t, then we have to look at other 

solutions.  He thanked the Board for working on this and for their time.  
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Patricia Lee began by saying that she had one quick comment, sort of in response 

to Trustee Squirrell and that is you have to keep in mind that the volume that is heard in 

apartment complexes where you normally have two gas leaf blowers going back and 

forth, it is completely different perhaps from a private home.  Please, when you are 

making up your minds about this don’t forget that there are different levels of use that 

are going on.   

 

Mayor Picinich opened this discussion up to the Board; they have received some 

comments from a variety of people with opposing views and different thoughts and 

ideas.  She asked the Board what they felt the next steps were in regards to this 

legislation. 

 

Trustee Grunthal stated that based on the comments they have received, they 

need to have another work session to work through this again.  His own feeling on this 

right now, based on what they heard, is that it is very possible that several hundred 

residents have purchased equipment as recently as a few weeks ago and we should not 

be forcing them to dispose of that equipment.  He feels that they have to put some kind 

of grandfather clause so that residents may use leaf blowers that they have purchased 

before May 31, 2021 or some such date as long as they are used only for private use on 

their property.  He continued on to say that in the original legislation, no more than two 

(2) leaf blowers should be used on any property that is less than two (2) acres and he 

thinks that may be a problem for residents who live in complexes.  He thinks they would 

have to extend that in some way to protect the people in those complexes, perhaps by 

not allowing more than two (2) leaf blowers simultaneously in some larger territorial 

fashion.  Something else that has come up, he thinks that the fines that he originally put 

forward in the original work session should be higher for the second and third offenses. 

The Board along with Mr. Singleton’s advice went to Class III fines which really are much 

too low in his opinion.  If the fines are too low, it will become a cost of business for the 

contractors who violate the law, so he thinks that they should go back to specific fines.   

 

Trustee Squirrell agrees with the approach that Trustee Grunthal described here.  

He also thinks that he wants to pay a little mind to contractors who may have recently 

purchased equipment that they might also be part of the grandfather clause.  He also 

believes another work session is needed for this because it seems clear that some sort of 

action on their part is needed, we have to make sure it is fair across the board.  

 

Deputy Mayor Markus agreed as well.  When the change was made to the sign 

law several years ago, the Board looked at the cost of sign replacement; something that 

was brought up in comments here.  He wanted to compliment everyone who has worked 

on this law and the comments that were received.  He thinks in large part it is a good 

proposal and he thinks modifying it makes a lot of sense.   

 

Trustee Schleimer agreed with Deputy Mayor Markus, she also had commented 

previously that what the Board did with the old sign law was we were amortizing the cost 

of replacing the sign with the cost of the original sign so timing was commensurate with 

the cost.  She thinks Trustee Grunthal’s idea to go back into a work session to make 

these small adjustments is a worthwhile opportunity.  The other thing, which she 

mentioned before, in the proposed changes in the prohibited acts, section 77-3 we have 

taken out a section that deals with noise and she wants to make sure that by dealing 

with leaf blower legislation we are not somehow adversely affecting limitations on the 

general noise ordinance.  

 

Mayor Picinich stated that it was a modification that as we were looking at 

multiple code changes that was a modification we were choosing to make regardless of 

the leaf blower law because that was not specific, it was too general and unable to be 

enforced, but we should discuss that again as part of a work session to incorporate these 

additional comments.  The other thing that she wanted to look at was that a code such 

as this is only as effective as the enforcement behind it.  She is a little concerned, as it is 
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currently written, that the enforcement is through our code enforcers and she doesn’t 

think they have a mechanism to issue these violations in this way.  She thinks the police 

have a way, as code enforcement doesn’t have ticket books.  The violations are usually 

remediated through 30 days and so she thinks they need to look at enforcement.  The 

other thing is the hours in which someone might be violating, particularly the evenings 

and weekends, code enforcement is not on duty generally speaking though it could be 

expanded, but this is a larger conversation that needs to happen.   

 

A motion was made by Mayor Picinich and was seconded by Trustee Grunthal to 

leave the public hearing open until modifications have been made and to allow further 

comment; all in favor: 

 

 Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Anthony Markus Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal  Aye 

   Trustee David Squirrell  Aye 

 

 

 

Public Hearing – Local Law 2021-02 Police   

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

Join Zoom Meeting 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/5391791307 

Zoom ID# 539 179 1307 

 

Mayor Picinich began by saying that this public hearing is in regards to proposed 

law 2021-02 Police.  This is an administrative matter; this local law is to dissolve the 

Mount Kisco Police Department as an entity.  

 

Mr. Singleton began by saying that the provisions of Village Law under Section 8-

800 authorizes the Board of Trustees to create a police department by resolution and it 

also authorizes the Board of Trustees to terminate a police department, but is subject to 

a permissive referendum by State law.  So if the Village Board of Trustees, as it is 

proposing now, wishes to terminate the services of the police department they may do 

so, but it has to be by local law and it is subject to a permissive referendum.  However, 

that State law is applicable to the entirety of New York State for Villages, but there is 

also a provision which is Section 5711-Q the unconsolidated laws of the State of New 

York that is specific to Villages within the County of Westchester and the State of New 

York.  This section provides that the Board of Trustees similarly has the authority to 

establish police departments.  However, if you wish to terminate the police department it 

says that the Board of Trustees may submit a proposition to dissolve the police 

department and requires the majority of the qualified voters to vote thereon.  The 

reason this has been brought about is because Mount Kisco has elected to enter into an 

agreement where the Village shares police services through the County.  This agreement 

has proven to be beneficial for the Village for an effective service at a decent price.  This 

local law would allow the Board of Trustees to add this proposition to the ballot in 

November for the residents to vote on this. This local law would not take effect until it 

was voted in favor of by the residents.   

