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Minutes of the Regular Meeting of the Board of Trustees of the Village/Town of 

Mount Kisco held on Monday, May 15, 2017 at 7:30 pm in the Frank J. DiMicco Board 

Room, Village Hall, and 104 Main Street, Mount Kisco, New York. 

 

Present:   Mayor J. Michael Cindrich 

    Trustee Jean Farber 

Trustee Peter Grunthal 

Deputy Mayor Anthony Markus 

Trustee Karen Schleimer 

 

  Also Present:   Edward W. Brancati, Village Manager 

Whitney Singleton, Village Attorney 

 

Regular Village Board Meeting 

Mayor Cindrich opened the Village Board Meeting and led everyone in the Pledge of 

Allegiance.  Mayor Cindrich asked everyone to please remain standing for a moment of 

silence, so that we may reflect on why we are here and ask for guidance in the decisions 

that we make here this evening so that they may benefit all of the people of our 

community.  He also asked that during this National Police Week we keep in our thoughts 

and prayers all of the Police Officers who have served our community. 

 

Informational Public Hearing re: 270 Kisco Avenue 

 Mayor Cindrich opened the informational Public Hearing concerning the proposed 

development of property with frontage on Kisco Avenue heretofore known as 270 Kisco 

Avenue.  Over the past few weeks this has become a hot topic in the Village of Mount Kisco.  

The property is the former Swiss Property.  There was some information given out over the 

Easter Weekend that was of concern to me.  We had a public forum a couple of weeks ago, 

many of the questions weren’t answered and we agreed to this public forum again.  What 

we are going to try to do is I’m going to give a brief factual report on what has transpired 

over the last 17 years, then the representatives of the contract vendee will make a 

presentation on the proposed project, followed by the Village of Mount Kisco Planner, 

Engineer, Assessor, and Staff.  The Village residents in attendance and those who own 

property in the Village will then be offered an opportunity to speak, make statements and 

offer written comment this evening or in the next day or so and I ask that all comments be 

directed to the Village Board.  We are not going to have questions answered this evening.  

The property we are talking about this evening is 17.07 acres and is part of a 49.413 acre 

parcel that was acquired by the Village in 2000.  The parcel that we are trying to sell is at 

the lowest elevation of the entire Village owned land.  Ten (10) acres of land that is already 

Village “Open Space” which runs directly behind the water tower and Mountain Avenue.   

 On July 10, 2000 the Village Board of Trustees agreed to pay the Swiss Benevolent 

Society $3.5 million dollars towards the settlement of the claim.  This was a litigation matter 

that was predicated on up zoning of the property.  The only permitted uses of the property 

were restricted and the owner of the property was unable to find anyone to develop the 

property.  I also want to clarify that I was not on the Board in 2000.  The Mayor in 2000 

stated “that the Village Board will now have control over how the property will be 

developed”.  Another Trustee stated during the same meeting “that the Village Board will 

sell the 17 acre parcel, so residents would not have to realize the financial burden for any 
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length of time”.  In 2002, the Village Board went on to authorize the then Village Manager 

to negotiate a contract for the sale of the property and I was on the board at that time.  I 

didn’t vote for some of the proposals that were before the board.  What was on the table at 

that time was to expand the Land Rover dealership and put a driving track on the side of 

the Mountain, where they would test Land Rovers.  In 2002 a SEQRA determination was 

made when they decided to sell the property, no public comment was made.  The most 

significant whereas, in the determination was that the sale of the property would not have 

an adverse impact on air quality, quality of ground water, noise levels, existing traffic 

patterns, soil waste production, or disposal from the sale of the property and it does not 

have the potential for erosion drainage or flood problems and the sale of the property will 

not result in any adverse impact, esthetic, agricultural, archaeological historical or other 

natural, cultural resource.  The sale of the property will not have any impact on the 

vegetation, the fish, and wildlife or threaten any endangered species.  The sale of the 

property will have no impact on the Village’s existing plans or goals and will not result in 

any change in use or intensity of the use of the lands natural resources.  The action was 

voted on by the Board and the amount of that sale with the BMW Group was for $4.25 

million dollars.  In 2003, I became Mayor and I didn’t like the proposal Mr. Coughlin came to 

me and asked me to re-negotiate the sale of the property at a reduced price.  I told him 

that I didn’t like the original concept.  Subsequently, he pulled the application.  Before we 

had the second phase of litigation, the Village sent a Request for Proposals, on what we 

could do with the property.  We had requests sent out for residential and other uses.  We 

got offers from several national builders, however the terms and conditions that the builders 

wanted wasn’t conducive to what we wanted, so we accepted the RFP’s and didn’t act on 

any of them.  Now we fast forward to the next phase of the litigation that was filed in 2003 

with Robert Mishkin and the Town and Country Property.  This litigation was very 

controversial in the Captain Merrits Hill area.  The applicant wanted to build a major 

assisted living facility, double the size of his existing facility, where the Town and Country 

existed, it was a non-conforming use.  All of the Village’s legal experts believe that he didn’t 

have a case.  Though the Village’s insurance company, we started fighting this litigation.  

This went on for several years and in 2005 we came up with an idea to exchange properties 

with this particular applicant and the applicant was going to pay us $3.5 million dollars for 

the 17.70 acres that fronts on Kisco Avenue and for the exchange we would take ownership 

of the 4 acre piece of property on Mountain Avenue, that is deforested right now, it’s a clear 

lawn that backs up to the highest ridge line with the best vista of the Village of Mount Kisco.  

Our intentions there were to involve the neighborhood closest to that property on what we 

should do there.  The concept that we had originally was that we would build a few high end 

houses, dedicate part of the property to allow access to the ridge line, a snow-riding hill, 

and access to the balance of the Swiss Benevolent Property of almost 32 acres that we 

agreed to put a deed restriction on.  During that time we had a public hearing that lasted 

almost three (3) months and the only person that spoke on behalf of the Conservation 

Advisory Council, was Jim Gmelin.  Mr. Gmelin thought the project was going to be 

approved, but he was very much concerned about what would happen with the balance of 

the property and he directed the following statement to me.  “So Mayor Cindrich I really 

hope that when the project is approved and I’m assuming that you are going to go forward 

with the approval and the zoning change that you will remember what I would considered to 

be a promise to the citizens of the town, that the property remain as open space and not be 

built on or tampered with in any respects”.  Mr. Gmelin was speaking about the 32 acres of 
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land that we had agreed to make conservation area in perpetuity.  The property was then 

rezoned as Planned Residential Development (PRD) which is consistent with what is outlined 

in the Comprehensive Development Plan.  The Planning Board was going to have to 

continue its review addressing all of the environmental impacts of the proposed project, the 

land use, zoning and public policy, visual resources and community character, natural 

resources, geology, soil and topography, water resources and wetlands, utilities, stormwater 

management, traffic and transportation, air quality and noise, historical resources, 

community facilities and services, construction impacts during the construction period, the 

social economic impacts, the growth inducement and obviously the irreversible and 

irretrievable comment of resources.  We continued with the hearings asking repeatedly if 

anyone would like to speak on this project.  At one point in time, Trustee Grunthal stated on 

behalf of Jim Gmelin the Chairman of the Conservation Advisory Council who will not be able 

to make tonight’s meeting he had some concerns about the proposal and he was concerned 

that the building is larger than what it is contracted for and between the Village and 

Westchester Residents and this is a matter of dissatisfaction to him.  I did explain to Mr. 

Gmelin that we would be addressing the conservation easement again.  I went into a 

lengthy dissertation on the asking anyone again if they would like to speak on the subject, 

there were no comments.  Then I went into the fact of who the people were that would be 

involved with the approval of this project.  It would be the Planning Board and ARB.  In 

addition to these agencies that would be work on the approval would be the Building 

Department, the Westchester County Health Department, the Westchester County 

Department of Planning, the New York City Department of Environmental Protect, the New 

York City Department of Conservation, and the New York State Office of Parks, Recreation 

and Historic Preservation.  A lot of work went into this over this period of time and what we 

ended up with is we are here tonight, after starting this process in 2000, I was really 

surprised to hear that there was some resistance to what we were trying to accomplish.  So 

at this point in time I’m going to turn it over to the developer and his representatives.  So 

of which have been with the project from the start, others are new faces in the group.  After 

they get finished speaking we will go on to our Village Staff, so thank you for listening.   

 

Mr. Tony Veneziano, Esq. of Veneziano and Associates representing HFZ who is the 

potential purchaser of this property.  I’d like to give a brief overview and then hand this 

application over to Mark Miller from my firm, who’s worked on this for about nine (9) years 

and then I’m going to hand it over to Chuck Utschig, who is the Project Engineer to talk 

about his process over at the Planning Board.  There are a few parts of this as we come to 

this meeting that sort of anchor at the beginning, the sense of fairness.  One is that we 

have been here for quite a long time, actually this is the third developer coming forward 

since 2005.  So we have been doing a lot of work and we were here in April and we heard a 

number of concerns.  HFZ has been negotiating with the Village, the underlining contract, 

and we’ve had a fair negotiation since October, 2016 which ended in the March 13th 

resolution going forward with the approval.  With that said we are here hopefully to give all 

the information that your board needs, we are here to answer any questions that the public 

may have, so that we can all go forward.  The project is to develop senior enriched 

independent living housing, it’s on 17 acres and it’s zoned PRD.  As the Mayor indicated this 

zone was sent through the Comprehensive Master Plan and then created to allow this 

project on this site.  The project was 2,091 sq. ft. and it is down to 1,041 sq. ft.  The 

consultants will talk to you about how half of the building has gone from three (3) stories 
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down to one (1) story to minimize visual impacts.  This use has natural benefits, because of 

the age of the residents that deal with no school children coupled with significant real estate 

taxes.  There are also obviously social benefits and this case there is and underlining 

satisfaction of litigation that helps here.  Mr. Miller is going to talk about the process and 

issues specifically regarding the historical review process.  As the Mayor went through his 

review he was stating a litany of area that were covered, but they were covered the depth.  

