
Minutes of the Regular Meeting of the Planning Board of the Village/Town of Mount Kisco held on 
Tuesday, May 12, 2020 at 7:31 pm via Zoom Teleconference 

 
Members Present: Douglas Hertz, Chairman 
   John Bainlardi, Vice Chair 
   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 okay, alright we’re live so welcome everyone, this is the Mount Kisco Planning 
Board for Tuesday May 12th, we’ve just concluded our work session and this begins our regular meeting. 
The first item on the agenda or the first items are the minutes, we have three sets of minutes before us, 
November 26th of 2019, January 14th and January 28th of 2020.  Since we have everyone here we have a 
quorum for all three sets of minutes.  Before we vote on it, does anyone have any questions or anything that 
they need to give to Michelle with regards to the minutes?  If not, I’d like to make a motion to approve 
the minutes for the three dates that I mentioned.  Do I have a second? 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated I second that. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated Michelle will you poll the Board? 
 
Mr. Miley stated Doug, she just got back, so you made the motion, Mike was the second, she’s going to call 
the roll. 
 
UPON ROLL CALL VOTE: 
 
 Chairman Hertz  -  aye 
 Mr. Bonforte   -  aye 
 Mr. Vigliotti   -  aye 
 Mr. Polese   -  aye 
 Mr. Hochstein  -  aye 
 Ms. Pickard   -  aye 
 Vice Chair Bainlardi  -  aye 
 
The motion carried by a vote of 7 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. Steve Spina of JMC was present. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you.  Alright, the first item on the agenda is a continuation of a public hearing 
for The Park which is the ShopRite expansion at 333 North Bedford Road.  The public hearing is on site 
plan, special use permit, change of use, subdivision and steep slopes.  What we have before us a draft our 
negative declaration of significance of SEQRA.  As was discussed during the work session, this has been 
circulated to the Bedford Planning Board for their comment and review and to date, they have not provided 
us with any comment back.  Is there anything that the applicant, any comments from the applicant on the 
draft neg. dec. Do we have an applicant here? 
 
Mr. Spina stated good evening everyone, it’s Steve Spina from JMC. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated hey Steve. 
 
Mr. Spina stated hi, we do not have any comments.  We had circulated amongst our team and we’re 
comfortable with the document. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay, so this has been, you know this has been circulated to Bedford for, as per our 
joint agreement with them, they’ve been given what we believe is an ample amount of time.  We would 
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have preferred that they give us back a notification that just said they’re okay with it but that not having 
been the case, we’ve made a commitment to the applicant to move everything forward in and expeditious 
fashion.  And given that everyone has had the appropriate amount of time to review these things, I would 
like for this Board to consider voting on the neg. dec. tonight.  So with that I’d like to, Jan, would you just, 
it’s 19 pages long so we don’t have to go through every page but Jan, can you just generally walk us 
through the neg. dec., as this was something that you had drafted. 
 
Jan Johannessen stated the Board went through it in detail at the last meeting.  The neg. dec. it describes the 
subject property and the proposed action, and it goes through the 12 or 13 points of determining 
significance as laid out in the SEQRA statute and provides findings for each of those threshold.  It 
identifies all the different permits that are required from various different agencies, it goes into a fairly 
exhaustive list of all the documents that were supplied to the Board to support the application.  And at the 
end of the 19 pages, as you suggest, it identifies that the project would not result in a negative or adverse 
environmental impact. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you. So we’ve had this now, in our packet for two meetings, we’ve had time 
to provide the Planner with our comments and Jan has incorporated comments from our traffic consultant 
and I believe some other, I forget who else gave some input into this as well.  Those comments have all 
been incorporated, so unless there is further discussion by Board members, or Staff, I think we should 
entertain a motion to adopt these findings.  Any comments? 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated I have one, I have one comment and that has to do with while every possible 
environmental impact that was of significance was looked at here in an organized and thoughtful manner, 
the most time spent was on the traffic.  And that the traffic was studied by the applicant’s engineer, 
reviewed by the Village of Mount Kisco’s traffic consultant, in coordination with a review by the traffic 
consultant for the Town of Bedford.  And modifications were made in response to comments, so I think this 
is spelled out clearly in the neg. dec. And I believe that all of the consultants reached a consensus on the 
conclusion that there would not an adverse material impact, it was studied and were mitigated. 
 
Chairman Hertz state thank you John.  And I would just like to second your piece there.  Michelle, we have 
new entrant, maybe you can mute them for the moment, thank you.  The most significant impacts that we 
were all concerned could happen at the site were with regards to traffic and you know over the decades 
long development of this site, traffic has been sort of the paramount concern.  There have been, this 
application envisions extensive re-jiggering of the two entrances and exits to the site, realigning the drives 
to align with the existing traffic lights and the drives across the street.  So the applicant has done a really 
huge amount of work to try to mitigate anything that would be a negative and the results from all the 
studies in our independent consultants review of those studies are that we will have a net positive effect on 
the traffic throughout that whole corridor.  So I think this is going to be not a net negative but  net positive 
for the Village, forgetting the fact that you like or don’t like the grocery store.  I think from a traffic 
perspective which would, could have been the most significant negative, what the review has found is that 
this is going to be a positive for the Village and I think that’s really commendable.  So I think we have, I 
think we’re in good stead to adopt this negative declaration. Any other comments? Alright, with that said, I 
would ask a Board member to make a motion that we adopt this negative declaration of significance with 
regards to SEQRA.  Someone make that motion? 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated sorry, I’ll make the motion Chairman Hertz.  So I’d like to present to the Board that we 
adopt the State Environmental Quality Review Negative Declaration which is a notice of determination of 
non-significance.  As of this May 12, 2020 for the applicant.  Do I hear a second? 
 
Chairman Hertz stated we have multiple seconds. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated give it to John. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, John was the loudest.  Thank you very much.  Michelle, would you poll the 
Board? 
 
UPON ROLL CALL VOTE: 
 
  Mr. Bonforte   - aye 
  Mr. Hochstein  - aye 
  Mr. Vigliotti   - aye 
  Mr. Polese   - aye 
  Ms. Pickard   - aye 
  Vice Chair Bainlardi  - aye 
  Chairman Hertz  - aye 
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The motion carried by a vote of 7 to 0. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, congratulations Mr. Spina.  We are going to continue the public hearing so 
that we don’t trigger any calendaring issues or deadlines we might otherwise trigger but functionally we 
have closed SEQRA on this and you can move forward to your next steps. 
 
Mr. Spina stated we’ll proceed to Zoning Board and now we can submit to the DEP, so this is a big step for 
us to start to you know, branch out to those approvals as well. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated yes and we’re excited, we hope we’ve endeavored to keep you on your timeline to 
greatest extent possible and reasonable.  So congratulations and we look forward to the next step. 
 
Mr. Spina stated thank you very much everyone. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated good luck. 
 
Mr. Spina stated thank you. 
 
B.  Mount Kisco Square – 360 North Bedford Road 
  PB2017-0347, SBL 69.51-2-1.2  
 Amended Site Plan and Change of Use 
 
Mr. James Caris of JMC and Mr. Dwight Ryan of RMA New York were present. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated the next item on the agenda, we move out of public hearings into formal 
applications.  We have Mount Kisco Square which is 360 North Bedford Road, they are before us for a 
minor amendment to their site plan and change of use having to do with adding a emergency backup 
generator at the site.  We had requested the sound analysis which has been provided and we also have a 
draft resolution that anticipated that that sound analysis would be appropriate.  Jan, would you just 
characterize the sound analysis, if you wouldn’t mind? 
 
Jan Johannessen stated sure, this is an amended site development plan application for the installation of a 
45 kW Natural Gas emergency generator which will be located within the existing refuse enclosure on an 
existing concrete pad.  It will be screened on both sides, one from a retaining wall, the other from an 
existing fence, opaque fence.  The applicant did submit a sound report at the request of the Planning Board.  
The Board indicated that there would be some sound attenuation places and weather proof, level two sound 
attenuation enclosure that will reduce noise impacts, everything came back as nonsignificant and it did not 
appear that the generator would propose any sort of impact to any of the adjacent properties. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you very much.  Does, while we’re on the report, do any members of the 
Board have questions regarding that report?  Alright.  Is here anything that the applicant would like to add 
at this time? 
 
Mr. Ryan stated hi this is Dwight Ryan from RMA New York… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated welcome. 
 
Mr. Ryan stated thank you very much.  No, I think we’re in good shape, I appreciate having us do the 
study, I think it was worthwhile for you to be comfortable with it, so we’re happy with that.  And we’re 
looking forward to moving forward and building a state of the art fertility center in your neck f the woods 
and get new jobs there and help couples have children.  So thank you very much for your help in all of this. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated very good.  So… 
 
Mr. Ryan stated we have reviewed the minutes or the approval document that you provided to us and we’re 
in full agreement with it. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated wonderful, thank you.  Okay, so if there’s no other questions or comments by Board 
members, what I’d like to do is we have a draft amended site plan approval.  We just heard from the 
applicant that they reviewed it and are comfortable with it.  So let’s discuss this document, do any Board 
members have questions regarding this?  It’s pretty straight forward, the only thing we would draw your 
attention to is condition 8, generator shall be exercised in accordance with manufacturer stipulations but 
only on weekdays between the hours of 10 to 3. 
 
