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Minutes of the VILLAGE BOARD REGULAR MEETING of the Board of Trustees of 

the Village/Town of Mount Kisco held on Monday, May 16, 2022 at 7:00 p.m. in the Frank J. 

DiMicco Board Room, Village Hall, 104 Main Street, Mount Kisco, New York and via video 

conference. 

 

  Present:  Mayor Gina D. Picinich  

     Deputy Mayor Lisa C. Abzun 

     Trustee Anne B. Bianchi 

     Trustee Karine P. Patiño  

Trustee Karen B. Schleimer 

 

        Also Present:  Edward Brancati, Village Manager 

     Kenneth Famulare, Assistant Village Manager 

     Whitney Singleton, Village Attorney 

 

   Absent:   Robert Wheeling, Village Treasurer 

 

5:30 p.m. Advice of Counsel 

 

6:00 p.m. Work Session 

a. To discuss the lease of real property 

 

Monday, May 16, 2022 

7:00 p.m. Regular Meeting 

 

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

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

Zoom ID:  870 4376 1605 
 
 Mayor Picinich opened the meeting and asked everyone to stand for the pledge of 

allegiance.  

 

Public Hearing Continued – Eminent Domain – 180 South Bedford Rd.  

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/87043761605
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Public Hearing Continued- Amendment to Chapter 25 - Planning Board 
 Mayor Picinich began by saying next we have a public hearing related to amending 

chapter 25.  This deals with the structure and training of the Planning Board.  There is a 

conversation going on to reduce the number of Planning Board members from seven (7) to 

five (5) largely because we have not had enough people step forward to volunteer on that 

Board.  The current structure is seven (7) full members and two (2) alternates, the 

conversation is to reduce that from seven (7) to five (5) with two (2) alternates.  We’ve also 

added language to codify more the training requirements, organizations from which we will 

accept trainings, and other related parts and pieces related.  She opened it up to public 

comment at this time.  

 

There was no public comment at this time.   

  

 Mayor Picinich proposed leaving this public hearing open for comment until the next 

meeting.  

 

 Trustee Bianchi agreed that she would like to leave the hearing open because she 

would prefer to have seven people on the Board and hopes that some will volunteer to step 

up. 

 

 Deputy Mayor Abzun said that in the alternative she also wanted to discuss that 

there are several parts to this proposed amendment, one is the changing of the Board from 

seven (7) members to a five (5) member Board, and then there are the other changes to 

the training, and so how do we differentiate if we decide to keep the seven (7) member 

Board, but decide to make those other changes.  

  

 Mayor Picinich stated that they would just scratch off the number.  

 

 Trustee Schleimer wanted to make a call to volunteers.  The Board has received 

contact from two (2) people regarding this.  She believes this is a great opportunity to 

shape the future of Mount Kisco, and knows it is a lot of work, but truly worth it.  It is not as 

bad or intense as it has been in the past with major applications before the Board, those 

had quieted down and it is less intense now.  It is still twice a month, but please consider it.  

Thank you. 

 

 A motion was made by Mayor Picinich and was seconded by Trustee Patiño to leave 

this hearing open until the next Board meeting scheduled for Monday, June 6, 2022; all in 

favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Lisa C. Abzun  Aye 

Trustee Anne B. Bianchi  Aye 

   Trustee Karine P. Patiño  Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 
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Police Week Update  
 

Sargent Dress of the Westchester County Police Department began by thanking the 

Board.  He along with Community Resource Officer Ramirez, Lieutenant Reich, and Officer 

Sanchez were present to remember their fallen and honor those who serve.  As part of 

Police Week they wanted to recognize community members for their support with events 

such as Cops and Cones.   They thanked the sponsors: the Village Board, American Latino 

Deli, Mt. Kisco Chevrolet, Mr. Softee, Staples of Mount Kisco, Westchester County Sherriff’s 

Association, Westchester County PBA, Bareburger Mount Kisco, Diamond Properties, Mount 