There were studies for example done on the historical significance of this site.  There were 

three (3) Statements of Findings adopted two (2) by the Planning Board and one (1) by the 

Village Board and that is the conclusion of the environmental process.  So absent of any 

new information, that record stands and from the information that we heard the other night 

things like storm water and visual impact, you are going to hear tonight what we have been 

doing with that since 2005.  I don’t have much more to open with.  I think we would rather 

get the facts out there and after they speak we will come back and if you have any 

questions you can just ask us.  Thank you very much. 

 

Mr. Mark Miller, Esq. of Veneziano and Associates stated that he has been on this 

project for approximately ten (10) years.  I want to thank the Mayor for his summary on the 

history of this project.  I want to expand on some of that, because I think some of the 

details in gaps are relevant.  I’d like to go back to 2000, the Mayor referenced the adoption 

of the Comprehensive Development Plan, that was done in August of 2000 and one of the 

specific objectives in that comprehensive plan was to promote a range of residential 

opportunities, at various densities and housing types and moderate prices for Village 

residents, especially senior citizens, singles and young families.  Following that the Mayor 

mentioned that senior facilities were basically zoned and to correct that situation in April of 

2003 the Village Board following hearings adopted amendments to the Mount Kisco 

Comprehensive Development Plan and item number 8 in that resolution basically restated 

something that had already happened.  It said a new district was developed, the “PRD” 

Planned Residential Development to permit senior housing on specific parcels of appropriate 

size and location.  This zone was created specifically to permit senior housing.  At the time 

the subject property was in the Conservation District and not in PRD.  The next significant 

event in the long history of the Village’s attempt to turn the property into something 

productive, was on March 22, 2005.  When the Village Board of Trustee issued a request for 

proposals and qualifications.  The RFP covered both parcels the 17 acres and the 32 acres, 

the 4 acre Town and Country parcel was not part of the RFP.  With respect to the smaller 

parcel the RFP in 2005 states the location has 300 feet of frontage along Kisco Avenue and 

boarders the area predominately occupied by one (1) and two (2) story office buildings or 

office buildings/warehouse combinations.  The area located approximately 300 to the north 

of the site is zoned RN-12, medium density multi-family cluster district.  While the RFP 

technically covered the entire 50 acres of Village owned property I think that it is significant 

to note that under the selection criteria and special considerations contained right in the 

RFP, projects which develop area 2, the parcel we are talking about, while maintaining 

green space in area 1.  So although the RFP technically covered the entire 50 acres there 

was a clear preference for developing the ground parcel of 17.7 acres and maintaining the 

larger Village owned parcel as open space.  So we are following the RFP process, 

Westchester Residence Club was awarded the project and the initial application was for 129 

units of Senior Enriched Independent Living Housing.  The application covered not only the 

potential site plan review for that but initially the necessary rezoning of that property to the 
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PRD District to permit the Senior Enriched Independent Living Housing that was there.  The 

Planning Board then undertook an environmental review and that actually commenced a 

three (3) year SEQRA Review, with respect to the environmental review.  They issued a 

positive declaration, which means that they found that there would likely to be potential, 

significant impacts and required us to prepare a draft environmental impact statement, 

which we did.  Then we had a number of public hearings before the Planning Board on the 

draft environmental impact statement, following which comments were received from the 

public and the Village’s consultants and those were responded to in the final environmental 

impact statement.  With regards to the historical significance issues which have surfaced 

lately.  As part of the DEIS process we hired one of the leading firms that does historic and 

archeological reviews and they performed what’s called a Phase 1A site investigation, which 

determines whether there is any likelihood of there being something of historical or 

archeological significance and as of a result of that review they determined that it was 

appropriate, to conduct what they call a Phase 1B investigation and that involves getting out 

on the land and digging test pits.  In this case they dug 57 test pits, primarily in the area 

that is being proposed to be developed, which is the flattest most level portion of the sight.  

They dug 57 shovel test pits and they found exactly one artifact and that was a tip of a 

bullet.  They were able to determine that it was the type of bullet that was used during the 

1870’s to the 1970’s and it was obvious to them that it was used for hunting and that there 

was no historic significance.  So following the DEIS presentation, which was opened to the 

public, comments where received on many of the areas that were covered in the DEIS.  

With respect to historic and archeological resources there were precisely zero comments, so 

no one had any issues with any of the determinations made as part of the DEIS.  Once the 

Environmental Impact Statement was approved, the next step was for the Planning Board to 

adopt a Statement of Findings and that’s an 18 page document.  The Planning Board with 

the help of its consultants did an in-depth analysis of all of the information, that had been 

presented and they make their findings and that essentially determinates the environmental 

review.  At the April 17th meeting there was some discussions about hiking trails and in the 

description of the proposed project in the findings statement that the Planning Board 

adopted.  It states that 4 of the 58 parking surface parking spaces along the loop south of 

the building will be designated as open space to the public for access to the adjacent village 

parcel, if the village were to create public trails.  So there was some discussion back then, 

with the focus primarily being on trails being created on the larger parcel that was being 

kept as open space by the Village.  With respect to specifically the historical and 

archeological resources the Planning Board found as follows; (1) No evidence of 

archeological sensitivity was found.  (2) The project sight has no historical period sensitivity 

and the only signs of historic use of the sight are stone farm walls.  That was the 

determination that was made by the Planning Board following three (3) years of exhaustive 

review.  Following the adoption of the finding statement by the Planning Board in April of 

2009 that opened the door for the Village Board to take action.  Shortly thereafter, on April 

22, 2009 and following a number of public hearings the Village Board took several actions; 

the first action was to rezone the property 18.78 acres to PRD, again consistent with the 

Comprehensive Development Plan which talked about establishing a PRD Zone to enable 

senior housing.  In addition to rezoning the property the Village Board adopted certain 

zoning text changes, within the PRD District.  The other action that the Village Board took 

was to adopt a parking requirement for Senior Enriched Independent Housing.  There had 

not been a specific parking requirement for that and the Village Board changed the parking 
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requirements to require 1.4 parking spaces per unit.  Prior to taking all of those actions the 

Village Board reaffirmed and incorporated by reference the Finding Statement that had been 

adopted by the Planning Board which contained that exhaustive review.  There was some 

discussion regarding the zoning and exactly what the use is.  The Village Board rezoned it to 

the PRD and under the PRD zoning senior housing is permitted, but not assisted living.  So 

there are three (3) relevant definitions as the Mayor indicated in the zoning code.  The 

general category of Senior Housing is defined as multi-unit apartment buildings, 

condominiums, co-operatives and one and two family home complexes that are restricted to 

a person or persons who a) meet the minimum age requirement for housing for older 

persons contained in section 3607 of the Federal Fair Housing Act as amended or are 

restricted to at least one person who is at least age 55, whichever is the higher age, or b) 

are disabled or handicapped regardless of age.  So within the Senior Housing definition 

there are two (2) sub categories one is (what we are proposing here) Senior Enriched 

Independent Living Housing, which is defined as a category of Senior Housing in which 

Senior Citizen Residents are provided with services, meals, housekeeping, shopping and 

transportation, social activities and some personal care assistance and that is what we are 

proposing.  The final category which is Senior Assisted Living, which is specifically precluded 

in the PRD Zoning District, is a category of senior housing that provides senior citizen 

residents with home healthcare in addition to the services routinely provided by Senior 

Independent and Senior Enriched Housing, so that is the difference.  With all of the 

assistance with daily activities that we provide that Senior Enriched Independent Living 

housing by not providing home healthcare we are not assisted living, so we don’t fall under 

that restriction in the PRD Zoning District.  The economy took a downturn in 2009 and the 

project essentially went on hold.  So in August of 2012 Westchester Residence and Club 

entered into a joint venture with the Hearth at Mount Kisco and a new application was 

submitted for site plan and special permit approval, the zoning was already in place.  That 

application reduced the total building size from 2091 square feet to 1045 square feet.  It 

kept the same number of 129 units, but there was a significant reduction in a number of the 

impacts which our Engineer will review for you shortly.  The Planning Board in its role as 

Lead Agency wanted clear and convincing evidence that the new proposal feel within the 

environmental envelope that was established in their Statement of Findings in 2009.  So 

they asked us to prepare a Technical Memo and we submitted two (2) of them on March 25, 

2013 and an update on June 11, 2013.  That was a very detailed examination going through 

every impact that had been identified in the Statement of Findings and indicting whether 

there were any new significant adverse impacts based on the changes to the project.  So on 

July 9, 2013 the Planning Board adopted a resolution called a Reaffirmation of SEQRA 

Findings, for the project that we are still proposing.  The first resolve stated “that the Mount 

Kisco Planning Board as Lead Agency finds that the applicant has demonstrated that the 

proposed action as revised, would have the same or fewer environmental impact when 

compared to the proposed action and be it further resolved, that the Planning Board finds 

that there are no new significant adverse impacts resulting from the changes in the 

proposed action since the adoption of the Statement of Findings and be it further resolved 

that the Planning Board has determined that the applicant has satisfied the requirements of 

6NYCRR Parts 617 and hereby finds that the proposed actions as amended is one that 

avoids or minimizes adverse environmental impacts to the extent practical.  The Planning 

Board has under taken the full review, they adopted finding, and they’ve reaffirmed those 

findings and found in virtually every case fewer impacts.  In closing here are some of the 
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benefits that this project will give seniors; it will give them the option of continuing to live in 

Mount Kisco, it also provides an opportunity for younger people living in Mount Kisco to 

bring their elderly parents closer to home so that they can be with them more often, the 

project will generate significant tax revenues every year, the project will create significant 

number of good paying jobs, it will bring shoppers and diners to the Village of Mount Kisco, 

it will support local senior activities within the Village of Mount Kisco.  Approximately 45 

acres of the entire 50 acre site are being preserved as open space, even within the 

developed site that we are proposing there are significant areas of impervious surfaces.  We 

have promised to build hiking trails to connect with the Village’s land and have promised to 

provide parking to access those trails.   