Mr. Ryan stated that’s not issue at all. 
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Chairman Hertz stated wonderful.  So that, and that provides for the least possible disturbance to any 
neighboring properties, the and I will comment that the sound analysis as Jan mentioned, was both very 
complete which I appreciate, was also written in language that a laymen could understand, so not being a 
sound engineer, so I appreciate the description, the descriptive quality it was done in and clearly 
demonstrated that the sound levels would not be intrusive to neighboring properties. That being said and 
having a very simple amendment to the site plan, is there any further discussion Board members or Staff, 
on the amended site plan approval resolution before you?  Hearing none, I would ask that someone put 
forth a motion to approve the amended site plan. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated I make the motion that we approve the amended site plan for Mount 
Kisco Square at 360 north Bedford Road, this 12th day of May 2020.  This is application PB2017-
0347. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you Mr. Bainlardi, do we have a second? 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated I’ll second that. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated I think Mr. Vigliotti is the second on that.  Any questions?  Okay, if not, Michelle 
will you poll the Board? 
 
UPON ROLL CALL VOTE: 
 
  Vice Chair Bainlardi  - aye 
  Mr. Vigliotti   - aye 
  Ms. Pickard   - aye 
  Mr. Polese   - aye 
  Mr. Bonforte   - aye 
  Mr. Hochstein  - aye 
  Chairman Hertz  - aye 
 
The motion carried by a vote of 7 to 0. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated congratulations and we look forward to seeing you as soon as everything allows, we 
look forward to seeing you in the neighborhood. 
 
Mr. Ryan stated alright, thank you very much for all your support and efforts. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated good luck. 
 
Mr. Ryan stated goodnight. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated the next item on the agenda is SCS Sarles Street, which is 180 South Bedford Road.  
As it has been earlier stated, my firm is the applicant and I am the applicant on this, so I am recused from 
this, this is going to be handed over to John Bainlardi, Vice Chair to run this section. 
 
C.  SCS Sarles Street – 180 South Bedford Road 
 PB2020-0395, SBL 80.44-1-1 
 Site Plan 
 
Mr. Scott Blakely and Ms. Dawn McKenzie from Insite Engineering and Mr. Doug Hertz from Sunrise 
Solar were present. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated okay, so we’ve, this matter has been before the Board for several meetings, we 
have a number of items in the packet for this evening, including the draft lead agency declaration or action.  
We have some correspondence from Trustee Grunthal and Trustee Schleimer.  We have memorandum from 
Insite Engineering, the applicant’s engineer, we have a revised site plan as well as an alternate layout plan 
and a development comparison table to compare the impacts between the two, as well as the program for 
habitat studying to be performed for the environmental review.  So, Jan, can you just take one second and 
just go over for us the procedural items tonight and then before we turn it over the applicant and they make 
their presentation. 
 
Jan Johannessen stated sure.  To date the applicant had submitted the part one environmental form, which 
has been reviewed and accepted.  At the last meeting or the meeting before the Planning Board had 
declared it’s intent to be lead agency and circulated lead agency agreement to the involved and interested 
agencies, more than 30 days has passed since that circulation and no involved agency has disputed or 
objected to the Planning Board being lead agency.  So I prepared a resolution for this evening dated May 
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12, a Lead Agency Declaration which would declare the Planning Board lead agency for the SEQRA 
review on this project. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated okay, why don’t we get that procedure of that out of the way.  Anybody on the 
Board have any questions or comments regarding this formal step to formally declare Lead Agency?  
Alright so then with that, I’ll make the motion that we adopt the resolution declaring Mount Kisco 
Planning Board as Lead Agency for purposes of SEQRA.  Do I have a second? 
 
Mr. Polese stated I’ll second that. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated okay, Michelle… 
 
Mr. Miley stated you have John as a first and Bill as a second, is that correct? 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated yes. 
 
UPON ROLL CALL VOTE: 
 
  Vice Chair Bainlardi  - aye 
  Mr. Polese   - aye 
  Mr. Vigliotti   - aye 
  Ms. Pickard   - aye 
  Mr. Bonforte   - aye 
  Mr. Hochstein  - aye 
 
The motion carried by a vote of 6 to 0. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated okay, so that’s behind us.  With that, let’s turn it over… Michael? 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated I just thought I would add the following information, mostly for the public’s benefit, 
the point being that the entire Board visited the site, I believe that’s correct, along with an engineer from 
the applicant, along with the applicant.  We’ve walked the entire site, I think another member or two of the 
Board also surveyed the site a second time, I planned to do that also and I just thought it was important to 
add that to the record. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated okay, thank you Michael. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated thank you. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated with that I see Scott and Dawn are with us and I’ll turn it over to you to present 
your application and your updated materials. 
 
Mr. Blakely stated good evening, Scott Blakely with Insite Engineering, I’m here with Dawn McKenzie 
from my office and I also believe that Jim Bates from the environmental company is here also.  Michelle, I 
think he may be the guy that’s listed as James on the magic squares. We made a recent submission to the 
Board based on some discussions at previous meetings and also at the site walk.  Discussion alternative, 
potential alternative locations and you know looking at removing portions of the solar panels from the 
buffer and what could be done, creating a solar layout strictly within the center portion of the site.  And 
that’s what we did with the alternative plan.  We also modified and revised the original layout making a 
couple of changes to minimize tree removal in one location along Sarles [Street] and we put together a 
development comparison table based on our initial proposal, the revised site plan that was the original 
proposal revised and then the alternative plan.  And I’ll walk you through those and just explain to you 
what we did with the original plan. I don’t know if I can control this screen. So what I’ll do is, I think 
Dawn has control of the screen, so I’ll just walk you through the changes to the original plan.  This is a 
copy of the original site plan super imposed on top of the steep slopes drawing.  We made a modification in 
the lower corner to pull back a number of the panels and save a grouping of trees on this corner, we 
modified the fence layout and a drainage swale to basically to cut off that runoff from these panels and get 
that into the stormwater basin to the north.  So that was the one change that we made, again, it reduced the 
intrusion into that buffer by about 15 feet along Sarles Street.  And again, just to reiterate the reason why 
we are proposing to place some of these panels within that section of the buffer, as you saw from the site 
visit, there’s a tremendous grade change from Sarles Street up to the flat area of the site that was previously 
developed a number of years ago with an extensive estate residence.  So, the grade change from Sarles 
Street up to here is anywhere from 60 to 70 feet above the elevation of Sarles Street.  There is a very flat 
area up there and that’s where we have the one stormwater basin that you guys talked about during the 
work session which is in this location.  And so this is the modification that we made to the original plan, 
you know this plan that we pulled together, Dawn can call that one up.  And I think the request for the 
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alternative plan was to show a drawing that kept the panels outside of the 200 foot buffer along Sarles 
Street and then we created other areas to the southwest in areas of lesser steep slopes and basically created 
an additional solar panel section in here.  In order to create that section here there were a number of trees 
obviously that would need to be removed in this location, a number of trees that would need to be removed 
along the southern border right here and then because of the location we would need to create a stormwater 
management area in order to treat the runoff from the panels, so that created the need to put something in 
this location.  So, and based on that we’ve pulled together a comparison table that basically looked at the 
number of solar panels, the number of tables, the area of disturbance, slope disturbance, trees to be 
removed, development coverage and then what type of relief would we need due to the buffer impacts.  
And you know the revised site plan reduced the number of solar panels b about 70 panels, the alternative A 
reduced the number of panels down by about, reduced the number of solar panels by about 700 panels. 
Reduced that number of panels down [inaudible – poor audio quality]…  
 
Mr. Miley stated is there a delay? 
 
Mr. Polese stated are you in the mic?  It sounds like you’re fading out… 
 
Mr. Blakely stated okay. 
 
Mr. Miley stated I hear you fine Scott. 
 
Mr. Blakely stated you do?  Yeah, I’m hearing like an echo.  I’ll get closer to the screen… 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated go back a couple of sentences… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated there was a, when someone else joined with their mic opened, we got a loop, so 
that’s closed now. 
 
