
Minutes of the Regular Meeting of the Planning Board of the Village/Town of Mount Kisco held on 
Tuesday, June 9, 2020 at 7:31 pm via Zoom Teleconference 

 
Members Present: Douglas Hertz, Chairman 
   John Bainlardi, Vice Chair (joined at 7:50 pm) 
   Ralph Vigliotti 
   Crystal Pickard 
   William Polese 
   Michael Bonforte 
   John Hochstein 
 
Staff Present:  Jan K. Johannessen, Village Planner 
   Anthony Oliveri, Village Engineer 
   Peter J. Miley, Building Inspector 
   Whitney Singleton, Village Attorney 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, this is the June 9th meeting of the Mount Kisco Planning Board.  We have 
concluded our work session and this begins our regular meeting.  The public is joining us via Facebook live 
and we are also recording this.  This is a Zoom meeting for those applicants.  The first item on the agenda, 
we have four sets of meetings, minutes, I apologize, February 25th, March 10th, April 14th and April 28th.  
We do have a, let’s see do we have enough, we do have a quorum I believe for all of the meeting sets.  So 
would someone make a motion to approve the minutes for those four meetings? 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated I’ll make the motion Chairman, to approve the minutes of the four meetings listed on 
the schedule, February 25, 2020, March 10, 2020, April 14, 2020 and April 28, 2020. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you.  Do we have a second? 
 
Mr. Polese stated I’ll second that. 
 
Mr. Hochstein stated you can give it to Bill. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated anyone have questions or notes before we vote?  Not hearing any?  Michelle would 
you poll the Board? 
 
UPON ROLL CALL VOTE: 
 
  Mr. Bonforte  - aye 
  Mr. Polese  - aye 
  Mr. Hochstein - aye 
  Ms. Pickard  - aye 
  Mr. Vigliotti  - aye 
  Chairman Hertz - aye 
 
The motion carried by a vote of 6 to 0. 
A.  The Park (ShopRite Expansion) – 333 North Bedford Road 
 PB2018-0365, SBL 69.50-2-1 
 Site Plan, Special Use Permit, Change of Use, Subdivision, Steep Slopes 
 Continued Public Hearing 
 
Mr. Stephen Spina of JMC was present. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated we have, next on the agenda we have a continuation of a public hearing for The 
Park, which is the ShopRite expansion at 333 North Bedford Road.  They are for a public hearing for Site 
Plan, Special Use Permit, Change of Use, Subdivision and Steep Slopes. Do we have anyone from the 
applicant here? 
 
Mr. Spina stated hi, good evening, it’s Steve Spina from JMC, hi everyone? 
 
Chairman Hertz stated welcome, can you give us an update as to where we are? 
 
Mr. Spina stated sure, so we’re in the process of preparing our ZBA application, we’re looking to be on the 
Zoning Board agenda for July to go for the variances we need.  We’re updating all of our site plans to 
reflect the changes that resulted from the driveway modifications.  We’re coordinating with the DEP, now 
that we have our SEQRA Determination, we’re getting ready to submit to them and we’re just coordinating 
based on some soil testing that was done late last year.  They had issued some comments late or early 
March right before we submitted to this Board for feedback, so now that we have our feedback and we 
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know how the municipalities stand for the most part, we’re going to resubmit to DOT. And then lastly, we 
have not been successful in getting back on the Planning Board for Bedford.  We’ve called and e-mailed 
and have not been placed on another agenda for them.  We were told that they’re still waiting for input, 
final input from their traffic consultant based on all the revised information that we submitted to them back 
in February.  So that has been a little bit of a hold up for us to at least get back before that Board, but we’re 
trying to move forward in the other regards. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay, appreciate that.  And we, I’m sure you were, I believe you were listening 
through the work session, we got confirmation that we have not received feedback from the Bedford 
Planning Board with regard to the items that we provided to them, so that haven’t given us any comment 
still to this time the items that we provided to them, so okay.  So next steps for us with, maybe Jan you can 
talk about what next steps we’re, and Anthony, what we’re waiting for from the applicant to move this 
forward. 
 