Kisco Fire Department, Stop and Shop Mount Kisco, Rivera Toyota, Gran Prix Mount Kisco, 

Cassidy Flynn Funeral Home, Kisco Sweets and Treats, Little Drunken Chef, Locali Mount 

Kisco, Mario’s Pizza and Pasta, Mount Kisco Chamber of Commerce, Mount Kisco Gold and 

Silver, Rock and Jump, Reining Cats and Dogs, Mount Kisco Seafood, Chris Lynn Soccer 

Academy, Basilico, Jack’s Builder’s Inc., O’Conner’s Public House, Pinnacle Tax Inc., Mount 

Kisco Volunteer Ambulance Corps, and Mimi’s Coffee House.  Officer Ramirez advised the 

Board that during the week the department is working with the Boys and Girls Club that will 

include bringing vehicles for them to see and a club vs cops kickball game to engage the 

youth.  They are also planning to be at Bagel and Bean to interact with anyone in the 

community that might have questions or concerns as well as holding community meetings 

where people are invited to attend and be part of important conversations with the 

residents.  They also plan to continue to engage the community not only this week, but 

moving forward as well.   

 

1) Communications: 

a. Request- Car Wash Fundraiser  

 

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

approve the car wash fundraiser Saturday, June 11, 2022 at 9:30 am; all in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Lisa C. Abzun  Aye 

Trustee Anne B. Bianchi  Aye 

   Trustee Karine P. Patiño  Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

 

 

2) Petitions:  

 

3) Board Committee and Commission Reports: 

 

4) Village Manager’s Reports: 

a. Mobile shredder – May 23, 2022 

 

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

Senior Center on Monday, May 23rd between 10:00 a.m. and 1:00 p.m.  Residents are 

limited to three (3) boxes or bags, no walk-ups please.  
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b. Mobile Passport office - June 8, 2022 

 

Mr. Brancati advised that the mobile passport office will be parked in front of Village 

Hall on Wednesday, June 8th from 10:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. for anyone who needs those 

services.  This is for new passports only.  They cannot process renewal applications.  

 

c. Village Bond Rating 

 

Mr. Brancati began by saying that Moody’s has rated the Village of Mount Kisco as 

Aa1 as we continue to demonstrate continued improvement in cash and reserve levels 

driven by strong fiscal management.  The Village continues to improve their bond rating 

which assists in going out for bonds in the future and keeps rates low in our borrowing.  

 

d. Serial Bond & Bond Anticipation Note Sales results 

 

Mr. Brancati advised the Board that as a result of the Moody’s rating we had the 

issuance of bond anticipation notes on the sewer project and the winning bidder was Piper 

Sandler and Co. with a rate of 2.421%.   He also advised that for the serial bond, which is a 

larger amount, we received a winning bid with a rate of 3.19% that is line with our capital 

plan.  

 
 

 

5) Board Reports: 

 

Deputy Mayor Abzun began by saying that the Mount Kisco Arts Council, for the first 

time, is supporting three (3) high school resident artists who will be working on their own 

projects as well as projects of their peers and are working out of the Arts Council’s space.  

They will be holding a gallery opening on Friday May 20th and hopes that everyone will come 

and see what they have been working on.  

 

Trustee Schleimer began by reading an article from WABC News outlining that people 

in high risks counties should wear masks in all indoor public settings regardless of 

vaccination status.  This includes Westchester County.  She advised residents that the 

senior center was closed due to the number of cases at the Fox Center.  She continued to 

say that there is a basic self-defense training for seniors being offered June 4th in Valhalla.  

She will share more information as it becomes available.  Trustee Schleimer continued on to 

say that there is a Westchester Works Childcare scholarship being offered for those who 

may need that assistance.  She continued saying that Saint Cabrini Homes has a respite 

room with no charge for daily care for loved ones while caretakers are on vacation.  This 

could be incredibly helpful.  Trustee Schleimer also advised of a free bill management 

program sponsored by the Yonkers Office for the Aging to assist in budgeting bills and 

expenses.   Trustee Schleimer also made mention of the Farmer’s Market that has been 

growing and is excited to see how it grows this season.  