 

Mr. Chuck Utschig, with the firm of Langan Engineering and Environmental Services. 

I am the standing consultation that has been on this project from the start.  My object 

tonight is to give you a quick over view of where this property sits, how it relates to a 

substantial amount of open space that will be preserved by the Village as result of the 

forethought in developing these two parcels and give you some sense in what is briefly as 

years of environmental studies that we have done on this sign collimating in a very 

thorough finding statement issued by the Planning Board and ultimately a very detailed 

review by the Planning Board and other Village committees that have been involved in the 

project.  To the north of the site is the Saw Mill River Parkway, Kisco Avenue is to the east 

of the property and one thing important to note is that the BWM dealership on Kisco Avenue 

is almost as wide as our proposed site.  To the south of our property is the Curtis 

Instruments Building.  All total there is approximately 62 acres of land involved in this area.  

Our proposed development impacts about 11 acres, so there is close to 50 acres when you 

add in all of the parcels of area that is going to be undeveloped, of the 17 acres that our 

project sits on we are proposing to develop 12 acres and we are proposing to preserve 4 

acres as a conservation easement.  So in reality this is a 12 acre development on a 60 plus 

acre parcel when you combine all of them.  The Planning Board really pushed us to come up 

with a layout that reduced the amount of impact on the hillside to the greatest extent 

possible.  We reduced this roadway design based on recommendations from the Village’s 

Staff.  It used to have an additional switch back to it and by reducing its design we were 

able to preserve this portion of the hillside with the natural vegetation supplemented by 

proposed landscaping which helps screen the impact of the road going up.  A large portion 

of the review process focused around stormwater management, and these areas here are 

two (2) large stormwater management areas that will handle the stormwater run-off from 

this development.  The stormwater areas will be planted, they will be green and they will 

act as a landscape buffer to the roadway.  We were able to sit the building on the flattest 

portion of the site, the other thing we were able to do with the help of the architect was to 

adjust the way the building was designed, so that part of the building is set into the hillside 

and some of the parking is underneath the building.  So we were able to consolidate this 

building, bring the parking underneath all with the objective of trying to keep our envelope 

of impact to smallest that we possibly could.  One of the concerns that was raised by the 

Planning Board and Staff was what the site was going to look like and what we created was 

a perspectives from various angles.  (Mr. Utschig reviewed slides from each of the following 

perspectives; Kisco Avenue and Holiday Inn Drive.)  We were also asked by the Planning 

Board to do some perspectives from Knowlton Avenue (Mr. Utschig reviewed the slides).  He 

noted that between the existing vegetation and the rise in the hill our building is set back 
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and screened from a view across the valley.  All you see are the peaks to the building, the 

roofs.  We also did a night view perspective, you can see the dull lights of the facility 

background.  Again no real significant impact from a visual perspective even at night.  One 

of the challenges here was to deal with the watershed and the Department of Environmental 

Protection involvement in that process.  We have been working with the DEP for 

approximately two (2) years now and we went to a meeting in 2015 with the Village as a 

co-applicant, we have been back and forth with them over that time.  We did meet with 

them about two (2) weeks ago, we believe we are very close to addressing their comments 

and our expectation is that we will have a permit in a short-order.  I think it is important to 

reiterate that there was an extensive amount of effort put into these studies, the Village’s 

Planning Board and Staff made us go through every one of them.  The most significant 

challenge for us on this site was the stormwater management part of this project, although 

getting the water and sewer to work out was also a challenge.  We probably have one of the 

most intricate stormwater systems that the DEP will permit in a long time.  There are plenty 

provision for long term maintenance.  There are inspection requirements the DEP has been 

very careful to make sure that the system we have designed here is watched and 

maintained repaired when necessary.  The DEP believes that this design will meet their 

criteria to ensure that the water quality in the watershed is not degraded.  I can go into 

more detail if the Village Board of Trustees would like, but for now that concludes my 

presentation.   

Mr. Tony Veneziano, Esq. of Veneziano and Associates stated that the DEP in areas 

where they have jurisdiction can be awfully difficult.  We were hopeful in getting site plan 

approval, subject to DEP which is the terms we had in our lease agreement with the Village.  

The Planning Board took a more conservative position which was, they rather that we work 

with DEP and solve our stormwater issues, so when we come back to the Planning Board the 

design meets DEP Standards.  So two (2) years of straight work with DEP we are now very 

close to that approval.  That is very important because that sets-up the next round, if we 

are so lucky to get this contact confirmed at the Planning Board.   

 

Mayor Cindrich thanked the applicant’s consultants for their presentations.  Mayor 

Cindrich added that the Department of Environmental Protection protects New York City’s 

drinking water.  We went to DEP early on in this process because DEP was acquiring 

property.  So the DEP is putting us through this intensive study, yet when we offered the 

property to DEP to purchase they told the Village of Mount Kisco it has no significant value 

to them.  Next on the agenda I would like the Village Manager to take charge of this portion 

of the presentation. 

 

Village Manager Brancati stated one of the things we wanted to do after the last 

meeting was to provide some additional background from the Village’s standpoint for some 

perspective for the Board and the public, not just from the applicant but from the Village’s 

Planning Consultant David Sessions, Anthony Oliveri our Engineering Consultant from 

Rotfeld Engineering; Roger Miller our Village Assessor; Robert Wheeling our Village 

Treasurer and myself.   

 

The following slides were reviewed by Staff. 
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Mr. Sessions stated with regards to the SEQRA process basically everything that was 

mentioned tonight about time frame, dates, the DEIS, the FEIS and the Finding Statement 

as to when they were adopted is accurate.  We as Village Planning Consultants are charged 

with a number of things and one of which is to make sure that the record is clean and 

accurate.  Basically, everything that I’ve heard here this evening is accurate as far as the 

time frame is concerned.  Mr. Sessions reviewed the following slides. 
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 Mr. Anthony Oliver, Dolph Rotfeld Engineer stated we have been involved with the 

review of the application since 2006.  Personally I have been involved with this application 

since 2007.  I believe the last submittals in 2015 under the Hearth is essentially the same 

plan that we are see currently.  We were down to a handful of comments with regards to 

sewer, water and stormwater.  They had submitted a sewer and water capacity report in 

2015 which is really the object of our last comment review.  We looked at things like sewer, 

water, layout and site engineering aspects of all kinds.  We have had many review 

comments over the years which have been essentially address.  We were down to a handful 

of detailed stuff in this last report that was submitted.  Mr. Oliver reviewed the following 

slides. 
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 Village Assessor Roger Miller addressed the potential property taxes that would be 

generated by the proposed development, with the understanding that there are a lot of 

factors that go into what a final number would look like given that we really don’t have the 

kind of information that we should have to do an appraisal on a property of this type.  We 

do have the size of the building and the number of units, so I’m going to give a broad range 

of values for tax purposes.   

 

 

 Village Manager Brancati and Treasurer Robert Wheeling gave on over view of this 

history of the project, the history and what the cost has been to the tax payers.  We have 

received some revenues, as we have looking at the potential redevelopment of this 

property.   

 This slide outlines the cost of the settlement with the Swiss Benevolent Society.  The 

total expenses that this property has cost the Village since 2000 is $6,435,515.00. 
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 The following slide shows the revenue that we have received since the Board has 

been trying to redevelop the property, the total revenue is $1,878,640.00.   

 

 The following slide shows the net result of the settlement.  One of the important 

things to note is that the Village did a debt refinancing in 2015, which not only saved up 

$1.1 million dollars over the next ten (10) years, but it reduced the Village’s debt payments 

and interest payments.   
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 The Finance Committee has done an exhaustive review of the needs that the Village 

has anywhere from our DPW building to the Fire Houses and all of the various 

improvements to our Capital Plan that we need to address.  If we don’t sell the property and 

the Village doesn’t bring in $4 million dollars in additional revenue from the sale, 

irrespective of the annual tax dollars that come in every year, we would have to go out and 

borrow that $4 million dollars.  This slide show what that $4 million dollars would cost the 

Village.  It’s important to note that you are not just borrowing the $4 million dollars it also 

comes with the interest payments of $2,389,755 over that 30 years, so it costs us $6.4 

million dollars to borrow $4.0 million dollars, this cost is above what we already in the 

budget.   
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 Mayor Cindrich stated that now it is time for the residents to speak. 

 

 Mr. Harry McCartney, Town Historian reviewed the attached slides (see attached 

slides 1 to 7).  This is a story about folks who have built these trails, who have sacrificed 

their time and they do it because they have a vested interest in making this Village a better 

place to live than it is now.  We didn’t start this effort until 2013 so that is why there wasn’t 

anybody there during the earlier stages of this proposed development.   

 The trail deployment is a bottoms up grass root community effort. 

 Major trail clean-ups, trail cutting, extensive historic/nature research, hundreds of 

community members have participated in our educational guided walks. 

 Kisco Mountain – Historic/pristine Nature edifice that defines the Village of Mount 

Kisco. 

 Kisco Mountain – extensive history, valley views, 100 Foot Tree Canopy across 90% 

of the entire mountain. 

 Proposed development will jeopardize a Mount Kisco Historical/Natural Landmark. 

 Greenspace and Trails increase villages/town’s real estate and commercial values. 

 Mr. McCartney stated that our town, not only historically, has a broad base 

topographical variation of woodlands, wetlands and streams.  So we are trying to amply 

that and bring it to the people.  We are extending the walkability of the town.  Walkable is a 

national measurement of how walkable towns are.  Mount Kisco is currently at 25%.  I am 

quoting from the National Association of Home Builders 2008 trails consistently remain the 

number one community amenity sought by prospective home owner.  Not more buildings, 

not more run-off or commercial development.   