Jan Johannessen stated the Board is in the midst of a public hearing, we discussed during our work session 
that that public hearing would have to remain open.  Closing the hearing would trigger a deadline for a 
decision which we’re not prepared to undertake at this point.  The applicant, it sounds like they’re going to 
be resubmitting to the Board with updated Site Plans and we’ll start reviewing the Site Plan.  Not that we 
haven’t already but my comments anyway have been kind of higher level SEQRA related comments, we’ll 
take a look at the site plan and we’ll take it from there.  I think we’ll want to start seeing how the other 
agencies are responding to the plan, the ZBA, the DEP, the DOT, although we’ve gotten some DOT 
comments, we haven’t heard much from the DEP.  And the ZBA application hasn’t been submitted yet, so.  
I think as the Lead Agency, you’ll want to start how the other agencies are responding to the site plan, track 
that and simultaneously review the Site Plan materials. 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated yeah, I think I’d like to see, I don’t know Steve, if you intended to submit a 
complete set of drawings at this point of drawings so we can kind of, and maybe a memo you know just 
checking off all those old comments.  I know you were looking at them recently to see if there was any, 
where you were at with those.  So, that would be helpful, at least for me, and one thing did come up in 
discussion with the Board, I don’t know if you have provided any kind of rendering or detail on the wall, 
the look of the wall.  The Board would like to see that, so maybe with the next submission, something that 
has perspective and scale with cars and you know materials that you’re going to use for that wall. 
 
Mr. Spina stated okay, we have a preliminary design of the wall finished by one of the manufacturing 
retaining wall companies, they have their own engineers and they prepared the wall design.  So we can get 
that from them and try to prepare a rendering for that. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated yeah, Steve, you’re freezing a little bit… 
 
Mr. Spina stated oh, sorry are you able to hear? 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated yeah, I think the Board should maybe, maybe we should give Steve an idea to the 
level as to what you want to see with the rendering, like a color rendering or photo realistic or what? 
 
Chairman Hertz stated well I think, as one member, I think you know, if there were some actual 
photography of other sites that they manufacturer could provide, that would be helpful and then as realistic 
a rendering as possible.  You know, if they have some sites that they could provide photos of, I think that 
would be useful.  Other members? 
 
Mr. Spina stated we should be able to get that.  Our thoughts were to go before the Zoning Board and then 
come back to the Planning Board, having had some feedback from them.  Does that seem like the best 
course of action right now? 
 
Jan Johannessen stated that probably makes sense to get an understanding of how the ZBA is going to react 
to the variances since there are a few of them.  It seems like a good game plan to me. 
 
Mr. Spina stated right, right, yeah, we’ve just been getting our ducks in a row, after getting the feedback we 
needed, we’re just updating the plans, they’re just about finished.  And like I said, we are submitting to the 
Zoning Board, I think unfortunately we didn’t get it finished in time for the June meeting, so we’ll be on 
the July meeting for them. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay. 
 
Jan Johannessen stated when do you expect the DEP application to go in? 
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Mr. Spina stated um, I don’t know yet.  We have a virtual call with them on Friday morning because we 
want to review the soil testing that was done, as you and Anthony know a little bit about in terms of we did 
soil testing and the soils were good but they’re, [audio cuts out] fill, historic fill and the DEP had told us 
during the soil testing that they would not allow infiltration practices in fill… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated oh. 
 