 

Mr. Brancati started by saying that the Village Attorney summed that up well.  He 

thinks that it goes back to the original point which is this model, this inter-municipal 

agreement (IMA) that we entered into with everyone’s best efforts and has proven to be, 

with some adjustments along the way, the most cost efficient and effective model for 

delivering the highest level of police service and protection to the Village.  We have seen 

it, the first five-year IMA worked out better than anticipated; we came in under budget 

and were able to lower our costs with the second IMA.  It is the lowest cost to provide 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/5391791307
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the highest level of police protection and services and there was an understanding that 

we had this supplemental force as we worked to make sure that this was going to be a 

good and effective model.  The model has worked and it has been successful.  

 

Mr. Singleton also wanted to add that there was nothing in this that would 

prevent the Board from creating a police department in the future should that be the 

desire of this Board or another Board in the future to decide to go with a local police 

department, you would always have that option.  

 

Trustee Schleimer said that it also appears that the Board also has the option to 

utilize some other contracted service with someone other than the County should that 

become desirable.  

 

Mayor Picinich also wanted to make note for the public to understand; the Board 

is doing this at this junction because we need to make a choice to dissolve the 

department or if we have to further staff it up so that it is not just supplemental and we 

would need to maintain a more robust Mount Kisco Police Department.  There would be a 

cost associated with that which would be, we believe, detrimental to our operating 

budget and certainly to taxes which is why we are seeking to do this because we do not 

want to incur additional cost for staffing.  This will be on the ballot in November if we 

have a vote to do so.  She opened up for public comment.  

 

Mr. Louis Terlizzi began by saying that he is a lifelong resident of Mount Kisco as 

well as a former Mount Kisco Police officer.  He wanted to start by commending Mayor 

Picinich for addressing this long standing issue.  Here we are today, left with a Hobson’s 

choice that doesn’t truly include having a local police department.  The proposed Village 

Local Law seeks to formally abolish the Mount Kisco Police Department.  Later this year, 

by voter referendum, we can either vote to comply with the law and pay for a small local 

police department, an added layer on top of the cost of the County Police or choose to 

officially abolish our police department once and for all.  Sometime last year, the Board 

signed a second multi-million dollar five-year contract to continue to outsource police 

services with the County.  Unfortunately, the option of having our fully staffed police 

department is not before us.  It is a moot point as we were improperly denied the option 

to retain our local police department over six (6) years ago.  Naturally the problem he 

has with this, the way this was handled from the start.  He believes that it is important 

to take a step back and talk about how we got here.  The facts of what happened should 

not be glossed over or ignored.  Back in 2015, the prior Village Board led by Mayor 

Cindrich along with Deputy Mayor Markus, an attorney, Trustee Schleimer, and Trustee 

Grunthal circumvented the law and in effect disbanded the Mount Kisco Police 

Department and outsourced these services to the County. They did so without holding a 

single public hearing and ignored the will of the people when they refused to permit a 

voter referendum to allow the residents to decide whether to maintain or terminate our 

own existing police department.  Three members of that Board, Trustees Markus, 

Schleimer, and Grunthal, remain on the current Board today.  The Village was and has 

remained for the past six (6) years in contravention of the law.  At the outset, the State 

constitution and civil service laws were willfully ignored and violated by the Village with 

the approval of State government.  At the time, the Village was presented with the legal 

requirements including the details of the prevailing case Liverpool vs. Syracuse along 

with a legally sufficient petition signed by well over 800 Village residents who are all 

registered voters requesting a voter referendum (he showed a copy of the original 

petition requesting a referendum).  This petition summary and background is as follows: 

this is a petition requiring the Board of Trustees of the Village/Town of Mount Kisco to 

withdraw, cancel, or amend the approval of an inter-municipal agreement or IMA for the 

consolidation of the police services with the County until a referendum is held and for 

the Westchester Board of Legislators to deny said approval of IMA until a referendum is 

held.  The approval of the IMA was passed without input or comment by the citizens of 

Mount Kisco at a public hearing.  So here it is, submitted to the Board in 2015 from 800 

Village residents.  Also submitted to the Board was a petition in favor of the IMA 
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between Westchester County and Mount Kisco for police services without having a 

referendum.  This was padded by the Board, quite a bit smaller, a couple hundred here; 

and as he opened it today to look at it, the first page has 22 names and not one of them 

are from Mount Kisco.  This was submitted to the Board, they used this as a method of 

avoiding referendum.  So he has Yorktown, predominately, Armonk, 22 on one page and 

not one from Mount Kisco.  Then there are others, people who work in town, Kirby Plaza 

addresses, but again that is what that was at the time.  Again, the prior Board never 

even held a single public hearing despite Mayor Cindrich attempting to declare a public 

hearing in the middle of a Village Board meeting before he was corrected by Mr. 

Singleton.  Along with several other Village residents, I personally attended and spoke at 

some Village Board meetings imploring the Board to follow the law and hold a voter 

referendum.  Our repeated pleas fell on deaf ears, the Board subsequently, unanimously 

voted to unilaterally in effect, disband our 150-year-old police department and outsource 

police services to the County.  As he was later informed by someone present during 

Village Board deliberations at the time, they did not want to have a voter referendum 

because they knew it wouldn’t pass.  To get around the fact that they have informally 

abolished the police department without a voter referendum, the Village was required to 

maintain a small contingent of Mount Kisco police officers including a Chief and four 

officers.  However, no effort was made to either retain the then current police officers of 

the time or to hire any officers in the six years since with the exception of a part-time 