 These are pop-up green spaces throughout the town and 90% of the people that will 

be using them are the ones that will be walking out of their house and walk the trail.  On 

Kisco Mountain we have laid out three (3) trails.  Trail #3 because it is the flattest is this 

pastoral field with rock walls all around it.  Many of these green spaces areas were an 

environmental and a human disaster on so many different levels.  Our team here, all did it 

themselves.  The Village did an initial major clean-up and then we came in and have been 

breaking down, and cleaning up the trails.  We have a maintenance schedule on a bi-weekly 

bases.  Why would you want to set a precedent and start selling off the communities land?  
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The Village owns the land, so why do you want to sell it off when you have a gem.  You 

have an absolute environmental, historical gem that can be passed as you go through life.  

In closing I want to say thanks for the opportunity to speak tonight and I want to thank all 

of the folks who have attended our walks. 

 

 Mr. John Rhodes stated that he has been a resident for ten (10) years and one of the 

things that attracted him to Mount Kisco when he discovered it was the mountain view and 

the beautiful green spaces here, the parks and some of the wild areas around town.  I am 

primarily interested in sustainable development and what it doesn’t mean is to sell-off the 

Village’s natural capital.  So you want to do development that doesn’t reduce those and 

there are plenty of way to do that.  I know for a fact that there was a very well received 

proposal by a family owned company that has been in the business for years and they had a 

proposal in front of the Town to take the property down by Radio Circle and that was 

unfortunately turned down for a number of reasons.  It’s seemed to me that that location 

was more natural place to put a senior housing or assisted living, then up on top of a 

mountain that’s very difficult to access in good weather and almost impossible to access in 

bad weather.  You are talking about $1.00 per month to preserve green spaces that the 

town already owns.  We all own that land already, it’s not like we are going out and buying 

it and it’s one of the post precious resources that we have.  One thing that I would like to 

correct from the developer, it that this developer has not been involved in this process.  The 

idea of developing this area on the mountain has been going on for about ten (10) years.  

There have been a number of different companies that have been involved in the ins and 

outs of this development, similar to a reality show.  If you want to know the facts of it that 

are not being presented in a selective manor to bolster a certain point of view, I refer you to 

Trustee Karen Schleimer’ s article that was in The Examiner Newspaper, which gave a step-

by-step analysis of what has been actually happening with this property and this 

development.  But my main point is that the current developer does not have much 

experience with this type of development and they are not the same people who have been 

working on this project for years.  Yes, their Staff Members are the same, but the buyers 

are not the same people.  

 I am a member of the CAC and Tree Preservation Board, but the opinions I am 

presenting now are totally my own.  The reason I dug so deeply into this project was 

because the CAC has had some serious concerns about this project.  Over the past month 

and a half I have read over 1,000 pages of documents and almost everything that 

everybody has said was true and it was selected from those thousands of pages of 

documents, transcripts, letters, findings, etc.  Even though this developer wasn’t involved in 

the 2013 Findings Statement.  The Finding Statement says if this is approved they will get 

approval from DEC, they will come up with a new emergency plan, and all of these things 

were conditional.  The fining was passed, by a small majority, but it wasn’t the kind of slam 

dunk that some people possibly referred to before.  I urge you to read Trustee Schleimer’ 

article which is very fair and very balanced and those are the real points as to what has 

happened with the development.   

 Mr. Rhodes spoke about the Village’s Steep Slope Ordinance.  He noted that the 

slides that the developer showed regarding the visual impact of the site was from a 

particular point of view and season.  As far as I can see from the tree demolition plan some 

of the trees that they are saying hiding the development are going to be gone and what you 

are going to see nine months out of the year is this development sitting alongside of the hill 
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and right now you see a beautiful green horizon and a beautiful view.  The Village’s law 

regarding steep slopes states that construction shall not be permitted on various steep 

slopes unless there is no other viable alternative.  Please take note that 31% of this site is 

very steep slopes that mean 25% or more.  We own the land, the land hasn’t been sold, 

there are other viable alternatives from the town’s point of view and those are if we do need 

an assisted development there are plenty of places besides our steep slopes to do that.  

With regards to the amount of trees that the developer is proposing to cut down we do not 

have updated information the surveys were done in 2004, 2008 and 2009.  The removal of 

the proposed trees on this sight is significant because it is on a steep slope.  Each mature 

tree on this site absorbs up to 40,000 gallons water a year.  So this mean that cutting down 

2,000 trees on Kisco Mountain will add 40 million gallons a year of run-off from the 

mountain, and this is a conservative estimate because a survey hasn’t been done in eight 

(8) years.  That 40 million gallons will go right into Branch Brook and we have a long history 

in this town of Branch Brook flooding and any loss of evaporative space is going to increase 

the potential for flooding.  The Department of Environmental Protection still has not 

approved the storm water plan for this site and one of the reasons, as of yet is because it 

does not meet what Department of Environmental Conservation says is the proper level of 

stormwater treatment.  Even if DEP finally approves these changes that are being proposed 

by the engineering firm, they are limited by regulations as to what they can include in their 

calculations.  The DEP can’t include the average flow over a number of storms, they can 

only factor in peak flows and this type of plan is not going to replace 2,000 trees in terms of 

absorbing the same amount of water.  The problem with any new development coming into 

town covering the spaces that are currently not paved over is a bad idea, because of 

flooding.  This town right now has the highest amount of impermeable surface of any town 

in the Croton Watershed area, Mount Kisco is paved over by 25% and that is three (3) times 

as much as Yorktown and Somers.  We are already over paved and over developed.  There 

are plenty of places around town that are already developed and vacant, so we don’t have 

to cover-up more green space in order to help the town grow.  There are many other 

problems with regards to this plan i.e. loss of habitat, construction disruption, blasting noise 

and the loss of the eco-system of that mountain.  Given the fact that this town, according to 

the Mayor and the Treasurer is in better financial shape than any other town in 

Westchester, it doesn’t make sense to me that we are going to be giving away this 

property. 

 

 Mr. Michael Kirsch stated that he and his wife are Mount Kisco residents.  I enjoy 

living here and have had great joy helping to build walking trails through our beautiful 

woods and also as a long ago history major I’ve enjoyed learning about Mount Kisco’s 

significant past.  I know that residents need to obtain a permit to cut down a tree and yet 

with one stroke of a pen they are able to cut down more than 2,000 trees.  Most of the 

people here tonight are not against all developments in our town.  Rather we do not see the 

point of cutting down these thousands of trees, conducting extensive blasting, creating even 

more run-off than we already have in Branch Brook when there are alternatives, to the 

proposed project.  In a the recent past there was a proposal to build an assisted living 

facility with a memory unit run by a named established company on available land in Radio 

Circle.  The company had indicated receptivity to dealing with soil contamination and other 

issues.  The site across from the Post Office is attractive, walkable and available.  The 

longer drive to the Kisco Mountain through our considerable traffic, up and down the 
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winding driveway, especially in winter could put people at risk compared with the easy, 

quick, level trip from a facility at Radio Circle to Northern Westchester Hospital.  One you 

sell your land it’s gone and the same is true for the Kisco Mountain local, one sold the 

money is spent and it’s gone forever, what land do you sell next?  I suggest that in addition 

to the Radio Circle location the Board look to other sites in Radio Circle and other building 

locations in Mount Kisco.  Thank you. 

 

 Mr. Jim Gmelin stated that he was born in Mount Kisco and grew up here.  I am 

presently on three (3) different committees the CAC, Tree Preservation Board and the 

Byram Lake Committee.  The Village’s Tree Preservation Law states that it necessary to 

protect the health, safety and general well fair of the Village.  Trees do more than capture 

water runoff, they create soil around them that absorbs like a sponge.  But more 

importantly what health benefits do we get from them.  There have been studies by the 

World Health Organization that has tracked the amount of pollution that comes out of the 

air annually (17.4 million tons of air pollution in the year 2010).  I’m sure it’s more than 

that now, and we are going to need every tree to absorb some of that pollution.  What are 

the benefits of trees?  Studies have found that the health impacts resulted in the avoidance 

of 850 deaths; 670,000 cases of acute respiratory systems; 430 occurrences of asthma.   

200,000 school days lost.  Mr. Gmelin spoke about the benefits of Forest Therapy, it reduces 

stress hormones; strengthens the immune system; lowers blood sugar and reduced blood 

sugar levels.  Remove 2,000 (and it might be more than that) and you are taking medicine 

out of our citizens right to it, a natural right that they have.  I can stand up here all night 

and quote the benefits of the trees, but I would like to quote someone who is in a position 

of authority greater than me and it goes as follows and I urge you to honor them.  Thank 

you. 

Whereas, trees can reduce the erosion of our precious topsoil by wind and water. 

cut heating and cooling costs, moderate the temperature, clean the air, 

produce oxygen, and provide habitat for wildlife, and 

Whereas, trees in our Village/Town increase property values, enhance the economic 

vitality of business areas, and beautify our community, and 

Whereas, trees, wherever they are planted, are a source of joy and spiritual 

renewal.  

Now, Therefore, I, J. Michael Cindrich, Mayor of the Village/Town of Mount Kisco, do 

hereby proclaim Friday, April 24, 2015 as Arbor Day in the Village/Town 

of Mount Kisco and I urge all citizens to celebrate Arbor Day and to 

support efforts to protect our trees and woodlands, and 

Further, I urge all citizens to plant trees to gladden the heart and promote the  

  well-being of this and future generations. 

 

 Ms. Ruth Moy read the attached statement on behalf of Concerned Residents of 

Mount Kisco.  

  

 Mayor Cindrich replied to Ms. Moy stating that she hadn’t been in Mount Kisco long 

enough to realize that this was brought up several years ago.  I went before the Ethics 

Committee here in Mount Kisco after several months, they came back with a decision that I 

did not have any conflict of interest and what you are saying is absolutely absurd, because 

we would have nothing in this Village if everybody that lived next to a piece of property was 
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precluded from voting on it.  If you want the copy, check with the Clerk’s Office of the Ethics 

decision that was rendered on my behalf.  Thank you. 

 

 Mrs. Patricia Reilly stated that she was here tonight as a resident of Mount Kisco.  