Mr. Blakely stated so what I think what I was last saying was the, the revised site plan that was based on 
the initial site plan, you know reduced the number of solar panels down by about 70, you know this plan 
reduces the number of solar panels down by about 700.  The total area of disturbance with the initial 
proposal and the revised site plan was very similar, you know it’s the rounding factor.  So alternative A 
increased the disturbance by about 4/10 of an acre.  Steep slopes disturbance between the initial proposal 
and the revised site plan was slightly reduced, the alternative A decreased the steep slopes disturbance by 
about 3/10 of an acre.  The trees to be removed with the initial proposal were at 689, the revised site plan 
reduced that down by about 6 or 7 trees, the alternative A, the number of trees to be removed went up by 
about 100 to 789.  The development coverage is in that 3.3 range, the development coverage for alternative 
A was down to 2.5, again we’re permitted a development coverage of about 6, I think it’s about 6.7, so 
we’re about half of what’s permitted with our development coverage.  Obviously the initial proposal 
required relief for about 88 feet from the 200 foot buffer, revised site plan that was reduced by 15 feet, so 
we pulled that disturbance back.  Obviously, alternative A does not require any type of relief.  So that’s the 
premise of the three plans basically.  What we’ve done since we last met with your Board was that the 
applicant has met with the neighbor to the north and has had discussions with them and we are in the 
process of working through some alternatives with regard to planting for viewsheds from his residence.  
We met with him in the field and picked out a of couple of locations, so we’re working with closely with 
Rex to come with a plan that appears will be acceptable to him.  The applicant has met with Marsh 
Sanctuary to discuss the plan and the alternative plan, they, we received positive feedback from them with 
regard the revised plan.  We’re working with them, we will further look at some alternatives that I’ll talk 
about in a couple minutes and I know that the applicant has talked to Peter Grunthal and had some 
discussions with Peter and I don’t want to put words in Peter’s mouth but I think his biggest concern was 
the removal of the trees in the southern stormwater basin area and again we’ll talk about some alternatives 
that we’re looking into right now.  You know, as Jan mentioned in some opening remarks, I met with Jan 
and Anthony on site, we walked the entire perimeter of the layout that was staked in the field, that I believe 
the Planning Board also took a look at.  We discussed some potential alternatives for stormwater which 
we’re looking into.  We also discussed the viewshed analysis, the Planning Board in the field had talked 
about two locations for the viewshed analysis, you know one was from the residence that’s across Sarles 
Street, Dawn can you.  In this location, so we’re going to do a cross section through, across Sarles Street 
and through the solar field.  The other one was from, is it Rolling Ridge… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated Brentwood. 
 
Mr. Blakely stated yeah.  Was a cross section from Rolling Ridge through the solar field and then Jan 
mentioned Rex’s house which is in the northeast corner of the property, he’s the closest residence.  So 
we’re also going to run a third cross section through that area and our plan is to as you discussed in your 
work session, our plan is to do a digital cross section, we have the digital topography, we will super impose 
the proposed improvements in that and we’re also, we’re also looking to do a drone flight so we can pick 
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up the heights of the trees along that cross section so we can superimpose the actual tree heights on these 
cross sections.  So the Board will have a clear understanding of what could be seen along that cross section, 
each of those three.  As far as the stormwater, in speaking with Anthony in the field, we’re going to look at 
a couple of different things.  Dawn, can you go back to the, I guess go back to the revised site plan. The 
three stormwater basins that we have indicated on-site, we’re proposing as infiltration basins, infiltration 
basin allows us to reduce the size of the stormwater basins from a standard wet detention pond or some 
other form of stormwater management.  The infiltration basins need to be placed in areas of flatter slopes, 
so what we looked at was the majority of the basin to be within the white areas on the plan.  So you can see 
from the three locations that we’ve chosen those basins fall within those areas.  There are on the southern 
end, what we’re going to look do it reduce the size of the stormwater basin that we have there and look to 
incorporate one or two other stormwater practices in that southern quadrant in order to reduce tree removal 
in that area.  As you’re aware, we’re located in the New York City DEP watershed, so there’s really, there’s 
three entities that will be reviewing our stormwater, the Village of Mount Kisco obviously, New York City 
DEP and also New York State DEC.  We’ve had discussions just recently with the DEP, and the DEP looks 
at this type of development differently than the DEC looks at this.  DEP does not look at the solar tables 
because they’re raised up on legs, they don’t look at those as an impervious surface.  So what we have to do 
deal with, with the DEP is the change in the ground cover, we go from wooded area to law area or from 
wooded area to a turf, so there’s a smaller amount of stormwater that we have to deal with based on the 
DEP regs.  The DEC has, looks at these solar panels a little bit differently, you know we spoke to, with 
regard to the DEP we spoke to Matt Gianetta this week and had a very frank discussion with him and we 
also have put calls into the DEC, Dave Gaspar up in Albany to discuss the DEC’s take on stormwater.  The 
way they’re guidance reads is that they consider these impervious surface and we need to treat them as 
such.  So there’s varying requirements between the two agencies and typically we’re, you know it’s more 
difficult to deal with DEP than the DEC but in this case, we’re trying to get on a call with Albany so we 
can get clarification as to what flexibility we have with this layout and our stormwater management plan.  
So we hope to hear this week but in the meantime we are looking at the alternatives to break these up into 
smaller areas to see what we can do within the solar panels themselves, and see what we can do with the 
basin along Sarles Street also, pull that back off of that edge and see if we can make some modifications in 
that location also.  So we hear you guys and we’re trying to deal with the regulations, we’re trying to deal 
with the site constraints, and we’re working to, to see what we can do to minimize tree removal within the 
buffer where we can. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated Scott, while you’re presenting, can you show on the southern edge, where those, what 
we’re trying to accomplish?  Just with your cursor… 
 
Mr. Blakely stated Dawn will probably have to unless I can control it…  But Dawn, go to.  What we’re 
looking to do is in that, in the stormwater basin that we’re showing the southern portion, what we’re 
looking to do is to reduce that stormwater basin, see if we can reduce that down by about half its size and 
keep it in that western portion.  And then we’re going to look to do, see what we can do with two other 
stormwater basins in this area, moving to the east in the white area just, right in this section to see if we can 
get a stormwater basin in here where we need to take down some of the trees along this edge to allow for 
the solar.  So these panels will be in the sun and then there’s another section to the north between those two 
areas in here that we’re going to look to, to see what we can do to obviously to reduce the tree removal 
within that buffer.  And if we go along the, Dawn can you go to the stormwater basin along Sarles Street?  
And then what we’re going to look to do is there’s a grouping of trees along the, just along the top of that 
ridge.  So we’re going to look to see what we can do to reduce some of the tree removal along that ridgeline 
and pull that basin back slightly into the solar field and we may have it bisect that 200 foot buffer but we’re 
seeing what we can do there also.  So we understand the concerns of the Board, we understand the concerns 
in the letters we received but what we’re trying to do is we’re trying to balance the economics of the project 
you know with the environmental issues.  You know, this site is a more challenging site than previous solar 
array project that we presented and the Board approved for Oakwood Cemetery, obviously that was a 
relatively flat open field with some scattered trees and the development, the cost to develop that site versus 
the cost to develop this site are, I don’t want to call them night and day but you know, this one has more 
constraints and is has to do with the economics of, is it viable if this thing shrinks down.  So we’re trying to 
balance that, the, I think the other, I mentioned that the applicant had met with Marsh and they walked the 
site.  And we believe that Marsh will, with some modifications, will be in support of the project as it’s 
currently proposed.  Again, we met with Rex, it was a positive meeting.  We’ve also had, we’ve also been 
working with Peter Miley in conjunction with the fire department with regard to the access and the access 
drive.  I know one of the issues that Anthony Oliveri brought up in one of his previous memos was the 
slope on the driveway.  We have confirmed and resurveyed the, that driveway and you know the maximum 
existing grade on that driveway is right at 10% along one section.  We also know that we’ve got to make 
some slight improvements to the driveway to meet some of the criteria that the fire department has 
discussed with peter and we have locations for that and we’ll be including that in our next submission to the 
Board.  And again, we’re working with the stormwater to see what we can do to improve it and reduce tree 
removal for the project.  One of the other things that we submitted was an outline by our environmental 
consultant with regard to the biodiversity study.  And what we were looking to do tonight is get the Board’s 
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agreement with the content of that study which has been discussed with Jan, so we can move forward and 
complete that study as soon as possible.  So maybe what I’ll do is, Jim are you on? 
 
Mr. Bates stated yeah, I’m here. 
 
Mr. Blakely stated Jim, can you just briefly go through your outline and your discussions with Jan in what 
you’re looking to do.  This way the Board will have just a brief understanding at least from you. 
 
Mr. Bates stated you have basically the outline in front of you.  We have based on talks with Jan, we would 
both do a winter study site walk, looking at vegetation, wildlife and all that.  And then again a spring, 
around this time of the year with everything green, birds and things coming in and doing another catalogue 
of everything that was there.  Jan had asked that we reach out to DEC Natural Heritage and also look at the 
Fish and Wildlife database to be safe on the project in case of the neighbors’ concerns.  And also provide a 
habitat field map for the property, so we would also, you know we’re going to also provide basically a 
general habitat study for the whole project, not only for just endangered species but what species that we do 
encounter on the facility and nearby and that thing.  It’s a pretty standard habitat assessment that we do on 
vacant properties, it was developed in reference to the Kitchrich decision, which some of your Board and 
Staff may be aware, some not.  It was a decision a while back that basically said habitat studies should be 
done on these type of project and not in just reliance on the DEC’s letter of nothing found.  So it’s a pretty 
broad and it discusses everything.  I think Jan, is there anything that you wanted to bring up that we 
discussed? 
 