 

Trustee Bianchi had no report at this time.  

 

Trustee Patiño began by saying Roberta A. Drury, Margus D. Morrison, Andre 

Mackniel, Aaron Salter, Geraldine Talley, Pearl Young, Heyward Patterson, Celestine 

Chaney, Katherine Massey, and Ruth Whitfield; we remember and honor today, the victims 

that were taken away from us this weekend in Buffalo.  She prides herself in noting the 

demographics in Mount Kisco, and as she looked at her daughter this weekend, she 



 Village Board of Trustees Regular Meeting May 16, 2022 21 

 

 

contemplated for a moment not being so vocal; maybe not be so willing to point things out 

in the name of equity because it may result in resentment that might lead to an event like 

the one in Buffalo, NY.  As it happens closer and closer to us, as a parent, as a daughter, as 

a member of this community, the fear grows.  And even at her age, her mom is calling 

nonstop when she is not home just to make sure she’s ok.  We’re all not ok; this shouldn’t 

be normal, but how do we stop it?  How do we find it before it finds us?  How do we prevent 

events like the one in Buffalo from happening?  It’s a tough conversation to have, but it’s a 

necessary one.  She is all about lighting candles and rallies, but believes that meaningful 

discussion is the best way to address this issue and invited the community to brainstorm 

with her on this.   She also invited all residents to be part of the community conversation 

with CRO Ramirez this Sunday at 4:00 p.m. in the basement of St. Francis of Assisi Church.   

Trustee Patiño went on to give an update on the Youth Board.  Trustee Patiño continued to 

say that as a mom, she knows there is a formula shortage and advised those who were 

looking for formula, there is a group on Facebook that can help locate formula in the area.  

 

Mayor Picinich began by giving a Covid update; the 7-day positivity rate is 9.5% with 

109 active cases in the Village.  She reminded residents to test if they have been exposed, 

and advised that Village Hall has some test kits available.  She continued by speaking about 

the Fishing Derby, the Pollinator Pathways event at Flewellyn Park, and the Farmer’s Market 

being held Sundays in the Village.  Mayor Picinich went on to advise residents that 

registration for Camp Iroquois was open and pool passes were for sale for this season.   

Mayor Picinich made mention of the Memorial Day Ceremony that is going to be held on the 

30th at 11:00 a.m. as well as the Juneteenth event happening on June 11th.  She also 

wanted to thank the Ambulance Corps for all they do in conjunction with Police and EMS 

week.   Mayor Picinich also wanted to clarify that the Fox Center was open for nutrition 

needs, just not recreational activity, although we have them streaming online and on our 

cable channel for those who still wanted to stay active.  She also mentioned the Food Truck 

Festival happening over the weekend along with the book sale happening at the Library.    

 

 

6) Old Business: 

 
 

7) New Business: 

 

a. Award Contract 2022-04 – Croton Avenue Sewer Replacement 

 

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

Contract #2022-04, pending approval from the County Legislature, to MTS Infrastructure 

with a bid of $1,099,125.00; all in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Lisa C. Abzun  Aye 

Trustee Anne B. Bianchi  Aye 

   Trustee Karine P. Patiño  Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

 

b. Board Appointment – Planning Board Alternate- Downey 
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  There was some discussion amongst the Board in regards to the current status of the 

composition of the Planning Board and appointing her as an alternate at the moment to 

continue to call for membership and to continue to discuss the code amendment.  

 

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

appoint Maggie Downey to the Planning Board as an alternate member; all in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Lisa C. Abzun  Aye 

Trustee Anne B. Bianchi  Aye 

   Trustee Karine P. Patiño  Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Nay 

 

c. Tax Levy – Unpaid Water/Sewer Rents 

 

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

approve the following:
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 All in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Lisa C. Abzun  Aye 

Trustee Anne B. Bianchi  Aye 

   Trustee Karine P. Patiño  Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

 

d. Schedule Public Hearing – Proposed Local Law 102 Video Conferencing – June 

6, 2022 

 

Mr. Singleton advised the Board of the requirements of this legislation and what 

changes would be made with instituting this local law.  This would allow members of any 

Board to participate remotely under the definition of the law.  