She was a former Mayor and prior to that she was on the Recreation Commission along with 

many other committees.  As you heard before I was brought up to serve the community, I 

love this town.  I was fortunate enough to be born here, and some of you were smart 

enough to choose Mount Kisco.  Part of the Town is the beauty of it, and the Mountain is a 

big part of that.  We are here tonight as your friends, your neighbors, and we are relying on 

the Board, and believe me it’s not an easy job.  I just want you to vote from your heart and 

your soul.  We have listened to a lot very brilliant people here tonight, but we are relying on 

you.  Yes, $4 million dollars is a lot of money, but that mountain in priceless, would rather 

see all of our energies go to helping the downtown of Mount Kisco and forget about the 

mountain. 

  

 Mr. Brian Liebman, stated that he was a life time resident of this Town and he was 

deeply upset about the sale of one of our last green spaces, that I can honestly call a 

developmental disaster waiting to happen at the motivation of greed and exploitation.  

There has been a lot of talk about the environmental review of this project, which should be 

noted was done almost ten (10) years ago.  But even then this review did not mention even 

once the visual impact of this project of those passing our town through the Saw Mill River 

Parkway.  However, if this development is carried out those driving south on the Saw Mill 

River Parkway, who currently see Kisco Mountain in a state of natural preservation, will 

instead see an assisted living facility every time they pass by our town.  This will be the 

perception every single time they pass by our town.  This will be the perception burned in 

their mind when they think of Mount Kisco.  If you like in Foxwood or Brookside or on Valley 

View Terrace you will not only see this development with you drive south on the Saw Mill 

you will see it day and night, winter through summer every single time you look in the 

direction of the mountain and the same is true with anyone looking off to the mountain as 

they are coming south from Bedford Hills on Route 117.  Is this going to help out financial 

situation as claimed, short term and long term we will have transformed the signature mark 

of our town into a display of our willingness to sell out to grabby real estate tycoons for a 

very cheap price?  It’ doesn’t take an expert to figure out that that’s a bad move financially.  

There is so much more I would wish to say regarding this benefits of this space as it is 

preserved.  I will respect the time of people here and I’m going to summarize my thoughts 

in a brief poem;  

There stands the mountain in its majesty.   

The sanctuary of our sacred trees.   

Our town’s relief from the flaws of man to walk in peace with natures plan.   

Of two greens this one is true, the other is paper fleeting and loose.   

Is this what we will trade it for and let ourselves befit the hour or shall we stand forward 

and keep our gift and receive forever the thanks of it. 

In the balance weighs our fate and choice. 

Now let us choose the wisdoms voice. 

 

 Mr. Robert Liebman, stated that he is Chairman of the Conservation Advisory Council 

and he has been engaged with this project basically from the beginning, I’ve made 
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comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, I’ve made comments on the Final 

Environment Impact Statement and I’ve made comments on the permits for wetlands and 

steep slopes.  My goal is to put this project in contents of Climate Change.  He read from an 

article from a newspaper.  Earth is on track to sail past the two (2) degrees celsius 

threshold for dangerous global warming by 2050.  Climate change is happening now and 

much faster than anticipated said Sir Robert Watson, former head of the United Nations 

Governmental Panel for Climate change.  Since 1990 devastating weather related events 

flood, drought, more intense storms, heat waves, and wild fires due to climate change have 

doubled said Watson and the other scientist.  Here’s a little more bad news regarding 

climate change from 2014 Climate Update this report gives projects throughout New York 

State for temperatures, sea levels, and precipitation for the century.  Although the increase 

in the annual precipitation is project to be relatively small, larger increases are projected in 

the frequency, intensity and duration of extreme precipitation events.  In the conclusion of 

the report it states although climate miles are the best tools for projecting future changes it 

is possible that climate sensitive and greenhouse gases could exceed or fall below the 

average in global miles used here.  For example the rapid loss of artic sea ice at rates in 

excess of climate miles projection could lead to more rapid warming than climate miles 

project.  The PSOL1 report states that the regional warming rates differ considerably across 

the contiguous U.S. all regions are project to reach 2C about ten (10) to twenty (20) years 

the global mean temperatures, so we could be talking about 2030.  Although there is 

question regarding when the 1C and 2C threshold will be crossed regionally over 80% of 

miles project 2C warmings by 2050 for all regions with a high emissions scenario.  The 

fastest warming region in the US is the northeast which is project to warm by 3C.  That 

news is as bad as you want to hear.  Mount Kisco is a Climate Smart Community and has 

made a commitment to enhance local reliance by establishing a climate resiliency vision and 

associated goals.  This project is going to be built on steep slopes and very steep slopes.  As 

mentioned building on steep slopes can increase stormwater run-off which can contribute to 

flooding and mud slides.  Climate change will increase the risk of flooding and mudslides, 

also it will increase the likelihood of heat waves.  If we reach 2C here in Mount Kisco, which 

seems to be predicted, perhaps we should imagine heatwaves of 100 degrees Fahrenheit 

heat indexes above 120 degrees Fahrenheit.  Tress have a cooling effect as has been noted 

and this project will result in about 2,000 trees being cut down and the Village heat island 

effect will be increased.  So a question to consider is will this project enhance our resilience 

to climate change or increase the risk?  Thank you. 

 

 Mr. Berniard Seiler stated that he and his family have lived in Mount Kisco for 32 

years I own a house on Mountain Avenue which is directly across from the site in question 

so I really have a vested interest in how this all turns out.  I moved to Mount Kisco years 

ago because I loved the area and could afford to live here.  I appreciate seeing all of my 

neighbors here tonight and I appreciate the efforts the Town Board has created.  I’ve spent 

10 (ten) years on the Architecture Review Board and I’m currently on the Library Board of 

Trustees.  I appreciate all of the talk about retaining the natural environment in Mount 

Kisco.  The mountain has always been a kind of anxiety for us because it always seemed 

like there was somebody wanting to do something up there.  I remember we all donated 

money to get a lawyer to help us, because like tonight I couldn’t understand half of what 

was being said, although I appreciate everyone trying very hard to explain it.  I think the 

people living in that area have always done their part.  I think from a historical point of 
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view, that mountain is now part of my history I’ve been there a long time, and I personally 

feel that the mountain is an important part of my history and I would hate to see it turn into 

something in the future that would impact the Village in a negative way.  Again, I appreciate 

everybody’s effort for being here tonight for so long. 

 

 Mrs. Patricia Thompson stated that she has been a resident of Mount Kisco for 52 

years and I have a home on Mountain Avenue.  Since I am neither a lawyer nor engineer I 

am speaking as a resident with a historical perspective that may shed a broader light on the 

project.  Everyone in this room loves Kisco Mountain and we all recognize our obligation to 

protect it from forces that could destroy not only its beauty but its iconic character.  But 

how?  How to you reconcile the present, divergent views while guarding the unique nature 

of our Village.  For this I think it is vital to be pessimistic, to think of present day crystal 

balls as being very cloudy.  The longer we put off fairly evaluating development plans the 

more likely and outside force will win out.  Change is inevitable and has to be reckoned 

with.  169 years ago Mount Kisco got its name from one Steven Wood, who said in 1848 I 

live yonder over Kisco Mountain when I drive down to the depot, I always admire that noble 

hill.  Could we do better than to call our railway station Mount Kisco?  Now, project 

yourselves into the future, imagine this a mountain top could be a fine place to flatten out 

and then build a high top mall.  As an example look at High Ridge Mall in Yonkers, at one 

time it was a prominent park although not as high as Kisco Mountain which is 600 feet.  The 

present mall was the site of a psychiatric hospital, school, church, etc. and then round 2004 

a development started with 81 acres being leveled to accommodate 1.2 million sq. ft. of 

retail space, 150,000 sq. ft. of office space, 175 room hotel, and of course 7,000 parking 

spaces.  Don’t for a moment think that this could not happen here on a smaller scale.  Just 

look into that cloudy crystal ball.  A slick talking outside group with gobs of money and 

political clout will be too powerful for Mount to fend off.  The mountain top will be leveled for 

development.  We cannot afford to have our heads in the sand like ostriches.  Now let’s 

consider what’s on the table.  As I understand, it the present does not affect the iconic part 

of Kisco Mountain, it’s top, would seem to be the most logical deterrent to the possible 

desecration of the mountain.  It has been stressed that no one on Emery Washburn or 

Mountain Avenue would be effected because the entrance and exit for the property would be 

on Kisco Avenue.  The project which has been scaled down to develop 11 acres, landscaping 

has been promised and most importantly about 40 acres would be protected in perpetuity 

as green space with the nature trails that are so fervently desired.  But here I would like to 

address future problems of trails and wonder how litter would be generated would be 

handled.  People wishing to walk the trails would park along the neighborhood roads making 

travel difficult and posing a threat to children playing in the streets.  We also know that 

some people might want to camp in the woods creating a Policing problem.  These issues 

should be anticipated and addressed.  On Earth Day last month there were cars parked on 

both street and in the driveway of the Swiss Home Property.  When the hikers left there 

were two pails filled with garbage.  This was bought by a previous Village Board and the 

taxes lost have been a burden to Mount Kisco residents for nearly 17 years.  This proposal 

which most people seem to be against, seems to be a sensible one, one that this current 

board approved over ten (10) years ago and will not impact our neighborhood.  I commend 

the Mayor and the Board Members for their efforts to recoup the $4.0 million dollars and 

more importantly preserve the remaining 35 or so acres in perpetuity.  If the developer 

does what he says he will do then it is a win win situation since Mount Kisco will benefit at 
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least four fold, land protection, provide jobs, bring in revenue and allow the elderly to 

remain in their beloved Mount Kisco.  I thank the Mayor and the Village Board for all of their 

efforts.  Thank you. 

 

 Mayor Cindrich replied that I doubt if what happened at Ridge Hill would happen here 

on Kisco Mountain, but it did happen here when Toll Brothers came in and took probably the 

most pristine area of Mount Kisco of approximately 125 acres and clear-up the entire parcel 

of land and built the homes there.  To make sure that never happens again this Village 

Board we’ve enhanced our Building, Engineering and Planning Departments with 

professionals to make sure that kind of atrocity will never happened again.  If you don’t 

believe me take a ride into the Chase development and you will not see one significant tree 

in the development even after 12 or 14 years. 