Mr. Spina stated and we’ve been trying to coordinate with them because the DEC has developed new 
guidelines that if you could provide testing and meet soil requirements even though it’s in fill, the practices 
would be allowed.  So, we’ve confirmed that that these guidelines would be acceptable with the DEC State 
and Regional offices and we spoke to Jan and Anthony about it and now we’re trying to speak to the DEP 
about that.  What we’re thinking is if we can provide even more soil testing to show that the soils are 
consistent because that’s the issue with fill soils, you just don’t know from one area to the other, it’s not 
like glacial deposits on natural soil.  So we can do enough testing to prove that the soils are all consistent 
which they’ve been so far, based on the geotechnical report that was done and the borings.  We hope to be 
able to basically keep the design we have of infiltration practices, rather than have to change it.  So that’s 
what we’re meeting with the DEP on Friday to review that and we’re hoping to have a positive outcome.  
And Jan to answer your original question, I hope to be able to submit to them in the next couple of weeks. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay, thank you. Anthony, are there outstanding issues that you’re waiting to get 
addressed at this point? 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated no, that’s why.  Well basically I kind of wanted to see a, do a rundown of all the 
previous comments and just see where they’re at.  There might have been a few hat we haven’t seen full 
addressed but that’s why I asked for a complete set and maybe a memo from JMC when they come back, 
how they’ve addressed everything.  And on the stormwater issue that Steve mentioned, we wouldn’t have 
an issue with the infiltration practices and fill materials, the DEC has developed a guideline, it’s just the 
DEP is very strict with these things, they really go by the letter of the, they use the DEC guide, design 
manual actually, and they go by their own interpretation of it sometimes, so the only thing that could 
happen there is it could kick it into a DEP variance which I think can be pretty time consuming and the 
outcome would be who knows.  But we’ll have to wait and see what they say, hopefully they look at that 
more liberally. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated Doug, can we go back to the wall for a second before we move forward? 
 
Chairman Hertz stated absolutely, yeah, yeah, absolutely. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated we kind of segued very quickly and I wasn’t able to get a question in.  On the retaining 
wall, I think everyone realizes that the retaining wall exceeds the length in our Code and in the height.  
What are you doing as far as landscaping to soften that look? 
 
Mr. Spina stated well we have some landscaping in front of the wall, at the base of the wall but only low, 
low shrubs because we have green vegetated swales there, really all the landscaping is behind the wall, 
above the wall.  Maybe we can, once we prepare a 3D rendering and the Board can get a little more of the 
sense of the scale of the wall, maybe we need to propose some sort of climbing vegetation that would grow 
over part of the wall in some areas to sort of breakup what could be a larger face of… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated sure… are you planting…? 
 
Mr. Spina stated of the wall, there’s some things we can do. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated okay, my thought process was in front of the wall, obviously some plush landscaping 
and perhaps some soft wood trees that over a period of time, 20, 30, 40 feet, would break up the length of 
that wall and the height.  I’d love to see some landscaping options as we progress forward. 
 
Mr. Spina stated okay. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you Ralph and Steve, one of the things that we’re trying to understand, get a 
better sense of in that wall, are there other opportunities to put breaks in the wall, maybe break it back three 
feet, give you an opportunity halfway up to add some greenery or is there an opportunity to create some 
nooks or some other way that we don’t have this sort of monolithic appearance.  We’re, helping us get a 
better understanding of what the impact of that wall is visually, what it’s going to appear from in the 
parking lot to people, to shoppers and people going in that vicinity of the parking lot.  And you know I 
think we want to see if there’s, if it is as significant a monolithic structure as it appears to be in plan view, 
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what we can possibly do to break it up.  Those are I think are the thoughts, that’s what was discussed in the 
work session and I think that’s the direction that Ralph’s going in and it certainly, I support that.  Whatever 
we can do to keep that, make it seem like it’s a smaller scale by creating a break halfway up or some 
planting nooks or something else, whatever can be provided there.  Do other members have questions or 
some feedback for Steve at this point that we haven’t gone over? 
 