Chief, who is a retired chief from another jurisdiction.  As a matter of fact, the focus at 

the time was ensuring that none of the then current officers could or would stay on by 

eliminating their salary and reducing their existing benefits along with taking away job 

security and protections.  This was done by both summarily changing long standing 

contractual agreements, and speaking from personal experience, threats to take away 

retirement benefits should I choose to stay on as well as other forms of intimidation to 

ensure that he left.  The intent from the beginning was to disband the department and 

they succeeded.  With all due respect to Village Manager Brancati who was not here 

when the Mount Kisco Police Department was in existence, any discussions of tax payer 

savings then or now are misleading at best.  Cost savings from transitioning from the 

lowest paid police department in the County to the highest paid in the State are always 

based upon unrealistic cost projections.  The projected cost analysis, including unrealistic 

spending goals like fully funding our woefully understaffed and perpetually underfunded 

police department, also never took into account the cost of actually complying with the 

law and maintaining a local police department at a cost, according to the Village 

Manager in recent newspaper article, of approximately $1M a year.  As well as losing its 

24-hour-a-day access to our multi-million dollar taxpayer funded police facility, we also 

said back then that it would be cost prohibitive to ever restart our own local police 

department.  Going forward, the only real choices we have are to either stay with the 

County or to outsource police services to another jurisdiction such as Bedford or New 

Castle.  Unfortunately, this is the route the prior Board took in 2015, the will of the 

people was ignored and we, despite submitting a legally sufficient petition for 

referendum, were deprived the right to vote on whether or not to keep our own police 

department.  The die was cast over six years ago.  However, there have been no new 

impressions for those who created this dilemma.  Surely the Trustees at the time, 

Trustees Markus, Schleimer, and Grunthal, still currently sit on the Board.  Where is the 

accountability on their part?  In a recent news report regarding this topic, the Village 

Attorney admitted that the Village was and remains in violation of the foresaid applicable 

law thus opening the Village up to liability.  However, every outstanding issue that the 

Village Manager publicly laid out in the paper had been raised by him and other residents 

to Mayor Cindrich and the Village Board over six years ago, including presenting the 

facts of the prevailing case Liverpool vs. Syracuse.  The facts on the table haven’t 

changed from then until now. One question he would ask, is if residents refused to pay 

their taxes for six years, they too would save a lot of money.  However, we all know that 

the Village would not stand for it and there would be consequences and serious 

repercussions, rightfully so, but the Village has avoided all accountability despite not 

complying with the law for several years.  Where is the accountability for the people who 

didn’t follow the law where our local police department was concerned?  There has never 
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been any acknowledgment from any of the public officials involved that what transpired 

during this entire process was improper all along, instead we hear deflections about 

unsubstantiated cost savings.  So now here we are with the current Village Board having 

this public hearing to create a new local law to formally abolish the police department 

and later have a voter referendum on whether to do the same.  Considering we no 

longer retain the option of having our own independent police department, having a 

small contingent of Mount Kisco police officers in addition to the County police would 

create unneeded duplication of police services and unnecessary taxpayer expense.  From 

a practical and financial point of view, this no longer makes any sense and believes most 

residents would agree and choose the option to formally abolish the department.  That 

being said, the real choice to reserve our police department was improperly denied us, 

the tax paying residents of Mount Kisco, when it was unlawfully disbanded by Mayor 

Cindrich and the Village Board without a public hearing and a voter referendum over six 

years ago.  He would appreciate it if any of the Village Board members and/or the Village 

Attorney takes issue with or chooses to challenge any assertions he has laid out here 

tonight that they would do so now so that he could respond accordingly.  Thank you.  

 

Mr. Singleton began by saying that he appreciated everything Mr. Terlizzi just 

said.  He doesn’t agree with 100% of it, he is not sure that he is in a position to 

comment on it to every last detail that he raised, but he acknowledges a lot of the 

sentiment that he raised.  He wanted to point out, there is a distinction within the 

issuance of a referendum, permissive or mandatory, it has always been very clear.  The 

applicability of a referendum has to do with something that has been put to a vote as far 

as public law.  If the Village Board was going to abolish the police department back in 

2015 there would’ve been something to a referendum, but what they elected to do was, 

based upon the advice of multiple attorneys including special outside council, keep the 

police department and to engage with the County for supplemental police services to see 

how that might work for a period of time before taking action to either reconstitute the 

Mount Kisco Police Department or to get rid of it.  So in that regard, it was completely 

appropriate for the Village not to have a referendum because they were not, at that 

point in time, adopting a local law they were simply passing a resolution.  So when Mr. 

Terlizzi talks about a legal entitlement to a referendum he takes a little bit of issue with 

that, but certainly otherwise, he appreciates his concerns for the well-being of Mount 

Kisco and what is in the best interest of Mount Kisco.  As previously pointed out, the 

Board is now picking up the baton to determine whether or not, with the will of the 

people, to decide the issue whether or not to move forward with the termination and 

make it official.  He doesn’t see the official termination having occurred in 2015 and 

disagrees with that assessment, but appreciates his views on this and believes that is 

the only issue he takes with his comments.   

 

Trustee Grunthal wanted to say, as one of the three Trustees sitting here today, 

he wanted to make one comment.  He does recall a meeting in which the public was 

present before the decision was made to engage in the IMA with Westchester County, 

but that meeting, right here in Village Hall, all three sides of the board room were police 

officers from the Mount Kisco PD standing there holding up signs asking the Trustees to 

move to Westchester County.  There were some exceptions, but most police officers 

wanted to do that for the greater degree of professionalism that they would get under 

the management of the County and there are a number of issues that were difficult for a 

small police force and are much easier to address with a larger police force.  It was the 

police officers themselves who convinced us that this was the right decision.  