 

 Mr. Bill Tower stated that he has been a resident along with my family for 29 years.  

I’ve seen the town increase in congestion and getting from one side of the town to the other 

in like driving in Manhattan.  I understand that development increases the tax revenues.  

Whenever I give someone my address over the years, Mount Kisco, but nobody know where 

the mountain is, and then last year we got an email from the Library saying that they were 

going to sponsor a hike to Kisco Mountain.  I said to my wife can you believe it there is a 

Kisco Mountain!  There really is and we never knew that!  So it comes as a shock to me that 

the Village would even consider tampering with the mountain that was named after the very 

Village.  It is a gem, one of the benefits of living in Westchester is all of the beautiful hiking 

trails, why would we section off a mountain that is named after the Village.   

 

 Mr. Mark Maffia stated that he has been a resident of Mount Kisco for 20 years, 

tonight I got a history lesson, science lesson, civic lesson, climate change lesson and a 

weather forecast lesson, without even having to pay for it.  To the Developers I say “God 

Bless You” for putting up with this for 10 years, I would have ran a long time!  I want to 

know how many people here tonight before 2013 walked up there and walked through the 

trails.  I’m living here for 20 years and I didn’t even know there were trails up there.  This is 

a good project there is going to be money in the long term for the Village, it’s going to help 

the Village.  My other question is, where is the water run off going to go with all of those 

7,500 trees that were recently cut down for the Saw Mill River Parkway Project?  How many 

of the people here tonight went to the State and expressed their objections.  Thank you for 

your time. 

 

 Mr. Antonio ??? To me the project will create more pollution Route 117.  This project 

will create a lot of traffic. 

 

 Mr. Joseph Cosentino stated that he was going to be very brief, he was hungry, tired 

and I got to go to the men’s room.  Karen I want to thank you for that letter in the 

Examiner, it was great.  I think everybody read it and got an idea of what really is 

happening.  I commend you for that.  My question is to Mark Miller, Esq. there is going to 

be no assisted living there?   

 Mr. Miller replied that is correct there is going to be Senior Enriched Independent 

Living. 
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 Mr. Joseph Cosentino replied no assisted living, I just want to keep that on the 

record.  There is no assisted living.  I had some other questions, but I think they were all 

answered.  I thank you very much, have a good night. 

 

 Mrs. Linda Cindrich stated thank you for allowing me to speak, my name is Linda 

Cindrich and I live on Washburn Road at the base of the mountain on the neighborhood 

side.  I was born in Mount Kisco and I’ve lived here all of my life and I’ve looked out at that 

mountain almost every day growing up and I can honestly can say that I don’t think there is 

anyone else who loves that mountain more than me.  I love that mountain and my concern 

is for that mountain and for the whole of Mount Kisco as well.  I write this letter to you the 

Trustees in hopes that you will consider what is right for the entire Village.  This proposal 

has been before the Planning Board and the Village Board for more than ten (10) years and 

I believe the developers of this project have worked in good faith with the Village.  They 

have already paid $2 million dollars.  It’s seems that some of you have made your minds up 

already and these are some things that I am going to ask you to consider, before you make 

your decision.  This project will have the least impact of any of the proposals that were put 

forth in the past and honestly some of the proposals that were suggested in the past were 

horrifying and I think everybody in this room would agree to that.  The developer would pay 

$4.0 million dollars for 17 acres, 11 of which will be developed and nearly a $1.0 million 

dollars in taxes every year.  He has also agreed that undeveloped land will remain green so 

that mean that there wouldn’t be any further development on this property or no 

expansions.  He’s agreed to provide parking for people who want to walk up the mountain 

on his property.  The access for the property would be on Kisco Avenue and not in the area 

of the neighborhood side of the mountain.  The development is on approximately on the 

lowest elevation of the mountain and it will be constructed behind the BMW dealership.  In 

terms of the run-off, I have to ask you where the run-off from the BMW dealership is.  

Where is the run-off from Curtis Instruments that has been there for more than 25 years?  

It poured rain for the entire week and there wasn’t any flooding on the street, and you 

know what scare tactics work and sometimes they don’t work.  The developer is going to 

develop 11 or 12 acres of this parcel and the Village has agreed as part of this whole thing 

to have 35 or so acres remain green.  I think that’s a wonderful situation.  When you 

consider what could happen in the future.  Anyone who thinks that this mountain is going to 

remain green forever is in denial, your board will not be here forever, you cannot guarantee 

us that somebody won’t come in and have a proposal and a building similar to what Mrs. 

Thompson just mentioned, there is no guarantee that these precious acres will remain 

green.  There is no guarantee in the future.  Litigation is not the answer here, and only a 

small group of people when you think about the people in this room and the number of 

people in Mount Kisco, it is a small group of people who are against this proposal and 

considering that and not the people that are not here, who have a different opinion I think is 

very wrong.  The people who live on the mountain on Emery, Prospect, Willetts, and 

Washburn in those neighbors don’t want cars parked on the street day in and day out, from 

people who come to walk on the mountain.  This is something that the Board has to 

consider, they have to consider our neighborhood.  Most of the people in this room are not 

from our neighborhood.  The income from the sale of this property will be used to help the 

school with taxes and for major projects such as the construction of a new Highway Garage; 

and the sorely need renovations of our Fire Houses.  Ask yourself this, if we against this 

development how can we afford to live here?  Where is the money coming from to enhance 
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the down town area, to pay for infrastructure repairs and do we pass this burden along to 

our children and their children.  Building trails does not help the Village financially, it’s 

doesn’t guarantee us a secure financial base for our children or their children.  Building 

trails does not guarantee that the future boards will propose future development that will be 

much more evasive.  Building trails does not help the Village resident who is a middle class 

worker who wants to remain here.  We can have the trails and we can have the income as 

well.  Do you think that it right to put an elderly facility down at Radio Circle, it’s not a 

beautiful area and it’s not accessible.  There was major issues in the village when the Post 

Office moved to Radio Circle because the elderly couldn’t walk there.  It’s not only in a 

commercial area, it would be much better to put these elderly people in a beautiful campus 

like setting where they would be surrounded by woodlands.  I’m asking you all, as many of 

my neighbors, and a lot of my neighbors feel this way who are not here this evening to 

consider a small group of people and most of which are not from our neighborhood I think is 

wrong.  I think you have to consider the elderly, our financial wellbeing and this developer 

who has been here for ten (10) years.  What’s right is right!  I think you have to consider 

not just the group of people that are hear tonight but you have to consider the whole of the 

Village and what is best for the Village.  Thank you. 

 

 Mr. Jim Nordgren stated that he has been asked by members of the historical society 

and the CAC to go over briefly the Natural Resource Inventory, which I had the pleasure of 

writing for the Village of Mount Kisco in 2016 and excerpt some of the key things as they 

pertain to Kisco Mountain.  We have great participation from members of the Town.  

 Mr. Nordgren reviewed the following slides: 

Mount Kisco’s Vision Statement states that water supply and natural resources are to 

be protected and improved, and the integrity of scenic vistas and open spaces are to be 

preserved  

It goes on to recommend: 

 Explore the protection, preservation and possible acquisition of open space and park 

areas.  Coordinate efforts with private landowners, land trusts and other environmental 

groups in the acquisition and maintenance of new open space areas.  Create smaller pocket 

parks and open space in residential areas which may be underserved .  Adopt a Scenic 

Overlay Zone for areas which have scenic ridges, views and other important features.   

Among the priorities for citizens at the Feb 20, 2016 public meeting were to:  

Create more parks.   

Create more hiking trails  

 Kisco Mountain has 66 acres of forest owned in by Mount Kisco, another 10 acres or 

so is wooded along the Parkway, creating an intact, unfragmented 75-acre forest. 

 Kisco Mountain is an oak-hickory forest where chestnut, red, white and black oaks 

and mockernut and pignut hickories grow.  The understory includes black birch, black 

cherry, sugar maple, locust and hawthorn trees and saplings.  This area has high and low 

bush blueberries, witch hazel and serviceberry growing in the understory. Near the summit 

the trees are quite large. One chestnut oak is 30 inches in diameter, a red oak measures 40 

inches in diameter and 4 red and white oaks are 36 inches in diameter.  

 Kisco Mountain has an impressive variety of bird species, including birds found in 

open grassland (bluebirds), birds found in open woodlands (rose-breasted grosbeak, great 

crested flycatcher, Baltimore oriole), and birds only found in deep interior forests (wood 

thrush, pee-wee, ovenbird, red start, red-eyed vireo, black & white warbler and pileated 
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woodpecker). Fox and coyote scat were also found on a February 18, 2016 survey.  

 This is in contrast to the Wildlife Study in the EIS which, done in November when 

plants are dormant and migratory birds are absent, concluded that the forest was 

dominated by invasive plants and that only common birds such as cardinals and blue jays 

inhabit the mountain and that disturbance will not harm them as they can move on to 

nearby backyards. 

 

 

 At 620 feet in elevation, the views from Mount Kisco are impressive and make a 

wonderful hiking destination. 

 Impervious surfaces are 24% of the town’s land area the highest percentage of 

impervious surface of any of the towns in the Croton Watershed  
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2/3rds of the north parcel is steep slope
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 The New York State Energy Research and Development Authority (NYSERDA) 2014  

 Heavy rainfall events (over 1-2” of rain in a day), have already increased by 74% 

 Estimates that precipitation will be +10% greater by 2050  

 Probability of 100-year floods increases by 70% to 190% in New York State by 2050. 

 It would be interesting and helpful to see how the proposed development’s 

stormwater management plan would act assuming these projections of 10% more 

precipitation, more severe rainfall events and an expanded flood hazard area since new 

flood maps are being made now. 