Mr. Miley stated Doug, I’m not sure this is the right time or not but we did not share the phone number that 
we’re monitoring for the Village.  I just want to make the public aware that we’re also monitoring 
Facebook for questions, the phone number to call in for this application and any others is 914-420-0383, 
I’m monitoring both, so if any questions come up, I may have to interrupt you. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated great, thank you very much.  And this is a public hearing and obviously the public is 
encouraged and this, we are not closing the public hearing tonight, so you will have additional opportunity 
to provide questions or feedback to the applicant.  We’ll take the publics questions via phone call, 
facebook, e-mails to the Building Department or Planning Department rather, as well as snail mail and 
we’ll get to that and we’ll forward those questions to the applicant and they will be required to respond to 
your questions.  So this is not your last opportunity here, as we are not closing the public hearing tonight.  
Mike, did you have a question? 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated yeah, I’ll go ahead.  Steve, I brought up the issue, well we did this in the past.  The 
turning radiuses for both entrances, the south and the north, for trucks specifically.  Can you hear me 
Steve? 
 
Mr. Spina stated yes. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated so I recall there was some diagramming of those in the last set of plans we saw, but I’d 
like to revisit that, just make sure that the turning radiuses are you know, ample and then there were some 
comments that maybe the DOT has approved certain, I wouldn’t call them transgressions but just using the 
outside lane, maybe jumping the curb a little bit.  So we just want to revisit that, so we know what we’re 
approving or not approving, et cetera. 
 
Mr. Spina stated okay, yeah I mean in terms of that, we haven’t changed any of that, we did… 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated you froze again. 
 
Mr. Spina stated everything you said is correct in terms of the DOT, has sort of encouraged us to, is that 
better now?  Can you hear me?  The DOT, they did encourage us to keep the trucks you know, they 
encouraged us to allow the trucks to go into adjacent lanes that were going in the same direction to make 
the turns in order to keep the driveways more narrow. We didn’t have any situations where the trucks were 
mounting on top of any curbs or anything like that, so you know we closely looked at it and they were okay 
with that. We understand that this Board and we know Bedford’s Planning Board had some concerns about 
it and what we told them and I hope we told you guys too in the last meeting is that you know, there’s not 
[poor audio quality]. A lot of truck deliveries that that makes a little bit of, makes everyone feel a little bit 
more comfortable about that where there wouldn’t be trucks in the middle of the day having to do that.  
Certainly not frequently at all but I don’t know, I’m not sure what kind of recourse we have to go in 
another direction with the DOT. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated I’m not necessarily asking that Steve but let me refine it a little bit.  One is, you know 
signage, I’m concerned about signage because there permutations on the north and the south, you know 
certain turns are not going to be allowed.  Once the truckers become familiar with the route or the route, it 
should be okay but is there going to be excessive signage, I don’t recall.  I recall the truck turning radius 
diagram but not the signage, are we going to have to look at multiple, multiple signs or how that’s going to 
be denoted or delineated, yeah.  So just want to take a close look at that as one Board member, that would 
be my request. 
 
Mr. Spina stated understood, I believe we did include in the plans, I’m not 100%, you know internal 
signage you know, farther into the site that would basically direct truck traffic, you know, go left for 
northbound or go right for southbound or you know, I believe we had something like that but we will look 
even closer at it and make sure that are signs everywhere that are absolutely visible for the truck drivers so 
they know which driveway they need to leave the site for, from… 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated to and from, yeah, thank you. 
 
Mr. Spina stated right to and from. I mean right, we would have signs on the roadways, you know it might 
say no left turn, trucks only or something like that.  We will have hat very detailed out that the signage is 
all there and clear. 
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Chairman Hertz stated great, thank you.  Other Board members have questions for Steve? 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated sorry I’m late folks but hello everyone. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated hello John. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated I have one request that I think it should become a condition of any approval, is 
that Stephen should have to remove the Brodeur jersey that’s hanging on his wall. 
 
Laughter. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated that’s not acceptable. Is that Willis Reed next to it?  That can stay. 
 
Mr. Spina stated no, that’s Clyde Fraiser. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated just jumping in, I don’t want to be the party pooper, the field house.  Steve, if you could 
summarize how that is going to commence in construction and at what time of that application will this 
begin?  Does it need building permits?  Are they in place?  If not, can we get that process going so we don’t 
lose any time. 
 