 

Deputy Mayor Markus said that he appreciated Mr. Terlizzi’s comments and he 

respects his views.  He understands that Mr. Terlizzi sincerely believes what he stated 

and his concerns about it, but he also feels strongly.  He knows that they had a lot of 

public comment on this issue at the time.  Trustee Grunthal had stated that originally, 

and if his memory serves correctly, essentially every member of the Mount Kisco Police 

Department was in favor of this transition except for Mr. Terlizzi, which he doesn’t fault 

him for as he has every right to have his view, but his understanding was that was one 
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of the things.  He also thinks that the Board was advised by council that they did not 

need a referendum and were interested in having the best police force for this Village at 

the cost where we could keep taxes at a reasonable level.  A point in fact is, by engaging 

the Westchester County Police Department we increased our patrols about 2/3 the patrol 

time during the day and evening hours from 3 to 4 patrol vehicles out and available to 

protect the public and available to the community at a reduced cost of $1,000,000.  The 

sole motivation of this Trustee was for the best interest of the Village, nothing else, and 

that was the reason we voted in favor of it.  He also went on to share that he has spoken 

to many former Mount Kisco Police officers that are now members of the County Police 

force that have thanked him or thanked the decision because they believe the force is 

much stronger, they appreciate the variety of services they can provide, and their sense 

of job satisfaction is greater.  Quite frankly, his opinion is that many other communities 

or villages and towns in this County and elsewhere could benefit from this model.  

Deputy Mayor Markus respects Mr. Terlizzi’s views and knows that he genuinely believes 

in them, but he stands by his vote at that point in time and feels confident about it to 

this day and will continue to do so.  

 

A motion was made by Mayor Picinich and was seconded by Trustee Schleimer to 

close the public hearing on Local Law 2021-02 to Dissolve the Mount Kisco Police 

Department and keep it open until July 12, 2021 for written comment; all in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Anthony Markus Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal  Aye 

   Trustee David Squirrell  Aye 

 

 

At this time Mayor Picinich asked if there was any public comment on the 

Marihuana Regulation and Taxation Act as the Board is still looking for comment.  The 

Board has also received some written comment on this issue.  This is another subject 

that the Board needs to make decisions on so that we can leave room for a permissive 

referendum.  We may have to hold a special meeting in order to have it on the ballot.  

There was a discussion amongst the Board on the exact dates in question to have a 

permissive referendum and still get the question on the ballot if a petition was submitted 

calling for a mandatory referendum.  Mayor Picinich then stated if any resident wanted 

to make comment on whether or not the Village of Mount Kisco should permit cannabis 

retail sales through a dispensary and/or onsite consumption we need to hear your 

opinions through the end of this month.  

 

1) Communications: 

a. Columbus Day Request- Sunday, October 10, 2021 

 

A motion was made by Mayor Picinich and was seconded by Trustee Schleimer to 

approve the request to hold the Columbus Day Ceremony on Sunday, October 10, 2021 

at 11 a.m.; all in favor: 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Anthony Markus Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal  Aye 

   Trustee David Squirrell  Aye 

 

 

2) Petitions: None. 
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3) Board Committee and Commission Reports: 

 

4) Village Manager’s Reports: 

 

a. Water Report 

 

Mr. Brancati began by saying the total production for the month of May was a 

little less than 38,000,000 gallons for an average of 1.2 million gallons per day.  This is 

an increase of approximately 130,000 gallons from the April average and more than 

300,000 gallons from the March average.  Byram Lake is still at 100% capacity.  The 

Leonard Park wells are being utilized at this time, as there is work being done at the 

filter plant.   

 

b. Planning Board Resignation 

 

Mr. Brancati advised the Board that John Hochstein had submitted a letter of 

resignation to the Planning Board as he has moved out of the Village of Mount Kisco.  He 

thanked him for his dedicated service to the residents of the Village.  

 

c. Elections 

Mr. Brancati advised residents that tomorrow, June 22nd is primary election day.  

Residents are eligible to vote for one race and that is the Democratic primary for 

Westchester County Clerk.  Voters must be registered democrats in order to vote and 

polling locations will be open from 6 a.m. to 9 p.m.  Mr. Brancati reminded residents of 

the voting district locations as follows. 

 

 District 1 - Memorial Pool Complex, Multi-Purpose Room - 1 Wallace Drive 

 District 2 - Memorial Pool Complex, Multi-Purpose Room - 1 Wallace Drive  

District 3 - Library, Community Room -     100 Main Street 

District 4 - Justice Court, Lobby -      40 Green Street 

District 5 - Neighbors Link, Main Room -     27 Columbus Avenue 

District 6 - Housing Authority, Community Room    200 Carpenter Avenue 

District 7 - Library, Community Room -     100 Main Street   

 
 

 

5) Board Reports: 

 

Deputy Mayor Markus began by saying that over the weekend the Chamber of 

Commerce had a Grand Opening ceremony for a new business in the Village along with 

the Mayor to welcome Mint Kisco Dental at 195 North Bedford Road.  The facility is 

gorgeous and thinks it is a wonderful new addition to the Village.  Deputy Mayor Markus 

continued on to mention that the Economic Injury Disaster Loan program, which is 

available as a grant to certain areas for economic development.  He has emailed the 

Village Manager on this and encourages business that would like more information to 

reach out to him to get it.  