 A goal of Mount Kisco’s Vision Statement and the top priority of citizens at the public 

meeting held in 2016 is to protect open space and create more hiking trails. 
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 Only 155 acres (8%) of 1,934 total acres in Mt Kisco remain undeveloped and are 

open space opportunities. 

 Therefore one of the recommendations of the NRI is to protect the north and south 

parcels of Kisco Mountain as open space with hiking trails. 

 Mr. Nordgren stated that the question came up could another development be worse 

and one solution is to consider putting a Conservation Easement over all of the Town owned 

property on Kisco Mountain.  I know there are wonderful environmental groups like the 

Westchester Land Trust who has met with the Historical Society and the CAC who would be 

willing to take a Conservation Easement, steward the mountain, protect trails, clean-up 

litter, work on parking and ensure that it is permanently protected forever.  So that is one 

of the many recommendations in the NRI which was my please to be a part of. 

 

 Trustee Grunthal made the following comments regarding the financial and 

environment side of this proposal.  Essentially I am looking at the project as a fresh start 

project.  It was mind boggling to listen to a number of people speak about the history, but 

essentially we are free of any litigation hanging over us at this point we don’t have a 

contract at this point and we can look at this as a fresh start.  Economist would say that 

sunk costs, are sunk costs and now we should be looking towards the future.  We have an 

opportunity to preserve the entire mountain or we can raise some additional taxes, save 

ourselves some personal taxation.  In looking at the amount of money we would get for this 

land $4.1 million dollars that is a little less than 1/3 of our annual revenue from property 

taxes a year.  We are not talking about a huge amount of money.  Our Village Treasurer has 

looked at this as a 30 year mortgage in effect with principal and interest.  He has told us 

that the annual payment is the equivalent of saving $212,000 per year for the next 30 

years, which is 1.5% of Village Taxes or approximately one half of one percent of our total 

taxes.  Looking next at the property taxes, our Assessor has told us that on the high end we 

are looking at $650,000 for all three (3) sets of taxes (Village, School and County) which is 

about 4.5% of Village Taxes or for each of us 1.6% of our total taxes.  So the next effect of 

all of that is one half of one percent, plus approximately 1.1% and just 1.2% on our tax bill, 

if we choose to save the mountain.  So on a tax bill of $5,000 we are looking at an impact 

of $105.00, that’s the best estimate I can make at this time.  However, as a couple of 

people have pointed out we have the opportunity to raises some taxes from another 

alternative facility in Mount Kisco.  We had Maplewood in front of us a while back.  Two of 

us on this Board were in favor of going forward with the project, the Mayor and two other 

Trustees were variegating for a number of reasons and so the developer walked away.  We 

now know that the owner has the interest of another developer, so we have the potential to 

at the very least consider an assisted facility living or a senior living facility on Radio Circle.  

So if we get the same tax revenues, Mayor over on Radio Circle as we would up on the 

mountain then the net financial impact to us would be one half of one percent, less than the 

increase in taxes that we had this year alone.   

 Trustee Grunthal reviewed the slide regarding the Site Plan.  We are talking about 

development and construction going on just about everywhere on this site.  When you build 

a road you just don’t have machinery on the road you have trucks next to the road, you 

have back loaders and front loaders also.  Next he reviewed the Tree Removal Plan, this is 

the top four (4) acres where there will be no trees taken down.  Just about everything else 

on the top half of this property has trees taken down.  What we got here is the trees which I 

believe are above the five (5) or six (6) caliper and in between all of those trees are 
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hundreds if not thousands of smaller trees.  Here we have the trees that will be removed on 

the lower part and basically this area will be clear-cut.  The tree protection as proposed by 

the developer reads as follows:  

 “#1.  The Project Landscape Architect to approve the location of all fencing prior to 

excavation.”  Not the Town by the Architect to do that.  

 “If tree protection fencing needs to be moved or breached due to temporary 

construction activity, within the tree protection zone the fence will be reset to its original 

location, immediately after construction.”  So what that says is, while we are not 

constructing near a tree we’ll protect it, but when we need to do construction near the tree 

we’ll remove that fence in order to do construction near that tree. 

 “Any tree roots that are disturbed, broken or cut shall be pruned back with clean 

sharp tools”.  That’s great, just great. 

 “All work to be performed under the direct supervision of either the owner’s 

representative or the Project Landscape Architect” again not the Town. 

 “All temporarily exposed tree roots shall be covered with 2” of shredded hardwood 

mulch and thoroughly irrigated on a daily basis, etc.”  Temporarily exposed tree roots will 

be temporarily exposed because a backhoe or a front loader or something has run over 

them and crushed the roots, but that ok because this says that we will cover it with 2” of 

shredded hardwood mulch.   

 Trustee Grunthal stated that like project would be an environmental disaster.  If you 

drive along the Saw Mill River Parkway from the north, you have trees on either side until 

you get perhaps to Elmsford, but as you come past the Kisco Avenue Exit you see in front of 

you the north east end of Kisco Mountain.  If this project is put up there, you will see this 

building, the paved roads, the required retention basin and that to me will begin to look like 

Yonkers and Elmsford and I think that the folks here tonight who have said that we are 

going to be devalued as a result of that in the eyes of passers buy I think that they are 

quite right.  I know that there has been concern that a future Board might place a 

development on this mountain, something that we perhaps might not due, it’s my goal to 

bring a resolution to this Board for our discussion and hopefully for our resolving that we 

create a land preservation not-for-profit company.  We sell the land for $1.00 to that land 

preservation company and keep it in perpetuity for undeveloped land.   

 

 Trustee Schleimer stated just a couple of notes, the lawyer in me has to ask.  We 

don’t have a contract here, the new developer on this project to my understanding has not 

yet filed an application with the Planning Board, and so I’m not sure that I understand what 

the procedure is.  I don’t know whether there’s been an assignment of plans, permits, and 

applications or how that’s working.   

 

 Mayor Cindrich stated that he would rather not have that answered tonight, you can 

answer her at a later date, on the legal questions.  Because there are some conflicts of 

interest in the room right now. 

 

 Trustee Schleimer replied I don’t think I have one. 

 

 Mayor Cindrich replied, I’m not speaking about you Karen. 
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 Trustee Schleimer stated that these are just things that she wanted to put out there.  

I’m not sure since this proposal was first made, which goes way before I was on the Board 

whether there has been an appraisal of the property, clearly we have not put this out for an 

RFP.  I think that our job as Board Members of this Village is to make sure if it is sold that 

there’s fair value.  I’m not sure how I evaluate that without an appraisal or with an RFP.  I 

don’t have information on what BMW paid for its property, so I have nothing to compare 

and evaluate this price.  I don’t know whether Curtis Instruments has granted this 

developer permission to use Curtis Instruments as an alternate access.  One more item, 

again, it’s just my lack of knowledge here and I suspect that a lot of people are as confused 

as I am.  Mr. Veneziano was talking about the zoning and we were talking about the zoning, 

was created to allow this project for moderate price senior housing.  I don’t know what the 

price point is here, I don’t know whether moderate income level seniors would be able to 

afford to live in this project, but that was stated tonight and I think that is something else 

that we need to follow-up on.  Because we don’t have an application we don’t have a 

proposal so we don’t really know for sure what’s being built because we have no deal, in 

terms of me being able to hold anybody’s feet to the fire because there is nothing solid.  So 

are we building enriched independent housing or are we building a memory care unit.  I 

don’t know what we are building and I guess that’s a problem for me.   

 

 Mr. Veneziano wanted to address Trustee Schleimer’s questions. 

 

 Mayor Cindrich stated I think what the questions she just asked, if you would 

respond in writing it would be easier for her to ascertain what is going on.  I am serious 

about that, if not we’ll go on with the back and forth.  The agreement that this entire Board 

signed off on is apparently not enough now and I’m surprised that they signed off on it and 

now they have a difference of opinion on the option agreement.   

 

 Mr. Veneziano said so that is a point of departure, so there is a March 13, 2017 

Resolution to approve this transaction, you put it on hold, you are considering this 

information.  You set-up a hearing with any historic/walking path/conservation group.  We 

specifically did not bring people in support of our project because this was not a public 

hearing on the EIS.  There is 100% opposition in this room which is not really the case.  The 

environmental disaster that was quoted by one of your board members has three (3) 

Statements of Findings. 

 

 Ms. Ruth Moy objected loudly (along with others in the audience) to Mr. Veneziano 

rebuttal. 

 

 Mayor Cindrich stated that’s why I would like to have this resolved between 

attorneys right now and I’m not sure how I’m going to do that.  There are certain things in 

comparison in of projects that concern me.  The other senior facility proposed for the Boys 

and Girls Club that was rejected by the Village Board because of the concerns of the people 

that live in close proximity.  The application on Radio Circle that was never on the table as 

far as I’m concerned because the attorney representing the client he wanted a decision by 

this Board before any environmental impact study was done.  He just wanted the Village 

Board to sign off on it as if it was fine and we were waiting for some type of environmental 

impact statement done.  So there are a lot of issues that are of very much a concern to me 
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on how we go from the Kisco Mountain to Radio Circle, back to the Boys and Girls Club and 

I’ve sat in some of these meetings and I have to tell you that there was a lot of money 

involved the Boys and Girls Club paid an attorney well over $60,000 and they go nowhere 

on a project that could have been viable.  I don’t know why they pulled out.  I don’t know 

why the applicant on Radio Circle pulled out other than the fact that he wanted an approval 

without any environmental studies being done.  So if the questions that Trustee Schleimer 

asked I’d rather have them answered in another forum.   

 

 Mr. Veneziano replied ok I’ll respect that. 