Jan Johannessen stated no, you’re outline submitted April 20th identifies what we discussed and I think its 
appropriate.  We’re also going to look back into the prior studies that were done on prior projects on the 
property just to see their assessments, to see if anything was evaluated at that time. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated James… 
 
Mr. Bates stated yes? 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated Mike Bonforte from the Board. In your letter, number two, you said you conducted 
well you would conduct reconnaissance during the winter and the spring… 
 
Mr. Bates stated yes. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated have you done the winter already?  And apologize if you… 
 
Mr. Bates stated yes we did.  We did the winter, I’d have to check, I think it was the end of February when 
the Board, we had discussed this with Jan, and so literally we got out there the next day to ensure that we 
covered that time period. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated okay, so you’ll publish something when you finish your entire reporting with the 
winter included, of course, right? 
 
Mr. Bates stated yes, its going to be, it was before Spring set in so it was the end of February, beginning of 
March. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated thank you. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated right, with that being said, if no one on the Board has any other comments… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated I do… 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated go ahead Ralph. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated okay, I hope there are questions from other Board members.  Scott, you mentioned 
Rolling Ridge, did you mean Brentwood Drive… 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated Ralph, I’m sorry.  I should have been more clear, I just want to close out the 
issue of the biodiversity first. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated that’s fine, absolutely. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated anybody have any other comments?  Otherwise I think we can give the 
direction here based upon Jan’s review that this scope is adequate and they can proceed with this process as 
it relates to that part of the environmental review.  Okay? 
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Mr. Hertz stated thank you and Scott if you don’t mind, I’m going to jump in on a couple things I think 
weren’t completely covered.  Dawn, can you put up the Alt-A, please? 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated Doug, I have a question for you, if you are recusing yourself, are you allowed to 
present? I’m sorry to ask that… 
 
Mr. Hertz stated the answer is absolutely yes, we and as you probably know, well last time I simply took 
the opportunity not to because I had staff that could do this under current situations with everyone on 
furlough, there’s simply no staff.  So I’m the only person in my company that can do this.  As you know, 
notice and recused… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated no, I certainly understand that. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated you know that the laws are very, very clear on conflict of interest.  I’m sorry if you don’t, 
not don’t like it but it’s absolutely… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated it’s not that I don’t like it, I just needed a definition if one is recusing, if you’re recusing 
yourself, what does that really mean if you’re acting as a presenter for your own development. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated I’m just going to stop the two of you for a second.  Whitney, please just weigh 
in so we can put this to bed one way or the other. 
 
Whitney Singleton stated okay, this has nothing to do with the issue that’s presently before you as far as the 
substance.  If Mr. Vigliotti or Chairman Hertz would like a determination in that regard or a written opinion 
in that regard that would be fine but I don’t see how it has any and I’m not going to render such a position 
off the cuff.  If that’s something that either one of them wants me to look into, I’d happy to but I don’t see 
why it should take up your meeting time. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated okay. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated thank you.  So we were, when we originally looked at this project, we looked at a study 
that would allow us to not require a variance.  So we looked at the areas that we could build within that 200 
foot setback that stayed away from steep slopes and some of the other things.  What we discovered was that 
this section and Dawn if you could go up, put your cursor on the little love handle that sticks out, so I might 
also point out that these maps are all sideways, so south is to your left in this, that’s south, north is where 
172 is, east is in the direction of Sarles Street.  So the panels are facing south in this orientation.  So we 
looked at this area that is to the south and west which provided a nice flat area but what we realized is that 
it’s a very inefficient area to build on from an environmental point of view for a couple of reasons that 
Scott started to sort of go into.  The first of which is, it’s physically somewhat disconnected from slopes 
perspective from the main body of the panels, which means that drainage from that area is going to have to 
be collected separately, so it would require a separate detention basin.  Separate detention basins mean 
additional areas that need to be cleared, something that we were trying to avoid.  Additionally, as Scott 
mentioned, it is the, we need to put these detention basins a relatively flat area for them to be effective, 
those are part of the regs and part of the design.  When we also looked at some of the areas that were more 
heavily in use by our neighbor Marsh, we discovered that that area was a confluence of walking trails that 
Marsh used a great deal.  And while as of today, those are not legally allowed, what we’ve started to do is 
enter into discussions with Marsh that would further their goals of memorializing walking trails that they 
could use for, area that they could use for passive recreation throughout the site.  So what we’re hoping to 
be able to do with this project is to make sure that Marsh Sanctuary which borders most of this property, 
right, so the entire eastern border, sorry the entire western border is Marsh and 2/3, well actually the entire 
southern border is Marsh and then there’s a slight bump out.  So what you don’t see on this map is that 
there’s a 200 foot buffer from the solar panels to the edge of the property and then about another 250-300 
feet of forest that continues on the Marsh property.  The only place that that’s a little shorter is when you 
get to the Chase and if you’ve been down in Brentwood Court, you’ll note that when they put up the Chase, 
they planted rows and rows of evergreens, some of which you can see ghosted in here, that provides an 
almost solid wall from Brentwood Court up to the site.  When we were doing the site visit, no one can see 
and Ralph maybe you saw differently but I’ve been on the site dozens of times, you can’t see down to 
Brentwood Court. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated now Doug, that’s not true. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated okay, we can see across over to you know to the Rolling Ridge Court, we thought that that 
was what the Planning Board wanted was a cross section out from there which is where you can see a home 
in the very distance but Ralph if you think we can see down to Brentwood, we can do a section to 
Brentwood as well, I’m happy to prove to you what’s there and what’s not.  So we walked the property 
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with members of Marsh Sanctuary and one of the things that, and showed them both the alternative A 
which wouldn’t require a variance, as well as the, what was then the current proposal, not the revised 
current proposal and they’re clear preference was to push for and not having us locate any panels in that 
sort of dog-leg area and try to find an alternative location for those thing.  And when we did the 
comparison, one of the things that was clear to us was that while you get some additional panels down 
there, you get, you have to remove hundreds more trees than you would under the proposal, that includes 
the variance area to Sarles.  After speaking with the people at Marsh, Peter Grunthal and it certainly our 
desire as well, what we’re really trying to do at this point is see if we can minimize the size of the basins 
that extend past the 200 foot boundary.  When we had our original meetings with Staff, the clear guidance 
we got was that infiltration basins of this type are absolutely allowed within the buffers and while Peter is 
going to give you his opinion later on after having done the research, that was the direction that our team 
was led to move in and that is the direction we took.  That said… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated can I stop you at that point while you’re talking about the handful of infiltration basins 
being allowed.  Who has determined that the basins are allowed within the buffer that the Village Board 
had an intent to preserve those buffers, I went through the law… 
 
Mr. Hertz stated Ralph, I’m just making a comment on what our meetings were and what our directions 
were.  I think Whitney has already opined about how that’s going to move forward… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated the entire Planning Board needs to know how that is moving forward.  What agency is 
allowing the basins to be inside the buffer?  As some point does the Planning Board as a Board need to vote 
on whether or not that allowed in the buffer with the number of trees that are coming down because of the 
infiltration basins. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated Ralph, I’d really would just love to finish my presentation and then you’ll have a hundred 
questions for me but I think Whitney has already answered that question that tonight, completely.  So, what 
we’ve done is we’re trying to minimize those single basins and bring them in toward the field as much as 
possible.  We’d like to collocate some of those detention basins underneath the solar panels where that’s 
going to be possible and that will also minimize trees to come down and other things like that.  I think we 
have some work to do, we’re waiting for that, as Scott mentioned, we’re waiting for that determination 
from DEC of DEP? 
 