 

Trustee Schleimer began by saying that the geographical area for the Economic 

Injury Disaster Loan is actually quite large in Mount Kisco, stretching from Maple Avenue 

to Grove Street, and encompasses a great deal of the downtown area.  She shared the 

information with some business owners already and hopes that other owners will look 

into this program.  She continued stating that the Mount Kisco Masonic Lodge is going to 

open a 100-year-old time capsule and host a 150th Anniversary of the Lodge, the event 

is open to the public.  Trustee Schleimer wanted to acknowledge and thank the Arts 

Council; she attended the concert this week, thinks it is a delightful free event, and 
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encourages anyone who hasn’t come down to take time to take advantage of these 

concerts.  She continued on to say that there is an emergency rental assistance program 

that will be held via zoom on June 22nd.  She gave residents the information if they were 

interested and has posted it to her Facebook page for anyone who would like the 

information.  She also advised that Assemblyman Burdick is inviting children in the 

district to participate in the Assembly’s Annual Summer Reading Challenge.  She also 

wanted to make a request; she had run into Former Deputy Mayor Farber and misses 

the way she reported on every parade and event because no one does it better, so she 

considered inviting her back for an honorary report.  

 

Trustee Grunthal had no report at this time.   

 

Trustee Squirrell began by saying that it is great that Trustee Schleimer and 

Deputy Mayor Markus identified that grant and they are taking steps to assist the Village 

Manager in helping residents and businesses seeking those funds.  He also wanted to 

remind residents as schools close for the summer, Leonard Park and other areas around 

town will have more children so drive safely.  

 

Deputy Mayor Markus wanted to add on the Masonic Lodge event that there is a 

video of the actual capsule that was digitized on YouTube so you can see Mount Kisco 

100 years ago as these members get the time capsule together and the construction of 

the lodge.   

 

Mayor Picinich began by saying that the 7-day COVID average positivity rate is .3% 

with under 300 active cases in Westchester County, 3 in Mount Kisco; 63.5% of the total 

Westchester population has received at least one dose of the vaccine, but 75.8% of 

those eligible to receive the vaccine in Westchester have received at least one dose.  

Last week, New York State lifted most of the COVID-19 restrictions as we have 

surpassed the 70% vaccination rate for those eligible in the State.  Masks are still 

required for unvaccinated individuals in accordance with the CDC guidance; large scale 

venues, schools, public transit, homeless shelters, correctional facilities, etc. must 

adhere to these mask regulations.  All the safety guidelines in terms of social distancing 

are now optional for retail, food services, and gyms.  Mayor Picinich also wanted to 

remind residents that if they have not gotten the vaccine yet, they are plentiful within 

the Village.  Appointments and walk-in locations are available.  She also wanted to make 

residents aware of the fact that the County Executive has introduced amendments to the 

County Human Rights Law in order to expand the prohibition of discriminatory 

harassment that now will include words and conduct, so not just for housing and 

employment.  These proposed changes would make it unlawful for discriminatory 

practices by a person using force or threat of force to knowingly injure, intimidate, 

interfere, or threaten any other person of their free exercise or enjoyment of any rights 

or privileges secured by the Constitution of the United States or the State of New York.  

This will move its way through the legislature, but she applauds the County Executive for 

strengthening the County Human Rights Laws.  In addition, the County Executive also 

raised the property tax cap exemption for Veterans.  Mayor Picinich wanted to remind 

residents of the Mount Kisco Library summer reading game; participants are eligible for 

prizes and fun activities.  Also this coming Wednesday, there is Music with Luke, it is a 

family focused concert and part of the Mount Kisco Arts Council concert series.  She also 

wanted to share that last week the Village of Mount Kisco was presented with the 

Heissenbuttel Award for Planning Excellence.  This award was given out by the New York 

State Planning Federation for the work done on the Comprehensive Plan and specifically 

for the Downtown Overlay District which promotes transit-oriented development, 

encourages a mix of residential, commercial, and civic space in a walkable setting near 

public transportation.  She continued on to say that this is the second time the Village 

has been recognized for its work on this and it is incumbent upon all of us to make good 

on this plan which we are being told and advised, was really well done and will promote 

smart growth in our community.  Mayor Picinich also wanted to let residents know that 

there is information on Facebook that Trustee Schleimer had referred to in reference to 
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the housing rental assistance program, you can click on those links if you don’t want to 

search for information.   

 

 

6) Old Business: None. 
 

 
 

 

7) New Business: 

 

a. Resolution Declaring Certain Village Property as Surplus 

 

A motion was made by Trustee Grunthal and was seconded by Trustee Squirrell 

to declare the following as surplus: 

 

2007  Chevrolet 4500 Med. Dump Truck VIN#1GBE5C32X7F414615 

2008 Chevrolet 1500 Pickup  VIN#1GCEK14028E201235 

2009  Chevrolet 1500 Pickup   VIN#1GCHK44KX9F178766 

 

 All in favor: 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Anthony Markus Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal  Abstain 

   Trustee David Squirrell  Aye 

 

 

b. Resolution appointing Community Development Advisory Group 

Representative 

 

A motion was made by Deputy Mayor Markus and was seconded by Trustee 

Schleimer to appoint Jean Farber as the Community Development Advisory Group 

Representative; all in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Anthony Markus Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal  Aye 

   Trustee David Squirrell  Aye 

 

 

c. Resolution authorizing CDBG project applications 

 

Mayor Picinich began by saying that at the last meeting we held this public 

hearing open for written comment.  At that meeting there were no public comments and 

there have been no further written comments, so at this point in time we need a 

resolution authorizing the submission of CDBG applications.  