 

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

schedule a public hearing on June 6, 2022 at 7:00 p.m. in regards to a proposed local law 

for video conferencing; all in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Lisa C. Abzun  Aye 

Trustee Anne B. Bianchi  Aye 

   Trustee Karine P. Patiño  Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

 

 

 

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

 

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

to pay the bills as submitted on May 12, 2022 for the months of April and May 2022 as 

follows: 

 

General Fund      $ 121,975.24 

Water Fund      $   72,705.11 

Sewer Fund      $   11,940.78 

Library Fund      $   13,627.81  

Capital Fund      $ 252,303.61 

Trust Fund      $   24,253.75 

      TOTAL   $ 496,851.30 

 

Trustee Schleimer asked about the following: Kellard and Sessions, this is for 

planning projects for the Village; Bar Down Studio, this is for bidding of replacement units 

at the PD building; SMJ Enterprises, this is for the new vehicle for the MKVAC; Streetscape 

project update on finishing Shopper’s Park, should be end of June.  

 

 

 



 Village Board of Trustees Regular Meeting May 16, 2022 26 

 

 

All in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich   Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Lisa C. Abzun  Aye 

Trustee Anne B. Bianchi  Aye 

   Trustee Karine P. Patiño  Aye 

   Trustee Karen B. Schleimer  Aye 

 

9) Minutes-  

 

10) Non-Local Business - None 

 

11) Public Comment:  
 

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

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

Zoom ID:  870 4376 1605  

 

 Mr. Michael Cindrich began by saying thank you for all you do, but I am afraid your 

decision making is going to get a little tougher.  I am a resident of the Village, 51 years in 

the Village; 10 years in an apartment with four kids, they came along one at a time, and an 

active member of the sports I played at Leonard Park in my glory days.  The park is very 

important to me and to my children.  One of the reasons that I am saying that your decision 

is going to get more difficult is something that I heard in the work session, so I am only 

going to digress on the eminent domain issue for a minute.  I am here specifically on 

Leonard Park, but what was brought up during the work session by, I believe, the owner of 

Homeland Towers is the fact that the property, as it exists now, the owner has a contractual 

agreement that the cell tower that was proposed there could only go in one location.  If you 

acquire that property, you get to pick the location where that cell tower can go and you 

have to look at something that is common law that if we do put another cell tower in Mount 

Kisco it has to be in the least intrusive area.  So you’re going to have to make a decision on 

whether it should be at 180 South Bedford Road, and I am not advocating on buying this 

property in no way shape or form.  I think the $3-4M could be better spent on curbs and 

paving roads and not more trails.  In any event, that is going to be one of the decisions 

you’ll have and I think it’s going to be a difficult decision because which is more important, 

the existing park at Leonard Park or acquiring property that may never be used as a park.  

I’m almost here to say, take Leonard Park off the table.  I know it’s difficult, but there is a 

whole host of reasons.   I know Mr. Singleton and I will disagree, but I personally believe 

that with the alienation provision, there are two deeds.  The one deed of the Leonard 

Property has a provision for condemnation and the Reader’s Digest deed does not.  I 

personally believe that when you are going to build a cell tower in Leonard Park you have to 

include in the acreage the ingress and egress for the vehicles to travel over.  That is another 

issue.  I am sure, I know Karen knows this, I probably preached it to her while we were on 

the Zoning Board together, 1926.  Do you remember what you studied in law school about 

why we have zoning and why we have land regulations?  Euclid vs. Amber Realty, the 

proverbial case of the pig in the parlor.  Leonard Park is the parlor, so read the case.  The 

cell tower is the pig, it doesn’t belong there and that was the whole advent of zoning.  I 

personally believe that the Planning Board has several reasons to deny the cell tower at the 