Mr. Blakely stated DEC. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated DEC.  If we get a positive determination from DEC, it’s going to mean that we’re going to 
be able to minimize the size of those basins rather significantly, so we have our fingers crossed in that 
direction but I don’t know what that answer is going to be, it’s somewhat out of our hands.  But I think 
what we’ve tried to do is work with Marsh, work with Rex, we’ve been on site with Rex, we’re going to 
develop and present to you a detailed planting plan that is satisfactory hopefully to us and to him that 
minimizes the areas of concern on his site that he has, I think Marsh is comfortable that they have 
absolutely no visibility issues with our and that we want to is make sure that they’re going to have good 
walking trails and other good passive use of the edges, as I mentioned in prior meetings, we also had made 
an offer to them to be able to if there’s some replanting that can’t be accommodated on site, that they have 
a program of trying to replace invasive species with natives, so we’re going to donate to that program and 
hopefully do some of those plantings with that area, so we have some homework to do to get our, to get this 
revised in a way that I think accommodates everyone’s concerns.  And I think that will also allow, you 
know it was discussed earlier, you to get those answers Ralph, from the Building Department, from the 
Building Inspector as to how that would function. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated I, just a couple of comments [inaudible – audio quality poor].  Marsh Sanctuary and 
they’re happy with the discussions that you’ve had?  If you were to take away the dog-leg in total and then 
go to, and then accept alternate A, I think you have a much better plan.  Which is all of the solar panels 
now, according to alternate A, are inside the buffer which that doesn’t exist when we look at the RSP-1, I 
believe and correct me if I’m wrong.  On the RSP-1, the solar panels are still in the buffer, while you have 
pulled some off, there are still a number of solar panels placed in the buffer.  So, if, and it’s all economics, 
if you were to use alternate A, remove the dog-leg array of panels, as you have called the dog-leg, I think 
you have now moved a giant step in the right direction in preserving that eastern buffer but no solar panels 
at all in that buffer and which would eliminate a number of trees.  You and Scott discussed moving the 
infiltration basin somewhat closer, if not inside the fence line, that will preserve a number of trees because 
as you know, there are 220 trees coming down in the buffers and if you can move the infiltration basins 
under the solar panels because you, I think one of the plans you had, you had solar panels mounted on top 
of the basin, I think that was on east side.  So, in trying to get back to what the intent of the Village Board 
was, as they sent up the solar law to was, was to preserve the land by creating large buffers to preserve the 
forest, to preserve the ridgeline.  I think your alternate A and removing the dog-leg, I don’t want to be 
redundant begins to really achieve and address some of the issues that some of the, that has been sent 
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forward to us in letters from several Board Members.  So, and then I thought why couldn’t you add, I know 
the solar arrays come into 24 panels, 18, 12, and I was thinking if they were custom made into 6 or 8’s that 
you could put them around the perimeter on the east, on the west side and you wouldn’t lose the number of 
panels that are in that dog-leg. That being said, I don’t think it’s a good idea to be putting solar panels 
inside the buffer, so if you could remove the dog-leg, I think alternate A is a better plan. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated okay, let me open it up to any of the other Board members who would like to, 
to the alternative plan.  I’d like to kind of get a consensus across the Board about the, about the benefits 
versus the detriments of the alternate plan and maybe try to get some consensus.  Whether or not this a plan 
that we would like to see happen or not see happen. Crystal, do you have any comments or thoughts?  
John?  Anybody else on the Board here. 
 
Mr. Polese stated I just had a question, can you, with the site plan or with the property, is there an 
opportunity to replace the trees and reforest, I’m thinking of the northwest, sorry the northeast corner.  You 
know because I’m looking at the comparison chart that Scott had put up and it, the revised plan takes you 
down by 1% and I’m looking at the line of trees to be removed, you go from 689 to 683 but Alt-A 789, you 
know that looks like it’s a 14% increase in removal which I guess you know John, Mr. Bainlardi, I’m okay 
with that if there’s offset and the property can accommodate planting and put those trees and make use of 
the property that way.  So that was, is that possible? I was curious about that… 
 
Mr. Hertz stated is your question are there other areas to plant? 
 
Mr. Polese stated yes but specifically trees. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated the areas, the short answer is the areas that are currently, don’t have trees on them are 
where we’re focusing the solar panels.  Everything else is pretty heavily treed.  So if we were looking to do 
a replanting, other than what we’re probably going to be proposing which are some trees along the 
perimeter that have some very specific screening reasons, we’re probably going to be looking to do those 
offsite, for instance on Marsh’s property where they have large spaces where they would like to have trees. 
 
Mr. Polese stated got it, got it.  I was thinking more of that access leading in that, where it’s white and 
yellow, I can’t recall how steep the slope was and if, again, if it made sense, if Marsh is the offset where 
you’re populating native species, I think it sort of accommodates the area and there’s benefit for what you 
want to do and pursuing that direction.  But I was just looking at, within the confines of the property, the 25 
acres, leading up on the access road if it was feasible to, Doug, to put native species there. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated and it may, maybe Dawn can opine on that.  One of things that we still owe you that we 
will be providing hopefully in the next submission, is going to be analysis of, per the Code, of what the tree 
replacements are going to look like.  So there’s a very clear set of definitions within the Code based on 
development of what we have to replant.  So once we have a better understanding of what we’re going to 
be doing with the detention basins, once that decision comes down from DEC that we’ll then be able to 
make that count and then see what can be accommodated on site and what we may have to kind of look 
offsite.  But I hear about that area down near the bottom. 
 
Mr. Polese stated thank you. 
 
Mr. Blakely stated Bill, I think I know the area you’re referring to, during a, you know we had a very bad 
storm, was it about 10 years ago and there were a larger number of pine trees along that access drive and 
along 172 that came down in that storm, power lines were down for day, so there may be some areas in 
there where we can do some tree replanting as part of our requirement… 
 
Mr. Polese I mean I like… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated I like your idea of replanting, I think that’s a real solid idea there. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated Crystal, do you have anything? 
 
Ms. Pickard stated I mean, it sounds like you know Sunrise has a good feel for what else needs to be 
researched and what Trustees will and will not allow to happen.  I’m curious about legality of the basins, if 
they’re allowed to have basins in the buffers, they’re allowed.  I don’t see any reason to be more onerous 
on them [inaudible].  I appreciate the work that went into the alternate plan. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated John? 
 
Mr. Hochstein stated yeah, I mean I don’t really have an opinion either way, I think both are fine and 
whatever they think will work best for the project. 



Planning Board Meeting Minutes 
May 12, 2020 Minutes Page 12 

 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated Michael? 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated thank you John.  Well as one member of the Board I’d want to go back out the site 
given this Alt-A proposal and what Doug called the love handle or that corner there.  Yeah, and I remember 
the point at which we walked the perimeter and then we turned back towards 172 or you know, going west 
we went back to the north.  So do I need an escort a guide, I mean I think I know where that point is Doug, 
you know walking with yourself and Dawn McKenzie from Insite… 
 