 

A motion was made by Deputy Mayor Markus and was seconded by Trustee 

Squirrell to approve the following resolution: 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE VILLAGE/TOWN OF 

MOUNT KISCO 

APPROVING APPLICATIONS FOR FUNDING FROM THE WESTCHESTER 
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URBAN COUNTY CONSORTIUM COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT 

PROGRAM FOR FISCAL YEARS 2022-2024 

 

WHEREAS, the Village Board of Trustees, at their regular meeting of May 21, 

2018, approved a resolution approving and authorizing the execution of a Cooperation 

Agreement between the Village/Town of Mount Kisco and the County of Westchester for 

the purposes of undertaking a Community Development Program pursuant to the 

Housing and Community development Act of 1974 as amended and Title II of the 

National Affordable Housing Act of 1990; and 

 

WHEREAS, on June 7, 2021, a public hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  federal  

citizen participation requirements, to receive public comment and  consider the  

eligibility of projects to submit to the Westchester Urban County  Consortium  

Community  Development  Block Grant Program (CDBG) for federal fiscal years 2022-

2024. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT  RESOLVED  by  the  Village/Town  of  Mount  Kisco  

Board  of Trustees that the following applications have been reviewed and hereby 

authorizes submission of these applications to the Westchester Urban County Consortium 

Community Development Block Grant Program for federal fiscal years 2022-2024 as 

follows: 

 

 Maple Avenue Street Sidewalk Rehabilitation, Waterline Replacement, and 

Storm Sewer Replacement Project 

  Total Project Cost: $1,750,000 

           50% Village/Town of Mount Kisco –  $875,000 

          50% WUCC CDBG funds -   $875,000 

 

 

 Fox Senior Center Improvements Project  

 Total Project Cost: $1,000,000 

           50% Village/Town of Mount Kisco –  $500,000 

           50% WUCC CDBG funds-    $500,000 

  

 

 Dakin Avenue and Highland Avenue Waterline Replacement Project  

 Total Project Cost: $600,000 

            50% Village/Town of Mount Kisco –  $300,000 

           50% WUCC CDBG funds -   $300,000 

  

 Train Platform Access Improvement Project  

 Total Project Cost: $2,500,000 

            60% Village/Town of Mount Kisco – $1,500,000 

            40% WUCC CDBG funds -   $1,000,000 

  

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Village Manager is hereby authorized to 

execute these applications for funding, any grant agreement, subsequent amendments, 

and any compliance documents. 

 

  

 Trustee Squirrell had a request; Ed does a wonderful job at keeping us informed, 

but it is his understanding that after our application has been submitted there may be 

some give and take and the projects may be slightly moved in one way or another.  Ed 

has done this in the past so it may seem redundant to ask him to keep us advised as 

this process moves forward if the State suggests different uses for the funds that we find 

are suitable.  
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 Mr. Brancati replied that yes, it would be County Planning; it has been to the 

State in the past when we had that couple year period where the County couldn’t, and 

we didn’t have the consortium so CDBG funds didn’t pass through the County.  Now, as 

part of the consortium, it is an ongoing conversation with County Planning as they look 

to allocate funds.   Once again, this is a three-year process so the County gets the block 

of funds from HUD each year that are administered by the County Planning Department 

through the Consortium and they try to spread those funds out to as many communities 

as equally and evenly as possible, where there is the greatest need, and where they can 

best meet the National objectives of HUD and the CDBG program for that cycle.   

 

 Trustee Schleimer began by saying that she had a couple of questions; she is not 

making numbers add up.  First of all, she went to the County website and the website 

discussed an informational session to discuss the next year application cycle including 

the submission of up to four projects totaling a maximum cap of $1,000,000 in requests.  

Now that sounds like a total for all four projects? 

  

 Mr. Brancati replied that no, you can submit up to four projects they will not fund 

more than $1,000,000 per municipality. That can be a $1,000,000 award on a 50/50 

match on one project, it could be $250,000 across all four projects, or it could be 

$500,000 across two projects.  

 

 Trustee Schleimer continued on to say that we have four projects, one asks for 

$875,000, one asks for $500,000, one asks for $300,000, and one asks for $1,000,000.  

So she is confused.  

 

 Mr. Brancati replied that they can fund the one that is asking for $1,000,000, 

they can choose to fund the others and not that project.  They can recognize what we 

are asking for, but only give us $500,000 each for two projects.  The most they can 

provide is up to $1,000,000 for any one project or any one municipality during that 

three-year cycle.  

 

 There was a large discussion in regards to the funding possibilities and whether 

or not these projects were set in stone.  The Trustees were advised that these projects 

were the most cost effective projects to submit; the awards may be for one project or 

spread across all four projects with the understanding that some project scopes may 

change depending on grant funding.   

 

 Trustee Schleimer mentioned that the last time this was discussed she had asked 

what other projects were considered; what she found on the website is that eligible 

activities for this include infrastructure improvements, neighborhood facilities expansion 

and rehabilitation, housing rehabilitation, code enforcement, economic development 

loans, public services, and park rehabilitation.  She reminded everyone that she voiced 

concerns about the train platform access proposal, she still has concerns about that, and 

she goes back to the memorandum received when the Village Board had a work session.  

For the train platform access project, which we are now requesting $1,000,000 in CDBG 

funding with a match of $1.5 million from the Village.  In the memo received dated May 

24th, the northern end of the train platform elevator project is $2.5 million and the Maple 

Avenue access to the platform is another $2 million for a total of $4.5 million.  

 

 Mr. Brancati advised that the Village is looking for one of the two and submitted 

the one that they believed to cost more.  He also advised that if the Village decided that 

the platform access from Maple Avenue is more desirable then we can do that.  This is 

essentially to improve access to the platform for residents west and north of the station.  

 

 Trustee Squirrell was curious as to why they did not connect to the tracks when 

they built the stairway from Route 133 and if there was one on the other side of the 

street or both sides of the street that a direct connection from there would save 

residents so much time getting to the train.  
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 Trustee Schleimer stated the historical reason it doesn’t connect to the platform 

is that the platform wasn’t there when the stairs were built, the tracks were flush with 

the ground and you walked across the tracks to get up to the train which was four (4) 

feet above the ground.   