180 South Bedford Road location.  I am not going to get into it, but I would be glad to 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/87043761605
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articulate my reasons that I think were sustainable in a future hearing or meeting.  The fact 

is that I think it was wrong, as I understand it the owner of the property signed onto the cell 

tower lease after the zoning change, after the contract was signed with the solar farm.  I 

think that was wrong, I think it is a mistake by the owner of the property, and I would like 

to see, as we talk about this, go back in history.  Think about the water tower in Chase.  I 

was a Trustee on the Board then, between the attorney, the Toll Brothers, and the 

engineers, that water tower should never have been put in its current location.  My 

recommendation as a Trustee, of course it was ignored, I wasn’t as smart as the attorney, 

the Toll Brothers, or the engineers, but my idea was to make Toll Brothers buy the 25 acre 

parcel, put the water tower up there, and they would’ve have had better pressure and 

capacity without being an intrusive eye sore in a beautiful sub-division.   So do I think that 

a cell tower should go on this property?  No.  I’d like to see, I’ve read a ton of literature, 

Planning Board minutes, Planning Board letters from both Bedford and the Village of Mount 

Kisco.  I’d like to see the consultants; Bedford has a fairly good consultant, I don’t know the 

consultant in Mount Kisco, but I would like to see them get together to try and resolve this 

issue with the best suitable area to cover this significant gap in service that in my opinion 

doesn’t exist in Mount Kisco.  I don’t have any problems in Mount Kisco, I have two bars on 

Washburn Road, I have two bars going all the way out to Sarles Street so this is something 

that we should get together on.  Finally, there’s been another debate going around, I have 

gotten a couple of emails on, about whether Leonard Park has any historical significance.  I 

am going to draw your attention to a letter that was written in the New York Times on June 

7, 1981.  Have you seen the letter?  Read the letter?  If you’ve read the letter then I don’t 

have to read it into the record, but I would like the letter to be part of the record and 

published.  When it starts out that Mount Kisco, 200 years ago, the French general 

Rochambeau with 5,000 men rested in this historic place, calling us a historic Westchester 

community.  So it was 5,000 men, it was actually over 5,000 men, but what people don’t 

realize is that there were 1,600 horses, 400 ox dragging carts all the way from Rhode Island 

into New York bivouac in Leonard Park in the area of Leonard Park and then moving into 

what is now the Town of Greenburgh.  My point is that, Lisa I know your dad probably read 

the same military letters I read, and I am sure Rochambeau, Napoleon, Schwarzkopf, and 

every other military fanatic that existed has read, but Sun Tzu’s The Art of War talked about 

the advantage of the high ground.  It’s good reading for an attorney too, it teaches you how 

to fight a battle fairly and win.  The fact is that anybody who is saying that Rochambeau’s 

men didn’t camp on the high ground where this tower is going is dead wrong because 

Rochambeau was a general, a French general of acclaim, he would’ve chosen to put his men 

where they were not in peril which is why I believe personally they would’ve been on the 

high ground where this tower is proposed and for that reason it has historical significance.  

 

 Mr. Andre Ferrara of Spencer Street began by saying that I am a French War veteran 

and I received a letter from a Mr. Vigliotti, the president of the Historical Society, and this 

letter that states that Leonard Park was not a historical site is wrong.  I would like to have 

the statement made by him during the Planning Board meeting a couple years ago erasing a 

cell tower application.  So I just have one more question, Mr. Gaudioso who had mentioned 

that the New York Historical Society indicated that there were no historical sites within the 

area proposed for the cell tower, I just want, for the record, to let you know that there are 

several areas in Saint Mark’s cemetery that date back to 1761. Thank you my good friend 

for the mention of national history.  There also some sites in Leonard Park, those 5,000 

French people and animals were on that spot for sure.  
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 Mr. Singleton wanted to say one thing, and he is not speaking for Mr. Vigliotti, but I 

do know that this came up in the Planning Board meetings where there was discussion on 

adjoining historical landmarks.  The question at the time was not whether or not they were 

historical, the question was whether or not they were on the registry with SHPO (New York 

State Historic Preservation Office).  Currently, there are no sites in Mount Kisco registered 

with SHPO.  So it may have just been a misunderstanding as to whether something is 

historical or whether it’s on the registry perhaps that was the point.  A lot of this stuff would 

make it much easier if it were on the registry.   