Mr. Spine stated sure the field house is proposed in the first phase of construction and I believe it would be, 
that approval would be part of this entire site plan approval… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated okay. 
 
Mr. Spina stated as far as the building permit, I’m not sure how Peter, if he wants to break up the building 
permit for the main building versus the field house.  But its certainly part of the application, it’s all part of 
the site plan approval, we submitted plans for it and it’s proposed to be in phase one, so it would be 
installed when the driveways are being realigned. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated okay, okay, that’s early on, that’s fair. 
 
Mr. Spina stated that’s basically the first phase.  We have [audio cut out]. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, any other questions?  Board members? 
 
Jan Johannessen stated [inaudible] the DOT? 
 
Mr. Spina stated sorry, can you repeat that? 
 
Jan Johannessen stated what’s the next step with the DOT, where do you stand with the applications front 
of the DOT? 
 
Mr. Spina stated well we were waiting for the Bedford traffic consultant to get back to us with whatever 
comments they had so we could submit to them but at this point we’ve received no response to them and 
we just want to get a submission back to the DOT.  So we’re just going to go ahead and make it and that 
involves, like I said earlier, we’re trying to update the rest of the drawings.  You know this Board is only 
has seen the layout plans, drainage, landscaping, lighting and stuff like that, so we wanted to get all that 
done and submit that back to the DOT as well.  So that’s kind of bundled into all these things we’re 
working on.  The latest plans would be submitted to this Board, the Zoning Board, for the DOC, the DEP, 
you know so we hope to be back into the DOT within the next few weeks. 
 
Jan Johannessen stated there was, a formal application has been made to them, correct? 
 
Mr. Spina stated yes, we submitted a stage one application and then since then several submissions and 
correspondence back and forth, the next step would be a phase two which be, sorry, stage two which would 
be a full comprehensive construction drawings but we basically need to get them to conceptually approve 
the remaining comments that this Board has seen.  Which we don’t think are major comment remaining, so 
that next submission would look to address those comments and then DOT would say okay you’re clear for 
your stage two submission.  And that’s when we would do traffic signal plans and span wire analyzes and 
traffic signal pole calculations, all that kind of stuff, you know, those kind of drawings that we would have 
a full set go back to the DOT.  And that’s more to get the permit for the roadway work but as far as we 
would provide copies of those drawings to Bedford and Mount Kisco. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated you good with that Jan? 
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Jan Johannessen stated thanks. 
 
Mr. Spina stated you’re welcome. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, any other questions of staff or Board members? Alright, while we’re see if 
anyone has, so Steve, we’re going to continue this public hearing.  When do you think you want to be back 
before the Board?  Do you think you’re going to have anything at the next meeting June? 
 
Mr. Spina stated I, well I think, I’m thinking we can be back before the Board in July because we should be 
all finished with updating all the plans and information and having submission to the Zoning Board, we 
would probably make the submission at the same time to this Board, so at least everybody could see the 
updated drawings.  I know Anthony and Jan want a full set there that they’ve said.  So I would think that 
we could be back in July.  I’m not sure how the calendar aligns but if we were back in July, we probably 
wouldn’t have the Zoning Board meeting yet but at least we can talk about the updates and then again in 
August if we’re back here, we would then have feedback from the Zoning Board… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated we have two meetings in July, oh we don’t. Gotcha, okay, so we have a July 14th 
meeting, so why don’t we put you off until the July 14th meeting for continued public hearing with the hope 
that you’ll have your submission complete and you’ll have been submitted to the ZBA and we’ll be able to 
have some substantive information at that time.  And when is the August meeting, Michelle?  So July 14th 
and August 11th.  Okay, so Steve we will continue this public hearing, we’ll adjourn this now and continue 
this on July 14th at the regular scheduled Planning Board time. 
 
Mr. Spina stated and we’ll have the updated information submitted and we’ll work on the rendering for the 
wall for that meeting. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated great.  Okay.  Anything else Staff or members? 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated okay. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated very good.  Alright, thank you very much. 
 