 

 Mr. Brancati stated that he and the Assistant Village Manager looked at this and 

there are only six (6) of the 19 Harlem Line stations in Westchester that do not have 

access from both sides of the tracks and we are one of them.  The others that do not 

have it is because there is nothing on the other side of the tracks; it’s either the Saw Mill 

River Parkway (Chappaqua), or a reservoir (Purdys), we are the only ones that have a 

significant population on the other side of the tracks with no access to it.  This is an 

effort to try and improve access for the significant population that lives on the other side 

of the tracks.  

 

 Trustee Schleimer said, looking at the eligible activity there were things that she 

would have liked to have discuss before being presented with a fait accompli.  

 

 Mr. Brancati replied that yes, there are other things that are eligible, but are not 

significant in cost to go ahead and allow the Village to fully utilize and maximize the 

award potential through this program. 

 

 Trustee Schleimer thought it would have been nice to have a larger discussion 

before the deadline. 

 

 Deputy Mayor Markus stated with the deadline in four days, he thinks they will 

have to vote on these.  

 

 Trustee Schleimer agreed, but sees no utility for the North Moger Elevator and 

has much less issue with the Maple Avenue Bridge because she thinks access from 

Diplomat and that side of town would be useful.  She sees no value in spending for an 

elevator with $1.5 million taxpayer dollars for that.   

 

 Deputy Mayor Markus asked Trustee Schleimer if there was something that she 

would like to put in place of this project because maybe he would go with her on it.  

 

 Trustee Schleimer did not suggest a replacement project. 

 

 Mr. Brancati clarified that the elevator is a requirement of the MTA for any new 

access and if this project was cut in half to simply drop a connection from the Main 

Street Bridge onto the North end of the platform, and that is the easiest way to improve 

access to the platform, as well as for people on the west end of the Village, if they are 

not able to connect at Maple Avenue, but that should also be considered and believes is 

a viable option for us to improve access to the platform and the station.  

 

 Trustee Schleimer believes that is a dangerous possibility.  It has been described 

to her as what will happen in reality, aside from the fact that people are going to be 

standing on the bridge over the train in the dark, in the winter, in sleet, in snow, they 

are going to get splashed.  People are going to drive their spouse down the hill and will 

drop them off at the elevator and stop traffic in the middle of 133.  People are going to 

walk across 133 to get to the elevator.  She thinks that this is an ill-conceived plan.  

 

 Trustee Squirrell said or they will use the same traffic patterns they are using 

today and the pedestrians who walk to the train station will utilize that stairwell.  He 

happens to agree; he thinks the elevator is a bit of overkill and thinks the best solution 

is a stairway, but he does not think that would increase or create any reckless behavior 

on the part of people using the train.   
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 Mayor Picinich wanted to point out, this is a place marker for right now to 

increase access to the platform.  This was the highest price point so that we can try and 

get the most dollars so this could morph to, again, Maple Avenue or someplace else.  

This is the place marker at this point and as Trustee Squirrell and the Village Manager 

have pointed out, this could change to something different in the future.  

 

  Trustee Schleimer asked how much it could change; she assumes it would have 

to do with… 

 

 Mayor Picinich replied with access to the platform.  

 

 Trustee Schleimer said that we have nobody commuting and it makes no sense in 

the current state of affairs.  

 

 Mayor Picinich stated that the Board recognizes that Trustee Schleimer does not 

agree with this project and thinks it is time for us to vote on this.  

 

 Trustee Schleimer said she is looking for an alternative to plug in, in place of that.   

 

 Deputy Mayor Markus stated that he asked her that, does she have one? 

 

 Trustee Squirrell asked when this was first discussed, was it a work session?  It 

was over a month ago to his recollection.   

 

 Trustee Schleimer said the Village owns four lots, maybe they can be developed, 

we have infrastructure improvements, neighborhood facilities expansion and 

rehabilitation.  We have the Maple Avenue Recreation center that is falling apart, she’s 

not sure what it needs, maybe there is some really good use or rehabilitation of the 

playground, the building, something.  

 

 Mayor Picinich mentioned that Trustee Schleimer has been an advocate of selling 

that property rather than rehabilitating the building.  

 

 Trustee Schleimer said that she is suggesting that we utilize it rather than leave 

it.  She went on to say that she doesn’t think that the Board has had enough time and 

doesn’t believe it is up to her to come up with alternate proposals, she thinks there is 

enough here that the Board should have come up with some alternate proposals.   

 

 Deputy Mayor Markus said that this is the second time she is voicing this making 

a good point, but what does she suggest the Board do with four days to the deadline; 

should the Board vote this down?  

 

  Trustee Schleimer thinks that they should remove the elevator portion of the 

application for the train platform improvement and leave the rest of it.   

 

 Mayor Picinich stated that eliminates some other opportunity for access to the 

train platform and we have projects that we can put through here so we are selling 

ourselves short for what we can potentially do. 

 

 Trustee Schleimer replied to leave the Maple Avenue portion and that is the 

fourth project.  

 

 Mr. Brancati stated that the project title is Train Platform Access Improvement 

Project, that is it.  There is no designation of any street, any name, any access point; it 

is train platform access improvement project for $2.5 million. 

 

 Trustee Squirrell said that before he got on this Board, he would see previous 

Boards act and occasionally someone would create the perception that things were going 
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on that one person in particular did not know about, that things were moving too 

quickly, and he thinks that when that perception is false, it does a disservice to our 

residents.  In this issue, Ed gave an extremely thorough presentation about a month ago 

and ended it in essence with… think about it.  We do not act as Trustees twice a month 

when we happen to be in a meeting.  It has been over a month, and this is the second 

time in this setting that we have discussed it so he thinks that they should move forward 

with it.  He is voting in favor of it with the understanding that this is not a mandate to 

put an elevator from Main Street down to the platform, which he personally doesn’t think 

is the best idea.  He is voting in favor of it with the understanding that these are works 

in progress and he began this discussion by reiterating something that we already know 

and have experienced, Ed will keep us up to date on what is going on with these 

projects. We are not delegating all of the authority on this so if Ed keeps us up to date 

and it is moving in a direction that we may or not agree with, we will continue to discuss 

it, but to say that we have not had the opportunity to think about this and discuss this is 

a little inaccurate.  