 

 Mr. Ferrara said but if you don’t know, on the wall of the hospital there is a plaque 

that mentions the 1761 5,000 Frenchmen and that plaque was encrusted with the 

(inaudible) she belonged to the Historical Society and I have decoration from the (inaudible) 

de France because she was involved in Mount Kisco.  Thank you.  

 

 Ms. Kim Terlizzi of Drake Street began by saying every day we are learning more 

disturbing facts regarding what will be happening at Leonard Park so you can place a cell 

tower in it.  The nearly 5,000 square foot footprint for the tower is bad enough, but the 700 

foot long road by 12 feet wide is an additional 7,000 square feet is what concerns me most.  

We recently learned that power lines will be placed under this road up to the tower.   

 

 Mayor Picinich clarified that the proposed access is 550 feet in length. 

 

 Ms. Terlizzi said that changes her calculations just a little bit.  Either way they need 

to dig a trench about four feet deep and two feet wide, that seems like a lot of destruction 

to the environment.  Blasting will most likely have to be done as it is very rocky terrain up 

there.  This road will be gravel, what happens in the winter when there is snow on it, it can’t 

be plowed.  Gravel does not plow well.  What happens when it’s icy?  How will the trucks get 

up the mountain?  Will there salting; that would just lead to further environmental damage, 

toxins killing trees, plants, and wildlife, not to mention the runoff into the wetlands and the 

watershed.  Speaking of the plowing and maintenance, who is responsible for that; will it be 

a Village responsibility?  Who will be replacing the gravel that will need to continuously be 

replaced?  On May 2nd Mr. Singleton stated at the Board meeting regarding the cell tower 

access road, it’s provided to be a license; it’s not exclusive so it’s for use of the public like 

other roads in the park and would be utilized by both parties.  Does this mean now not only 

would we have utility vehicles driving up this road, it’s now also going to be for passenger 

cars in the woods.  When people are hiking, walking with their children and dogs, playing 

disc golf, are we now going to have to watch out for traffic?  It’s supposed to be for quiet 

enjoyment in nature, you are taking that from residents in Mount Kisco in the only true park 

that we have.  On April 20th, Mayor Picinich enclosed a letter with the water bill.  There she 

stated that 11,000 square feet were going to be condemned.  At the April 30th question and 

answer meeting, Mayor Picinich wrote that only 4,000 square feet would be condemned, I 

think the foot print is actually 5,000 square feet but either way, 11,000 square feet is going 

down to 4,000.  This is a huge change; why is this being minimized?  My suspicion is that 

you know that the road is going to be the most invasive and damaging aspect to the 

environment and you are trying to separate this from the site of the tower.  You do not 

want to include this approximate 5,000 square feet in the environmental impact review.  

This should be included in the total as you are taking this property from the residents.  You 

are destroying those woods and putting in a road.  I recently learned that the Village Board 

or the Planning Board will oversee the SEQRA process and make a decision based on those 

findings.  To me this is just a case of the fox watching the henhouse; you want this, you 
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want this to go through, at basically any destruction or cost.  I do not have faith in this 

process.  New York State should be conducting the environmental impact statement.  I think 

now the residents should know where you stand on certain issues before anything goes 

forward.  You are saying that approximately 30 trees will be removed for the 5,000 square 

foot footprint plus the access road.  There should be no more than that.  You should say 

absolutely no blasting; you should say never any chemicals to treat the road.  You should 

demand another balloon test with an accurate size balloon.  I just read an article a week 

ago that the same thing happened in Bedford with Homeland; that they floated a balloon 

that was smaller than the actual cell tower was going to be which is what they did here.  