Mr. Spina stated thank you. 
 
B.  NY Luxury Motors of Mount Kisco, Inc. (Jaguar Land Rover Dealership) – 
 299 Kisco Avenue 
 PB2017-0350 SBL 69.49-2-1 
 Site Plan, Wetland Permit 
 Continued Public Hearing 
 
 NY Luxury Motors of Mount Kisco, Inc. (Jaguar Land Rover Service) – 
 41 Kensico Drive 
 PB2017-0351, SBL 69.50-1-2 
 Site Plan, Wetland Permit 
 Continued Public Hearing 
 
Chairman Hertz stated we’ll see you next month.  The next item on the agenda we had a public hearing 
schedule for NY Luxury Motors which was the Jaguar/Land Rover dealership for both 299 Kisco and 41 
Kensico. They’ve asked for to be moved, so we will continue their public hearing.  Michelle, are we 
moving them to the next meeting in June? Very good, so we will additionally have that public hearing, we 
will adjourn them to the July 14th meeting.  So we will have two public hearings at that time. 
 
C.  Anthony J. & Catherine R. Pieragostini – 314 Spring Street 
 PB2020-0397, SBL 80.56-3-15 
 Subdivision and Steep Slopes 
 
Mr. Viktor Solarik of VKS Architects and Mr. Anthony Pieragostini were present. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, the next item on the agenda is a formal application for Anthony J. and 
Catherine R. Pieragostini for 314 Spring Street.  They’re before us for subdivision and steep slopes.  Jan, 
would you introduce this application, please. 
 
Jan Johannessen stated sure.  This is a two-lot subdivision on Spring Street, a portion of Village property is 
proposed to be conveyed to the applicant.  The applicant would then combine that land with his existing 
property at 314 Spring and subdivide the property.  Lot one would contain the existing single-family 
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residence owned by Mr. and Mrs. Pieragostini, the vacant lot would then be subject to the construction of a 
single-family residence.  So the application before the Board is subdivision, a two-lot subdivision and a 
steep slopes permit due to the fact that the construction of the home on the new vacant lot would partially 
encroach into steep slopes. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you.  And we got a little bit of history during our work session on where this 
came from.  Viktor is here, Viktor do you want to present this application? 
 
Mr. Solarik stated yes, good evening everybody, thank you.  The last set of comments from Kellard 
Sessions and the Engineer and the Building Inspector.  We reviewed them and noted a couple of 
deficiencies or corrections that need to be made, I just want to go through a couple of them.  The comments 
from Jan, the Westchester County Health Department endorsement, I think way before that and we were 
hoping that the Planning Board would waive the requirement to receive the County Health Department 
Endorsement before scheduling the public hearing.  And there were a couple of discrepancies on the 
application, the Planning Board application, that is something unfortunately that happens somehow through 
a computer glitch and a number of the questions were checked both yes and no and I have corrected it since 
and I will e-mail a hand corrected application so that it’s all clarified.  On the EAF, the one that was dated 
May 19th, that was submitted to the Planning Board, both Mr. Pieragostini and his wife signed it and I just 
wanted to clarify Jan’s comment was that the EAF has to be signed by the preparer, I just wanted to 
understand if I should be signing it as well or should it be [inaudible] because there’s not particular  box to 
sign as a preparer, it’s for the applicant to sign. 
 
Jan Johannessen stated the version I have is unsigned, if Michelle has a copy that’s signed, that’s fine.  It’s 
possible I have a unsigned version and she has a signed version. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated we’ll make sure that the signed one is resubmitted and I think that’s it for Jan’s 
comments. 
 
Jan Johannessen stated Viktor, just submitting part two of the EAF. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated and the part two EAF, we’ll fill out the questions or answer the questions but I would 
assume that the Planning Board is going to declare themselves lead agency, is that correct? 
 