 

 Deputy Mayor Markus stated that he was not going to offer his views or my 

conclusion at this point, I’m still deliberating but I think that it is great that people came out 

and spoke, even if it’s more on one side than the other.  As I’m speaking to the audience 

and to people watching this at home or on a re-run tape I would ask that also communicate 

with us so that we can answer the question whether or not this is a broad spectrum of views 

or a narrow spectrum or somewhere in between.  I really would like to hear as many 

people, if you don’t communicate with us then to me that’s just as well as stating that either 

you don’t have an interest or you asquesque.  So my view is I’d like to hear from anyone 

else, that has opinions on this pros or con or indifferent whether it be in writing or otherwise 

so that it will help me to understand what this community is looking for.  I will then 

formulate my opinion.  But I think the fact that you all are here is great, I will say when I 

voted against the BMW development there was nobody in this room and it was passed.  

What I’m trying to say is be here because we make a lot of important decision and so it’s 

good to see you hear now, but I want to see you hear tomorrow on another important 

decision because it will help me to understand what your views are.  That’s really important, 

so when we say where have you been I think it’s just a function of we don’t always know 

what our constituents want and if we don’t hear from you, we can only project and use our 

judgements, so to have people come is really important to me.  I would like to hear from 

people in writing. 

 

 Trustee Farber stated that she totally agreed with what Deputy Mayor Markus said.  

It’s obvious that the hour is very late and the passions are extremely high.  Again that’s 

good I’m so glad the people really care and that they are so passionate about something 

that means so much to them.  I agree that we would like to hear from everybody that’s out 

there, by letter or telephone call to evaluate what people are really feeling strongly about.  

Again the final decision is up to us, but it certainly makes a difference by having a response 

like this.   

 Mayor Cindrich stated that he had no further comments, you hear my comments at 

the beginning for 17 years I thought we were doing the will of the people, that the people 

advocated for this type of project to bring revenue into the community, to give the senior 

population a country club like setting to live in to close proximity to the hospital, and close 

proximity to the Medical Group.  To me I guess the dynamics have changed, I’m not so sure 

that my understand of the project has changed, and that’s why I don’t want to discuss any 

legal issues because I come from a generation when an agreement and a handshake means 

something not a bunch of legal smart talk and bantering around and beat one lawyer up and 

take advantage of a client.  That is a major concern of mine and that’s why I will possibly 

looking for another legal opinion on this whole project on where we are to go.  Mayor 
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Cindrich stated that there are no rules here because this is not a State required public 

hearing, this is a public hearing to meet the request of the population that are here tonight.  

If you understand the law you will notice that we never referenced any affidavits of service 

and posting.  There are rules that I set in place that there would be no rebuttals.   

 

 Deputy Mayor Markus stated that he would like to make a motion that people 

respond, and give us written comments until Tuesday, May 30, 2017 and then we will close 

the Public Hearing after that. 

 Second: Trustee Farber. 

 On the questions: 

 Trustee Schleimer stated that she would like to suggest since what we are dealing 

with is wanting to hear if there are people who want to speak towards other issues besides 

the environmental and the hiking area, I would like to amend the motion to leave it open if 

other people would like to speak on June 5, 2017 to let people continue to have their say.   

 Trustee Grunthal stated I think that makes sense because we may not have heard all 

of the views that are out there.  

 Deputy Mayor Markus amended his motion to have people speak on June 5, 2017, 

but I would like to hear from other people and see if they have other views of importance.   

 Trustee Farber added that new people should be able to speak not just the same 

people that have already spoken. 

 Ms. Roth Moy stated that she did not speak for herself. 

 Mayor Cindrich stated that outbursts are not called for right now, we have another 

hour and a half hete tonight and I would like to get through it. 

 Roll call on the amended motion: 

 Deputy Mayor Markus  Aye 

 Trustee Farber  Aye 

 Trustee Grunthal  Aye 

 Trustee Schleimer  Aye 

 Mayor Cindrich   Aye. 

 

 
1) Communications:  

 a. Letter from Gas 21 Realty. 

 Mayor Cindrich read the letter from Gas 21 Realty dated April 28, 2017 regarding the 

NO LEFT TURN into their premises.  Mayor Cindrich suggested that Indir Singh, Tony Singh, 

and Sam Adaken retain a Traffic Consultant to assist them with this situation and to 

continue to address their concerns with the NYSDOT.   

 

2) Petitions: None. 

 

3) Board, Committee and Commission Reports: None. 

 

4) Village Manager’s Reports: 

a. Monthly Water Report for April – 2017. 

 Village Manager Brancati reported that the lake is doing very well.  Our production at 

the Filtration Plant is up slightly from the March and February average but that is to make 

up for the reduction in use of the Leonard Park Wells.  Overall, our water production is down 

slightly from both March and February, so we are using less water.  Byram Reservoir was as 
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93% of capacity at the beginning of April and it is at 100% as of the end of April.  Currently, 

the water is spilling over the dame, we have plenty of water and the lake is doing fine.   

 

b. Resignation of Deputy Village Treasurer. 

 Village Manager Brancati read the resignation letter from Ms. Patricia Lepre dated 

April 28, 2017. 

 

 c. Appointment of Office Assistant (Auto Systems – Spanish Speaking). 

 Village Manager Brancati announced the provisional appointment of Ms. Lizette 

Hernandez to the full time position of Office Assistant (Automated Systems – Spanish 

Speaking effective 5/8/2017. 

 

 d. Fraudulent Request for Deeds. 

 Village Manager Brancati stated that there have been these fraudulent mailings going 

around informing residents that they have to pay $87.00 and you need to respond with a 

week in order to obtain a copy of your deed, this is a total fraud.  If you get one of these 

letters, they are not official, you do not need to pay $87.00 for a copy of your deed.  You 

can come to either the County Clerks’ Office or to the Assessor’s Office and we can make 

you a copy of your deed for .25 cents per page.   

 

 

5) Board Reports - 

Trustee Schleimer announced that the Enhanced Star Applications, which are for 

Seniors who own their own home as a primary residences must meet various income 

requirements and actually turn 65 at any time during 2017.  The filing dead line is June 1st.  

You can get the application on line or in our Tax Office.  It’s a substantial saving for seniors, 

so by all means look into it and do it quickly. 

 

Trustee Grunthal had no report. 

 

Trustee Farber reminded everyone to please join our Veterans as we remember their 

service to our nation on Memorial Day with the Parade on Tuesday, May 30th.  The parade 

begins with a ceremony at the Veteran’s Memorial at Oakwood Cemetery at 6:30 pm.  We 

will then march to Village Hall where the rest of the events will take place.  In case of rain, 

the entire community is invited to celebrate the ceremony at the American Legion at 7:00 

pm.  I hope to see everyone there at the parade. 

 

 Mayor Cindrich announced that the Westchester County Recreation and Parks Society 

has awarded the Village of Mount Kisco – Senior Group a Public Service Award as an 

Outstanding Organization.  To receive this Public Service Award the nominee shall be an 

organization that has provided unselfish service on behalf of the residents of Westchester 

County and in the interest of public recreation, parks, conservation, and other related 

governmental services for at least five (5) years since 2012 at a specific program and 

endeavor.  Mrs. Liz Dieter head of the Senior Recreation Group runs an outstanding 

operation and it’s something for which we should be very proud of.   
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6) Old Business: None. 

 

 

7) New Business:   

a. Resolution authorizing the Village Manager to sign the agreement with Sullivan 

Data Management for network support. 

 The following motion was offered by Trustee Farber and seconded by Deputy Mayor 

Markus to authorize the Village Manager to sign the agreement with Sullivan Data 

Management for network support in the amount of $33,850.00 for the Fiscal Year ending 

5/31/2018; all in favor.  

Motion Adopted 

Mayor J. Michael Cindrich  Aye 

Trustee Farber   Aye 

Trustee Grunthal   Aye 

Deputy Mayor Markus  Aye 

Trustee Schleimer   Aye 

 

b. Resolution authorizing the Village Manager to sign the agreement with 

Drescher & Malecki, LLP for Audit Services. 

 The following motion was offered by Trustee Grunthal and Deputy Mayor Markus 

seconded by to authorize the Village Manager to sign the agreement with Drescher & 

Malechki, LLP for auditing services for the Fiscal Year ending 5/31/2017 with an option to 

extend the agreement for additional years should the Village choose to exercise that option; 

all in favor. 

Motion Adopted 

Mayor J. Michael Cindrich  Aye 

Trustee Farber   Aye 

Trustee Grunthal   Aye 

Deputy Mayor Markus  Aye 

Trustee Schleimer   Aye 

 

c. Schedule a Public Hearing for June 19, 2017 at 7:30 pm for the Cable 

Franchise Renewal Agreement with Verizon, NY, Inc. 

 This item was tabled.  Mayor Cindrich stated that he doesn’t want to start to do any 

business with Verizon until they start removing the polls in this Village that are an eye sore 

and a detriment to this population.   

 

 

8) Bills – 

The following motion was offered by Trustee Farber  

and seconded by Deputy Mayor Markus to pay the bills as presented to the Board dated May 

12, 2017 for the months of March and April, 2017 with the exception of one bill as 

previously discussed; all in favor. 

General Fund      $    183,591.08 

Water Fund             34,335.36 

  Sewer Fund               4,042.32 

  Library Fund               5,604.11 
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  Capital Fund            250,622.31 

Trust Fund               8,487.93 

    TOTAL   $    486,683.11 

Motion Adopted 

Mayor J. Michael Cindrich  Aye 

Trustee Farber   Aye 

    Trustee Grunthal   Aye 

Deputy Mayor Markus  Aye 

Trustee Schleimer   Aye 

 

 Mayor Cindrich stated that he would like to interview the legal attorneys that the 

Village Board has been recently using so that we can get a contract in place.   

 

 Mayor Cindrich stated that he is concerned that grants coming from the Federal 

Government are being audited properly.   

 Village Manager Brancati replied that we have to audit the Grant we are the 

recipients of the grant and we have to respond to the Federal Government.   

 Mayor Cindrich stated that he would like to see a copy of the documentation.   

 

9)      Approval of Minutes – None. 

 

10) Non-Local Business:  None. 

 

11) Public Comment:  None. 

 

Meeting closed at 12:05 AM. 

 

 

 

 

_______________________________ 

      Edward W. Brancati 

      Village Manager 