 

 Deputy Mayor Markus added moreover, the Mayor explained that we are 

malleable, these are topical, and we can morph this in the future so that we are not 

married to this particular, specific plan.  Given those facts, he thinks that we can take 

into consideration Trustee Schleimer’s other considerations, but given the four day 

deadline, the fact that they have had a sufficient period of time, and the fact that they 

are topical and we can take it under advisement he thinks they should move forward 

with this.  

 

 

 All in favor:  

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Anthony Markus Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Nay 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal  Aye 

   Trustee David Squirrell  Aye 

 

 

d. Resolution Authorizing to Pay Certain Claims in Advance of Village Board 

Audit and Approval 

 

  A motion was made by Trustee Schleimer and was seconded by Trustee Grunthal 

to approve the following resolution: 

 

RESOLVED, in order to avoid paying late fees, the Village Treasurer is authorized 

to pay in advance of audit, claims for public utility services (electric, gas, and telephone 

services), credit cards, postage charges, and those contractual lease payments coming 

due before the next regularly scheduled Board of trustees meeting, provided that such 

claims shall be presented at the next regular meeting for audit. This authorization shall 

expire the first regular meeting held in September 2021. 

 

 

 

All in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Anthony Markus Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal  Aye 
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   Trustee David Squirrell  Aye 

 

 

e. Resolution adopting LOSAP (Length of Service Award Program) 

i. Mount Kisco Volunteer Fire Department 2020 

 

  Mr. Wheeling explained that this program has been in place for many years and 

the Village wanted someone to do an audit for which he is responsible.  He audits the 

eligibility and points to make sure that everything is being calculated correctly for each 

member.  

 

A motion was made by Trustee Schleimer and was seconded by Trustee Squirrell 

to approve the Mount Kisco Volunteer Fire Department LOSAP for 2020; all in favor: 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Anthony Markus Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal  Aye 

   Trustee David Squirrell  Aye 

 

ii. Mount Kisco Volunteer Ambulance Corp 2020 

 

A motion was made by Deputy Mayor Markus and was seconded by Trustee 

Schleimer to approve the Mount Kisco Volunteer Ambulance Corp LOSAP for 2020; all in 

favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Anthony Markus Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal  Aye 

   Trustee David Squirrell  Aye 

 

f. Authorize Village Manager to sign Lease agreement with Westchester 

County  

 

Mr. Brancati explained that this was an amendment to a lease agreement for 

access to the cell tower in order to provide radio services for our first responders.  

 

A motion was made by Mayor Picinich and was seconded by Trustee Grunthal to 

authorize the Village Manager to sign this lease agreement with Westchester County;  

 

Trustee Schleimer asked if there was a change in the foot print with the 

amendment.  Mr. Brancati replied there is not.  

 

Trustee Schleimer also questioned some of the language in the agreement in 

terms of termination of the lease that the County may, at its discretion, remove all of 

the equipment.  Do we want to make sure that they remove it or we get paid if they 

abandon it and we have to remove it?  She wanted to add language to that affect in this 

agreement.  

 

Mr. Brancati replied that he believes that language is already in there and 

explained the reasoning behind the language the Village Attorney approved in this 
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agreement.  Mr. Singleton added that if Trustee Schleimer wanted to add that language 

he would be ok with it.  

 

All in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Anthony Markus Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal  Aye 
   Trustee David Squirrell  Aye 

 

 

8) Bills: General, Senior Nutrition, Water, Sewer, Library, & Capital Project Funds 

 

A motion was made by Trustee Schleimer and was seconded by Trustee Grunthal to 

pay the bills as submitted on June 18, 2021 for the months of April and May 2021 as 

follows:  

 

General Fund     $ 158,723.55 

Water Fund      $   34,555.91 

Sewer Fund      $     6,368.28 

Library Fund     $     8,322.03    

Capital Fund      $ 377,906.73 

Trust Fund      $    11,255.65 

    TOTAL   $ 597,132.15 

 

 

Trustee Schleimer asked about the following bills: Singleton, Davis and Singleton, 

Mr. Brancati advised he would send her the invoices; Chazen Engineering, this is for the 

annual monitoring of Byram Lake;  

 

 All in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Anthony Markus Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal  Aye 

   Trustee David Squirrell  Aye 

 

 

9) Minutes: 

a. Regular Meeting Minutes – 5.3.2021 

 

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

Markus to approve the minutes as submitted for May 3, 2021; all in favor: 

 

 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Anthony Markus Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal  Aye 

   Trustee David Squirrell  Aye 
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10) Non-Local Business: – None. 

 

11) Public Comment: - Call in# 646-558-8656 

Join Zoom Meeting 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/5391791307 

Zoom ID# 539 179 1307 

 

Mayor Picinich made a motion to go into an executive session to discuss a real 

estate matter that was seconded by Deputy Mayor Markus; all in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Anthony Markus Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal  Aye 

   Trustee David Squirrell  Aye 

 

 

The Board scheduled a special meeting for Thursday, July 1, 2021 at 6 p.m. to 

discuss the Marihuana Regulation and Taxation Act.  There was discussion on timing in 

regards to a public hearing and referendum for November.   

 

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

the meeting at 9:30 pm.  

 

_________________________ 

       Edward W. Brancati 

       Village Manager 

/lh 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/5391791307