Jan Johannessen stated well it’s an unlisted action, there’s no other agencies involved other than the 
Planning Board and the Health Department, I was anticipating that this would go as an uncoordinated 
review, so there would be no need to establish lead agency.  The Board would still need to issue its SEQRA 
determination and they typically ask the applicant to take the first short of the part two of the EAF, which 
in this case I think is going to be very simple.  I think most of those boxes you’ll find will be likely marked 
no… 
 
Mr. Solarik stated I have already filled out the application, I just haven’t submitted it yet.  So I can submit 
it kind of without signature and then hopefully at the next meeting, it can be finalized as to once the Board 
agrees or reviews the answers… 
 
Jan Johannessen stated correct. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated then it would be determined who signs it, right? 
 
Jan Johannessen stated yup. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated okay, great.  And then I have the comments from Anthony and I have to correct the 
driveway profile, I realized at the top of the driveway there might be a slight adjustment necessary.  And as 
far as the stormwater calculations, we did use soil maps which obviously is not as accurate as doing the 
actual percolation test but since this property is going to go through an approval prior to the issuance of a 
building permit, I was hoping as part of the subdivision this would suffice and prove that the system is 
workable and final details can be developed when he actual house is being proposed to be put up. 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated yeah, I’m fine with that.  I’m satisfied to the extent that I think you know, you could 
develop a working system similar to what you’re showing.  Just have to follow those guidelines and do the 
testing and that can happen as a condition. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated okay.  As you know we have worked with a tight site, with pretty much complying with 
all the setbacks but the house is kind of fitted right into the setbacks, the steep slopes make it a little more 
difficult but even that we tried to work with an area, as little [inaudible] the steep slopes as possible.  And I 
just wanted to also comment on the miscalculation that you had in the work session about the possibility of 
relocating the driveway maybe to the other side of the house with garage to the other side of the house.  I 
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think we followed this design because this gave the opportunity to have the garage a little lower than the 
main level of house, kind of decreasing the impact on the bulk volume of the house by sinking it a little bit 
more in.  And also the fact that part of the storm drainage system is to the south of the driveway and 
leading down towards the established drainage system, kind of naturally led to that direction, utilizing part 
of the front yard for that purview as well. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you for that clarification Viktor, I was going to bring that question up. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated I knew that. And so, today, we were hoping that the Board would find the application 
sufficient to move on to the public hearing.  I’m happy to take any comments or questions. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you Viktor.  So as you heard by listening in during the work session, the 
Planning Board agrees that the requirement to go to the Health Department prior is an unnecessary hardship 
and doesn’t make a great deal of sense.  So it is going to be our practice for applications like this to waive 
that requirement in general unless we find that it has a significant advantage.  In this case, we don’t feel 
that it does.  So I think we can move forward with the application without you having to go the Health 
Department first.  So I’m really going to open this up to other Board members and Staff, does anyone have 
any substantive questions or feel they need substantive, or substantially more information or sure enough to 
schedule a public hearing for this application so that we can get that feedback.  Board members, does 
anyone have questions for the applicant at this point?  Staff, are you comfortable that we have enough 
information that we can schedule this public hearing. 
 
Whitney Singleton stated yes, I do. 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated I’m fine with that. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated so I would like to, so let’s schedule a public hearing, you’re not going to be able to 
make the next meeting which is the 23rd because of notice requirements but we’ll put you on the meeting 
for July 14th.  You’ll work with Michelle on getting that notice out and you’ll have plenty of time to do 
that.  And, what else, one of the things that we mentioned that you probably heard, if you can make a 
revision on your site plan to include a legend for your slopes information… 
 
Mr. Solarik stated yes, I apologize for that omission. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated not a problem.  Other things, other changes that we need for the applicant, Jan or 
Anthony? Anything at this point that we need added to this plans? 
 