Mr. Hertz stated you’re welcome to go on the site, and actually that area, if you go to either side of Marsh, 
that pathway, you can sort of see it superimposed, their trail will take you directly through that. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated I remember that. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated so I hate to say that it’s there because it’s not supposed to be there but it’s there. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated yeah, thank you.  My main purpose would be to reassess in my own mind, a number of 
the points that were brought up, especially lines of sight.  I recall the line of sight that we had during that 
site visit to either Brentwood or Rolling Hills, my apologizes on the road, the Chase project.  Or any of the 
other homeowners, and including, I didn’t really pay attention to the western side where the Marsh 
Sanctuary property is but just to get another feel.  Also take into account Karen Schleimer’s letter and legal 
points in regards to the Village’s intent with the solar law, I think that’s the right way to refer to it.  So 
good, I’ll be glad to go back out sooner than later before there’s too much vegetation and you know share 
that with the Board again. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated okay… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated John, I have a few more questions. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated sure, let me just add a couple things Ralph before we close it out here. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated sure. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated so I understand the concerns expressed by Ralph and members of the Village 
Board with respect to wanting to the greatest extent that we can to save trees, I get it and I understand 
what’s behind that.  Then I also understand from the applicant’s standpoint the need to be able to maximize 
within the permissible areas of development where they can locate the panels, it is a difficult site and a 
costly site to develop.  My view on the alternate plan is that having that dog-leg, that flag is not the right 
solution for this site.  The reason I believe that is because the biggest section of property that’s being 
preserved in that open space, undisturbed is on that side of the property and the ones who benefit from that 
the most is the Marsh Sanctuary.  I think having this flag or dog-leg developed is kind of right in the center 
of all that and it’s not optimal [inaudible] and how the site is currently being utilized.  I also want to point 
out that if this were a flat piece of property and I recognize its not, but if it were by the letter of the law and 
the way the property is laid out with respect to buffers, you’d have another large section of property here 
that they are not putting panels and they are not disturbing, [inaudible – poor audio] located up to the buffer 
line.  It’s at least 200-250 feet deep by probably 4-500 feet wide.  Nothing is being proposed there and in 
part, for the most part because it’s on steep slopes but the upshot of that is that it’s a very large piece of 
property that’s not being developed and is going to result in non-disturbance and a much larger buffer to 
the west than the Code would otherwise allow.  And when we’re weighing all of and balancing this 
between the rights and needs of the applicant and the benefits to the public at large and the neighbors 
[inaudible – poor audio quality] in the calculus, in my opinion.  On the eastern side, we’ve heard from the 
applicant, they’re going to try to pull this back further, based upon our site walk and because of the 
topography down, I do not think in my opinion that some of the trees that would down in there are going to 
have a negative impact on the view corridor as it relates [inaudible] and I certainly don’t think the panels 
are going to be really [inaudible].  When I was looking at the alternate verse the initial proposal, has been 
reduced down, tweaked a bit.  I think in my mind, it’s a no brainer, I would prefer to consider the variance 
we’ll advocate for the variance in lieu of this disturbance on the western side of the site.  And I would like 
to see the applicant as you’ve asked Ralph and have others, try to make these stormwater basins smaller.  
We will hear from the Peter on the legality of it and it will either be permitted or they won’t.  But if they 
are permitted, which I think, I won’t say my, I believe that, yes you’re going to have some trees come down 
but you’re going to still have a green space that’s going to be planted and I would encourage the applicant 
to show some photos of planted stormwater basins and what they look like when they’re allowed to grow in 
their natural state because you know typically at the top of these trails, these bird trails, as people are able 
to come through, it really does add another oncology that I’ve seen in other application whether they’ve 
been on golf courses, on other residential developments, where these basins, they come in, they’re 
beautiful, they do allow for diversity of animal life that might not otherwise be there, so it has some 
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benefits to it.  So now as we go forward, I think there’s still some more work to be done as has been 
indicated by the applicant and if we keep an open mind, I think as a Board, where we may sneak into the 
buffers to try to meet the goals of the applicant while at the same time recognizing that they may be giving 
up rights that they don’t have to give.  If they give up the rights to that flag, then there should be some quid 
pro quo in my estimation, it shouldn’t be that they give everything up and they do everything else 
necessarily.  I’m not saying that we shouldn’t try to get as much of this out of the buffer as we can but on 
the whole, when we look at it as a whole, as one Planning Board members, I’m willing to consider some 
movement into some of the buffers for all the reasons I’ve stated.  And not the least of which, a very large 
section of the property that’s outside of the buffer, is that going to be developed, is going to accrue a 
benefit to the neighbor and if the Marsh Sanctuary comes back supports the plan, they’re the biggest 
neighbor here, Rex is the second.  I feel that the, in the final analysis, the view corridors that are going to be 
studies, the cross sections are going to show that this stuff is not really going to be visible.  There is too 
much area between those homes down below that is not going to [inaudible] now with full growth.  So I’ll 
leave, that’s my view of the world here at this point and Ralph, I’ll give you another opportunity here to 
add anything else you’d like. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated so um, and I expressed it before the Alternate A, except for the dog-leg is the best set of 
plans that have been presented.  It means no variance at all in the buffers, the question might be whether the 
infiltrations are permitted or not permitted but that’s something else.  The question might be how many 
trees are being taken down in the buffer, that’s another question but there wouldn’t be a variance needed 
because inside the fence line would be the solar farm, giving 200 foot buffers all the way around.  The quid 
pro quo is we are hopefully moving along to the ZBA, that we’re okay as a Planning Board with the steep 
slopes.  If the Board chooses not to be okay, then the project gets even smaller.  I’d like to see the dog-leg 
go away and that Alternate A become the plan that we see next time, we can discuss hopefully the 
infiltration basins getting smaller, it sounds like Scott has got that in his head to try to make them smaller, 
work with the different agencies, pull them under and inside fence to some degree and put the solar panels 
on top.  The RSP-1 requires a variance because the solar panels are definitely, unequivocally inside the 200 
foot buffers.  I’d like to try to stay with the original intent of the Village Board to project the buffers which 
would protect the integrity of that forest and that landscape up there.  So that’s what it is.  I asked Doug 
whether or not the viability of this entire project is placed on the dog-leg piece, can the dog-leg piece be 
broken down and those panels be moved elsewhere?  Particularly on the west side because the buffers are 
not even close to being infringed.  I think John you mentioned about 150 feet and then we get to the 200 
foot buffers.  A question I have for Doug or Scott, I noticed the solar panels are very, very tight at the 
southern end, the rows of solar panels are tight and then when you work your way north, the solar panel 
rows get wider.  If we were to tighten those rows of solar panels and whether it be each row a foot or two or 
three feet, we could put the dog-leg panels up at the north end… 
 
Mr. Hertz stated you want an answer to that? 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated yeah. 
 
Mr. Blakely stated I think Doug should answer that one.  I could give it a shot but… 
 
Mr. Hertz stated so I appreciate that you’re looking as a flat object on a piece of property… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated I understand there are steep slopes. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated so what happens is, think about if you will, take two objects at the same level and then 
imagine the line between them.  So what we’re trying to do is optimize the shadow from the top hits the 
bottom panel, so when you’re on a downhill slope you can bring them closer.  So what you’ll see is that 
there’s actually three spacing here, you have one spacing for the southern downhill slope, the second 
spacing which is a little wider when we’re in a mostly flat area and then we have an even wider spacing on 
the north facing slope.  So really the north facing slopes which are the areas closer to 172 are, just start to 
be very, very un, they just don’t work well.  I mean its essentially like why don’t you put solar panels on 
the north side of your property, because they don’t get sun. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated sure. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated so that’s really what we’re trying to do, we’re trying to accommodate the slope so the 
space in between, so at any one moment, the sun should create almost the identical shading pattern across 
the entire site. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated thank you for that.  So then the other thing is, in trying to remove the dog-leg and keep 
the alternate A, can any additional solar panels be put on the west side.  And I know the solar panels come 
in 24, 18 and 12, so that adds a lot of width to them, can you custom order solar panels that are 4 feet or 4 
or 8 solar panels so you’re not taking a lot space on the west side.  So what I’m trying to say is can you 
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move the dog-leg out and move those panels one at a time somewhere else so we can keep the alternate A 
which takes the solar panels out of the buffer. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated so let me explain, so the wavy line on the west is really designed to stay within the way 
the site drains, right? 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated okay. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated so we’re, the minute, what we’re trying to accomplish is not have water shoot off toward 
the west because if it rolls off towards the west, with those steep slopes, we have to find a way to detain 
that… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated sure. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated right, so even if we put a couple solar panels, we’ve got a, that water is rolling down that 
very steep slope for a very long time and we’ve got to find a way to get it.  So Scott can answer that more 
but very much what we tried to do is make sure that we weren’t creating a little benefit in solar and a big 
problem in drainage. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated so in your plan, your economics to this whole proposal, can you remove the dog-leg 
and still make this project viable?  I would think so. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated yes, by putting stuff in the easy to build area which is the flat area and I understand what 
you’re saying Ralph but truly, if you walk along Sarles Street, you won’t see panels.  So let us do the hard 
work by pulling back the… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated well the idea is, Doug, it’s not need a variance.  So on alternate A you removed the 
dog-leg, you don’t need a variance on buffers, you’re not in them.  Except for whatever decision is made on 
infiltration basin.  So by moving the panels in, which you have on alternate A, you do not need a variance, 
one less variance that you need. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated right and its makes the… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated clean. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated and it makes the economics of this thing pretty iffy. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated I didn’t hear that. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated it makes the economics of this project pretty iffy, because what we’re then doing is not 
being able to build in areas that are easy to build and we’re building in areas that are very difficult to build 
and we’re minimizing that.  So you know it’s, if this were a real estate project, you’d be seeing 35 foot 
houses, 15 of them, poked over the entire site.  You’d see 7 more acres of trees coming down because you 
know, that’s what’s allowed.  I think you’d have something that’s truly hideous, you’d have issues with 
traffic, you’d have issues with other things.  We were trying to come up with a thing that is positive for the 
Village and the realty is, one of the things that this disease that we’re all falling under that has made 
obvious to me, that when you shut down an area like, there are areas of India where all of a sudden they 
saw blue sky for the first time in 30 years… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated absolutely, absolutely. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated so the need for renewable energy projects in my mind has moved from… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated that’s without any question. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated I like it but don’t really put here because I’ll lose a tree or two.  The carbon offset of this is 
1,000 greater than the trees being removed. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated right and I just question… 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated guys, I’m going to stop here. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated no, no, I have one more question here and someone had asked me this and I didn’t have 
an answer.  There’s an offset, if there were 10 or 15 houses there or even 5, as far as school taxes, county 
taxes, Village taxes.  We haven’t, nobody has clarified what the taxes will be on this property versus what 
they would be if there were 5 houses there, 5 wonderful estates paying $30,000 each in taxes.  So what, 
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there’s a benefit to mankind and to our carbon footprint and trying to do what’s right but at the same time, 
is this project paying its fair taxes or is the Village subsidizing this in some way because it’s not going to be 
a 10 unit condo or 10 different single family homes. We don’t need an answer tonight, I just throw that out 
there. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated and just keep in mind that the five or the ten or the twelve or the fifteen that 
might be permissible on this site, otherwise would also have services… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated fire and water and sanitation, I understand. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated let’s you know, I think listen, I think we’ve spent a good amount of time on this 
project this evening… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated yes, we have. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated I think this has been worth the time spent, I think everybody’s had an 
opportunity to weigh-in here, I think we’ve heard all of the pros and the cons and the balancing act here.  
We, the applicant is going to do some additional work, it sounds to me like the proposal will improve, 
maybe not to the extent that you’re looking for Ralph but it sounds like it’s going to improve and the Board 
will have to take all of this into consideration in the end and so I think it’s been a balanced discussion here. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated yes. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated and with that I’d, unless the applicant has anything else they want to add, I’d 
like to have you guys go and do your work and we’ll see you at the next meeting when you’re ready. 
 