This obviously seems like a tactic that they use that is deceptive to make it appear that the 

tower is going to be smaller than it actually is.  Mr. Brancati had indicated that there wasn’t 

going to be any flooding on the fields which is great, but the flooding will be on the other 

side of the mountain now so there will have to be drainage over there which is just more 

destruction to the landscape.  Do not get us into a conditional lease until you have these 

answers, there is no reason to move on this process any further until you have answers to 

questions like that.  I am going to use your words again, Mayor Picinich had stated that we 

still have many more steps to go which include the SEQRA process and then the lease.  

Trustee Schleimer had stated that grantors had made certain protections in the deed for the 

park; that the deed requires that the New York State Department of Parks needs to approve 

this and that the deed requires alternate parkland as replacement for anything we take.  

Nothing happens until those two steps are completed; those steps have not been completed 

and you are actively trying to get us into a conditional lease.  Why?  The cart is in front of 

the horse.  One great piece of information that we’ve received is an email from 

Assemblyman Chris Burdick stating that he will not be introducing any home rule legislation 

to allow the Village to proceed and will not be introducing such legislation in this session 

which ends June 3rd and does not resume again until January 2023.  So there is no reason 

to rush this process, this next step in the process with the conditional lease.  You have to 

stop and get answers to all of those questions before you go forward with the conditional 

lease.  Once we are in that then we are in and it’s going to be harder to get out of it.   

 

 Mayor Picinich wanted to clarify a few things.  When I write my letter, that quarterly 

letter gets written about three weeks in advance.  So the time frame in which that letter is 

written and the FAQ was written, more information was provided and that is why you see 

that variance.  We are estimating currently the area for the base where the tower and 

equipment would be is somewhere between 4,000 and 5,000 square feet and we did update 

the FAQ to say that and have reposted it.  The length of the road is estimated to be 550 feet 

long and 12 feet wide and it’s my understanding that it is not going to be exclusive and 

what that means is that people when they are walking will walk over the road.  That won’t 

be alienated, but we would provide the meets and bounds.  

 

 Mr. Singleton stated that they would be given a license for that area not an exclusive 

easement or a lease so that the public would be able to use it just as they will be able to 

use it for access.   

 

 Mayor Picinich said but not cars driving up it, people will walk over it.  So that is the 

reason for the 1,000 square foot variance between four and five thousand. 

 

 Mr. Singleton said but I will say to complete the circle, under the parkland alienation 

laws, when you take one piece of property and alienate it; whether by lease or sale or 

anything else, when you alienate it the state will make us replenish an amount of land equal 



 Village Board of Trustees Regular Meeting May 16, 2022 30 

 

 

to what was given and that will include access ways.  So the amount of land that would 

need to be replenished would be the 4 or 5 thousand square feet plus whatever the square 

footage of the road is.   

 

 Ms. Terlizzi said right, and as according to the deed it has to be of equal convenience 

and neither place, which I know we’ve gone over ad nauseum, neither place fits that.  It’s 

not for the Board to decide if you can’t access either of those places.  

 

 Mr. Singleton said it is stated in the deed that it is up to the Board to decide.  

 

 Ms. Terlizzi said the deed states that it has to be of equal convenience but either way 

the road, will there be guard rails? There’s not going to be guard rails, so that would be like 

being in the park with your children, you talked about your children in the park; how 

terrifying it is when cars go by and there are broken pieces of the fencing down.  Now you 

are in the woods and you are with your children and they’re running ahead because we are 

in the woods, you don’t have to have them within the feet of you and there’s a truck 

barreling down the road.  You don’t see that as accident waiting to happen?  Somebody 

being hit in the woods?  I just find that shocking, how do you expect people to be walking in 

the woods, playing disc golf with their children, with their pets, and not be worried about 

trucks driving around.  That is a lawsuit waiting to happen; that is an accident waiting to 

happen.   That would be like not having a fence around the playground area, no different.  