Jan Johannessen stated not from me and I would ask if, does the Board want me to start drafting a draft 
resolution for that meeting? 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated nothing from me either. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated Board members, what your pleasure?  Do we feel that this substantially baked 
enough that we can…? 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated I think so, I mean we don’t have to act on it, it can’t hurt to have it. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated I agree. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated wonderful… 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated I second that also. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you, so Jan if you could prepare a draft resolution for this and because there is 
only one meeting in July and one meeting August.  So that hopefully we’ll be able to, if there isn’t 
significant public feedback and all our ducks are in a row, we should be able to move on this expeditiously.  
Anything else on this Viktor, you’d like to say? 
 
Mr. Soalrik stated I am perfectly content, thank you. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated great.  Well thank you very much and we’ll see you on the meeting of July 14th for a 
public hearing. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated I assume it is still expected to be a Zoom meeting? 
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Chairman Hertz stated it is expected to be a Zoom meeting until we hear otherwise.  That’s going to be 
policy set by the Village.  At some point, hopefully we’ll go back to in person meetings but I simply don’t 
know when that’s going to be at this point. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated great, thank you very much for your help and we will see you in July. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated have a good night. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated the next item on the agenda, let me just close this on my screen.  The next item on 
the agenda is a discussion item from Lexington Properties, 77 Smith Avenue, it’s a request to be placed on 
the schedule for a public hearing for July 14th.  We discussed this in the work session and because we have 
not seen this formal application yet, the feeling is that because of the, there was an errant information on 
the Mount Kisco’s website regarding dates.  If the applicant is before us on the meeting of the 23rd of June, 
there will be adequate time at that point to schedule a public hearing, assuming that the Board feels that the 
application is complete enough to do so, at this time I’m going to not schedule Lexington Properties for that 
meeting but put them off until the June 23rd meeting where they are already on the agenda.  Correct 
Michelle. 
 
The Secretary stated that is correct. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated ah yes, so we’ll see them at the June 23rd meeting, in which time there will be, in 
which case there will be enough time after we see them to put them on the July 14th meeting.  So that July 
14th meeting could have a lot of public hearings scheduled for it but there is adequate time to notice for that, 
so applicants should probably prepare that they’re going to need to notice quickly but there will be time to 
notice for that.  And then we have one final item that’s not on the current agenda and Michelle, remind me 
of that. 
 
The Secretary [audio unavailable]. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you very much.  Is the applicant here for that, okay?  So during the work 
session we discussed the fact that they have requested an extension on this subdivision, they are still within 
their approval, their approval as not run out.  And because of the difficulties because of Covid and all 
agencies moving at different speeds because of the difficulties of in-person work.  I as one member of the 
Board feel its reasonable and it’s certainly no skin off of our back to be able to grant that extensions.  I 
think we’re going to need a motion from the Board to make that extension, is there…? 
 
Whitney Singleton stated Chairman, I think as Jan clarified, appropriate provision would be a 90 day 
extension. 
 
Jan Johannessen stated I believe so for final subdivision. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated is there discussion from members of the Board?  In that case I’d like, I will make a 
motion that we provide a 90-day extensions for the Karle Subdivision and I don’t have the information in 
front of me on the application number. 
 
Jan Johannessen stated the application number is 2018-0366. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you very much, do I have a second for that motion? 
 
Mr. Vigliotti seconded the motion. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you.  Is there any discussion, Board members?  Alright, Michelle would you 
poll the Board? 
 
UPON ROLL CALL VOTE: 
 
  Chairman Hertz  - aye 
  Mr. Vigliotti   - aye 
  Mr. Hochstein  - aye 
  Ms. Pickard   - aye 
  Mr. Polese   - aye 
  Mr. Bonforte   - aye 
  Vice Chair Bainlardi  - aye 
 
The motion carried by a vote of 7 to 0. 
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Chairman Hertz stated alright, that passes and as the last item on the agenda, is there anything else for 
discussion before we close the meeting? 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated no. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated very good.  I hereby close this meeting of the Mount Kisco Planning Board and 
thank you all for watching on your various media.  We’ll see you again on June 23rd. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 8:11 pm. 