Mr. Blakely stated okay. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated thanks John, thanks guys. 
 
Mr. Blakely stated thanks for your time guys. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated thank you. And with that, I turn it back over to you Doug. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated I’m back on my desert island.  The last item on the agenda tonight is 2 Morgan 
Drive, LLC, situated at 2 Morgan Drive.  They’re before us for site plan and subdivision.  
 
D.  2 Morgan Drive, LLC – 2 Morgan Drive 
 PB2019-0370, SBL 80.55-1-2.1/4 
 Site Plan and Subdivision 
 
Chairman Hertz stated this has been before us before, they’ve come back now after an extended leave with 
a slightly revised proposal.  What we discussed in the work session, there are a great deal of documents in 
here that are extremely complex with regards to environmental concerns.  So we’ve got contamination on 
the site of various types.  We’ve had environmental remediation proposals put forth over the years for this 
site and its adjacent sites.  There is a great deal of technical data, the Planner and the Engineer have both 
stated that this falls, this area specific area of expertise falls outside of their general area.  So it’s been the 
practice of this Board to seek outside expert consultation for a project like this.  So I am going to direct the 
Planner and the Village Engineer to engage the services of an expert in the field of this specific 
environmental remediation that’s being discussed here so we can have a better you know, so we can have 
an expert opinion looking over what these plans are.  That said, I’d like to open to this up to the applicant to 
sort of go over what their proposal is and then we can dig in a little deeper.  So is the applicant here to 
speak? 
 
Mr. Sweet stated yeah, hi, this is Tyler Sweet here from Sterling Environmental and Mark Millspaugh 
should be on as well.  I’m sorry, my video is not working right now, hopefully my audio is coming through, 
I’m having some internet problems. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated you’re coming through loud and clear. 
 
Mr. Sweet stated okay, perfect, let me go ahead and put up the proposed site plan.  Here is, as most of you 
are aware, 2 Morgan Drive, Radio Circle and it’s the site of the former wastewater treatment plant.  Last 
time we were before the Board we had a slightly different site plan that included a dog-leg in this area, 
based on the most recent radiology survey, there was some contamination found in that area so we have 
revised the proposed lot line to eliminate any areas of radiological contamination on lot A.  So the proposed 
site plan, after subdivision lot B would then be transferred ownership to the DEP who would then 
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undertake the remediation and demolition of the former wastewater treatment plant and lot A would be 
developed into a private, indoor auto storage facility.  The, so as you can see we’re proposing a two story 
building that would be built into the hillside that would house a number of classic and rare cars of an 
owners private collection.  This building would basically used to store the vehicles, periodically bring them 
out, clean them, et cetera. And I have some renderings, so this is just some renderings on what the proposed 
building is going to look like and this would be the front of the building where the access driveways are. 
And I know the big concern of the Board right now is kind of the contamination remediation issues so I’ll 
let Mark talk about that. 
 
Mr. Millspaugh stated Tyler, before we move to that, can you go back to the site plan drawing? 
 
Mr. Sweet stated yeah, of course. 
 
Mr. Millspaugh stated and maybe just highlight for the Board the ingress and egress and the access to the 
building from Morgan Drive. 
 
Mr. Sweet stated right, so you have Radio Circle here, Morgan Drive comes down here.  We’re proposing a 
driveway that would come in, it would split, part of the driveway would curl up to access the upper level, 
the driveway would basically continue straight on into the lower level.  There would be overhead garage 
bay doors on both levels, man doors on both levels for both access and egress.  The same thing on the 
alternative side, there would be pads of permeable pavers constructed again with garage doors, this strictly 
be used to hose off any dust, bring the cars out for any other cleaning that needs to be done on them.  
Obviously these are classic cars so there’s not heavy detergents, there’s not chemicals being used, there’s 
not maintenance being performed outside, this would be strictly to bring them out, hose off any dust and 
anything like that.  Or potentially just show them to somebody if they wanted to see them outside. 
 
Mr. Millspaugh stated and then can you pan over and just show the connection with the Village street? 
 
Mr. Sweet stated right and then the remainder of the parcel that would be undeveloped is this little dog-leg 
that heads over toe Lexington [Avenue], it’s a 50 foot wide dog-leg that extends from the main parcel, out 
along to Lexington Ave, there would be no development proposed on that, it’s just basically going to be a 
vacant part of the parcel. 
 
Mr. Millspaugh stated and this, the original parcel, the parcel that exists right now prior to subdivision, is 
reflected by the outer boundary lines that are shown on this drawing and we are proposing, as Tyler 
described, to split the parcel into two, so there’s not increase in the overall parcel, it’s simply being split 
into parcel A and parcel B.  And as was discussed in the work session, the intent here is that parcel A 
would be free and clear of contamination and would be able to be developed while parcel B is further 
investigated and remediated under a timetable that we don’t control.  The, my understanding is that the 
New York City DEP is entering into an agreement with New York State DEC for the remediation of the 
property which will include the decommissioning of the former structures associated with the wastewater 
treatment plant.  And there were several comments from the Planner and the Town Consultants with respect 
the contamination.  And Anthony, I sent you an e-mail this afternoon suggesting a conference call on 
Tuesday if you’re available to address some of those comments and to make sure that we have the 
information that the Village’s special consultant will need for the review of the contamination issues.  I 
don’t know that we need to take up time at this meeting other than there is an agreement in the works 
between the DEP and the DEC.  Parcel A has a couple of blow down areas where the trees were in the way 
when they did the prior radiological walkover survey and there’s a couple small locations that need follow 
up investigation.  There’s a work plan being prepared and submitted to DEC for that purpose and however, 
it was over where this dog-leg area, on the left hand side of the screen, Tyler where the bump out is, if you 
can point to that. 
 
Mr. Sweet stated yup. 
 
Mr. Millspaugh stated it was this general area here that needs some additional investigative work to make 
certain that the line that we’ve shown is acceptable and that should be proceeding, you know over the next 
few weeks with DEC’s approval.  And the timing on this is, the parcel A will not impeded by the 
contamination issues, as is the case with parcel B and this drawing that Tyler brought up is the survey work 
that was done for the radiologic assessment and those voids, the grey areas are the wastewater treatment 
plant structures where they couldn’t do the walkover through the structures.  And Tyler, if you could point 
to our project area so it’s clear… 
 
Mr. Sweet stated yeah, so our project area encompasses obviously, this is the dog-leg over to Lexington 
[Avenue], encompasses this main area, sample point 16 was within our project area and it essentially 
showed no more than background levels.  15 however was the location that I identified earlier that was 
originally within the parcel A, last time we were before, that’s why we have modified the lot line to exclude 
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point 15 and provide I believe a 20 foot buffer around 15 to make sure that any work, any excavation, 
anything that has to be done around that location would not impact parcel A at all. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated Tyler, excuse me? 
 
Mr. Sweet stated yes? 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated on the portion of the project area that goes to Lexington Avenue, you just said a little 
while ago, would be undeveloped.  Well we know there’s a dirt road there and when it reaches Lexington 
Avenue, there’s a fence, so I’m just curious what you’re planning to do with that portion of like that, you’re 
familiar that there’s a dirt road there.  That’s currently open most of the time. 
 
Whitney Singleton stated can I weigh in on that?  That is commonly known as Pumphouse Road, 
Pumphouse Road goes from Lexington out to the Parkway and to the pump station next to the Parkway.  
The bulk of Pumphouse Road is owned by the Village of Mount Kisco, there are portions of which are, 
there is a portion of it which is not owned by the Village and it’s owned by this property owner.  And so the 
Village has done some improvements to the property over the years and whatever improvements that are 
out there, like millings that were repaved over the area, those were done by the Village, not by the 
applicant, as is the gate.  The gate is the Village’s as well.  The Village does have an easement for it’s own 
use over the property, as does the MTA but that’s it, all the other users are just trespassers. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated okay, ergo, it’s going to remain pretty much the same. 
 
Mr. Sweet stated exactly. 
 
Whitney Singleton stated exactly. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated thank you. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay, so thank you.  Jan, can you just sort of give an overview of what the process is 
going to be for this project, what you imagine steps are here?  Jan, you’re muted. 
 
Jan Johannessen stated as discussed during the work session, the first step would to be declare intent to be 
lead agency.  We’ve identified this to be an unlisted action under SEQRA, the applicant has submitted a 
part one and part two EAF, we reviewed the part one, we traded comments with the applicant’s engineer 
and they revised the part one EAF, it has been prepared to our satisfaction.  Its in good shape to circulate, 
so if the Board feels comfortable you would declare intent to be lead agency this evening, I would prepare 
the notice and have the applicant circulate to the involved and interested agencies.  The part one EAF, the 
application forms and the site plans. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay… 
 
Jan Johannessen stated they’ve submitted a formal application for site plan, they did an application for 
subdivision and steep slopes permit.   
 
Chairman Hertz stated what’s the interaction of the environmental review with their site plan? 
 
Jan Johannessen sated well I think that we want to get the environmental consultant on board and ensure 
that there’s comfort level that parcel A is going to be free and clear of contamination, get some sort of 
agreement with the agencies that have jurisdiction.  I would imagine you’re going to want to have some 
comfort level before you make a SEQRA determination for sure.  A lot has been done, it’s just you know, 
the reports are very technical and they’re out of our scope of review. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated right. 
 
Jan Johannessen stated when you speak to their consultants it seems like they have a good handle on it, 
they don’t seem to be as concerned with parcel A, they have a game plan, it’s just we need someone to 
verify the information that’s been submitted to us. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, why don’t we get lead agency out of the way while we have the topic line.  
So I’d like to make a motion that the Planning Board declare itself lead agency for this matter, do I have 
second? 
 
Jan Johannessen stated declare your intent to be lead agency. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated sorry, intent. 
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Vice Chair Bainlardi seconded the motion. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, any questions?  Michelle? 
 
UPON ROLL CALL VOTE: 
 
  Chairman Hertz  - aye 
  Vice Chair Bainlardi  - aye 
  Mr. Vigliotti   - aye 
  Ms. Pickard   - aye 
  Mr. Polese   - aye 
  Mr. Bonforte   - aye 
  Mr. Hochstein  - aye 
 
The motion carried by a vote of 7 to 0. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright.  So one of the questions that was brought up at the work session was what 
kind of, can you talk Mr. Millspaugh, about the conveyance of parcel B to the DEP and how, and what that 
triggers and what your understanding is for the process for them to cleanup? 
 
Mr. Millspaugh stated my understanding is that the parties to the, this would be the existing property owner 
Radio City, New York City DEP and New York State DEC have agreed to an amendment to the consent 
order, the consent order that will provide for the completion of investigations and ultimately the 
remediation of areas that are identified as needed remediation and we recently petitioned to modified that 
order to allow the subdivision and the parties have all agreed that subdividing this parcel would be a benefit 
and upon completion of the subdivision and approval of the site plan, Radio City will then be able to 
transfer the parcel B to the New York City DEP and they will take on the responsibility of the remediation.  
And parcel A will be remediated pursuant to the site plan approval under it’s terms and conditions will be 
developed under the site plan approval. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay, sounds straight forward and I guess my only concerns are going to be of 
course what happens after subdivision we find some contamination that’s crossed the line if you will.  But 
I’m sure we’ll, if we get to that point we’ll have put in some provisions to make sure that you know 
anything that we find, that gets found on site either before or after, gets cleaned up. 
 
Mr. Millspaugh stated it may be worth noting, the parcel A, lot A, is higher in elevation and the 
contamination that’s associated with this parcel as it exists today without the subdivision, is on the low 
lying area where the former wastewater treatment plant components existed.  The radiological impact is 
due to the handling of sludge from the former wastewater treatment plant operations, so wastewater passing 
through this plant, even in extreme conditions would not get to the higher elevation areas. And if you go 
back and look at historical aerial photos and the lay of the land over the history of the property, the lot, it 
was not used.  The historic aerials show trees, you can see the dirt road that comes in from Lexington but it 
kinds of makes sense when you look at the history and the topography, the contamination is in low lying 
area and the one exception where we have this little dog-leg in the property line and if you really look in 
and see the contour lines, you can see what looks like a pile or some remnant at that location and we think 
that that’s just part of the prior wastewater treatment plant operation and how they moved some materials 
around the plant site.  But the site begins to pick up and in elevation, as you come out towards Radio 
Circle.  It begins to make sense, we’ve got extensive investigations as was mentioned and submitted to 
multiple agencies and resubmitted to, as part of this site plan application.  So when you have a special 
environmental consultant on board there’s plenty of material to digest that I think will give support to what 
I just summarized. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay, thank you very much.  Are there other questions from members of the Board? 
Okay, so it sounds like from a process perspective, we need to get our expert on board, we’ll need to review 
the materials that have been provided.  Once we’re comfortable with that, continue to review the site plan 
and we’ll move that forward but I think the first step here is really for that environmental consultant, so I 
know that we’ll get that moving forward quickly and hopefully everything will, the site will be as clear as 
you expect that it is and it looks fairly straight forward. I haven’t really dug into the substantive issues 
behind just your proposal for getting the contamination side of it and I’m sure we’ll start to look at it in 
greater detail.  Look for some for information on landscaping plans, all those kinds of ancillary things.  
We’ll probably need a little bit more on the business plan, it doesn’t seem like there’s much of a business 
plan other than it’s a private thing but even some clear explanations of what will be used on those 
permeable back pavements so we have some assurance that those are appropriate chemicals or just water or 
whatever.  So a little bit more detail when it comes to that, I’m sure we’ll flush out at the next meeting or 
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but let’s get the environmental piece moving forward quickly and I think then we can dispatch the rest of it 
in due time. 
 
Jan Johannessen stated hey Doug… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated yes? 
 
Jan Johannessen stated on the business plan, one thing to emphasize there is just parking demand and kind 
of use of the building, there is not parking calculation or formula in the Code for this particular use.  The 
Code allows the Planning Board to make or identify the parking requirement for unspecified uses, so if the 
applicant can just make an effort in the business plan to put forth the parking need, it doesn’t sound like it’s 
going to be much but we’re going to need to hang out hat on something when we develop that specific 
formula for this use. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated right, so information on you know, is there going to be one full time employee 
inside, two, none, everyone as of whatever.  And then how many people do you expect to come over for a 
viewing or whatever… 
 
Jan Johannessen stated host any events or have any private parties, that type of… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated right, so that ultimately is going to drive how we view the parking and ultimately 
you’re going to want to make something that functions, so you’ve got the room.  So, if you could provide 
the narrative that supports that as Jan mentioned, that’s going to be useful.  And then anything else about 
hours of operation, noise, anything else that we might need to consider, ventilation, I know cars want to be 
started, they want to be driven, you know.  I look forward to seeing classic cars being driven out of there, 
so you know special tours you’re going to be giving the Planning Board, things like that, no.  Anything else 
that you can flush out about the business plan, about how the site is going to be used and the people, the 
noise, the material, all that sort of thing would be highly useful. 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated one other thing I had noticed when you brought up Pumphouse Road, I don’t 
believe there’s an easement noted on the subdivision plat. If there is easement on that road that should be 
researched and called out.  I don’t think it is. 
 
Whitney Singleton stated you mean the benefitting easement to the Village and to the MTA? 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated right, right, is it just an agreement or is there a lease or an easement with meets and 
bounds defined? 
 
Whitney Singleton stated I think there should also be, I don’t know if you’re going to want this or not but 
consideration given to whether or not there should be easement created for the benefit of parcel B, the DEP 
parcel, so they can access from that location as well.  Because I believe this is going to propose to cut off 
any secondary access for parcel B. 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated you mean for parcel B to access through Pumphouse Road for any remediation or 
anything like that? 
 
Whitney Singleton stated yeah. 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated okay. 
 
Whitney Singleton stated I mean, I don’t know if it’s necessary but it’s just something to give a 
consideration to.  I don’t know if you’re going to want heavy trucks going out through Radio Circle.  If you 
know, during any remediation or something like that… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated yeah but I don’t even know that heavy trucks could make it across that little spot 
there anyway… 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated yeah. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated but I hear you Whitney and it’s something that should be investigated and thought 
out by the applicant. Okay, are there any other discussion points?  Any questions? Comments? 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated yeah, Doug, it’s getting late so I’m going to keep this very short, at the next, the next 
time we meet, I’d like to spend a little bit of time to discuss the exterior design of the building and 
compatibility to the other buildings in the Radio Circle and Morgan Drive.  Have that discussion at another 
point. 
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Chairman Hertz stated yeah and to some extent, I mean I hear you Ralph, that kind of crosses the purview 
into what the ARB… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated yeah well we’ve talked about exterior siding and materials and things of that nature, so 
I just want to cross over… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated I’m with you… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated we’ve talked about things of that before. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated I concur.  Very good, if no one has any other questions I think we will, the Village 
will get on with the business of getting our expert to help us with this application and we’ll see the 
applicant back as soon as possible. 
 
Mr. Millspaugh stated thank you. 
 
Mr. Sweet stated thank you. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated and with that, that is the end of our agenda, so I will close this meeting of the 
Planning Board, thank you all for joining us on Facebook Live and any other way you’ve joined us. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 9:34 pm. 