When you walk with your kids in Leonard Park you don’t walk along the road, you walk 

inside the fences.  Now in the woods, we have to worry about that?  It’s not right.  

 

 Ms. Linda Cindrich of Washburn Road began by saying I think the Village Board made 

a serious mistake when you changed the usage of the parcel on 180 South Bedford to 

include commercial use.   In doing so, you opened the door for the cell tower to be erected 

in Mount Kisco.  To make matters worse you now want to put the cell tower in Leonard 

Park.  While every other municipality is fighting to keep cell towers out of their 

communities, even with lawsuits, we just allow them to waltz in with no opposition.  You 

originally changed the usage of that land to allow for solar farms which would have been a 

good thing since Indian Point closed, but the people in the Chase development didn’t want 

the solar farms and they don’t want the cell tower near them either.  So you gave into them 

and the alternate site was Leonard Park.  Leonard Park, where the serene setting and the 

beautiful woods have no voice.  Every Mayor and Village Board in my lifetime has resisted 

any commercialization of the park.  Every Mayor and Village Board member has protected 

the park because they know its value to the people of Mount Kisco and they respect the 

historical significance.  And for what?  To benefit people in Bedford?  Put the tower on Route 

172 closer to Bedford; it would benefit them don’t impose it on the people of Mount Kisco.  

We are a large group of people who are dedicated to keeping Leonard Park free of 

commercialization and I will say that includes the Recreation Commission and the Leonard 

Park Committee.  We are dedicated, we are steadfast, we are not going away and our 

numbers are growing and we will continue to plead with you to change Leonard Park, to 

keep the cell tower out of Leonard Park, and we will continue until you abandon this illegal 

act of placing this tower in the park.  

 

 Ms. Rachel Pelis of Barker Street began by saying this summer will be my 13th 

summer at Camp Iroquois; I spent seven years as camper and this will be my fifth year on 

staff.  I have spent the last two summers as the camp’s nature specialist.  I have spent 

thousands of hours in the forest of Leonard Park taking groups of campers, large and small, 
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and myself for beautiful walks in the woods.  In my time as nature specialist, I’ve taken 

groups to dig for worms, to stare at birds, and last summer we started a camp garden.  

According to (inaudible) published in 2019 as well as more than half a dozen articles 

published in national scientific journals, cell phone towers have significant ecological effects 

on the migration patterns and mating habits of birds and other small insects.  This is 

important because seeing those birds and insects in action is an educational opportunity for 

the children of Mount Kisco.  Exposure is education; them being able to see those animals in 

their natural habitat is just as vital as them having math and science class, is them being 

able to interact with the world around them and learn and benefit from it.  I, myself, have 

changed my entire course of study in college due to things I have seen at Leonard Park to 

work towards sustainability and global environmentalism.  To see the park damaged for a 

cell phone tower would deprive the students and campers of Mount Kisco from crucial 

educational opportunities and exposure.  In addition, going back to the garden that I 

mentioned, others scientific articles have mentioned that cell phone towers have impacts on 

agricultural products that are grown within their vicinity.  This garden is meant to be an 

opportunity for children to see where their food comes from, to see what happens when you 

put a seed into soil and nourish and watch it grow.  For them to be able to taste the fruits of 

their own labor; to put a cell phone tower in such close proximity would damage the 

integrity of the seeds they are planting.  In addition to all of that, hiking in the forest is a 

peaceful time for the campers when they are able to do things that might not have time to 

do with their parents on their own.  They are hiking with their friends, they are hiking with 

their counselors who they respect, and they are seeing the world through a different lens.  

To impose a cell tower and service road would harm that natural landscape.  With groups, I 

have seen deer in the forest, deer with their parents, we’ve seen fungi, we’ve seen so many 

different type of beetles I can’t even count.  A service road would impact migratory patterns 

of those deer and would affect the way those students are able to see those animals in their 

natural habitat.  Do not harm this beautiful site that is such a crucial site for exposure and 

education.  Do not harm the education of Mount Kisco children to benefit cell phone 

reception that they cannot even benefit from.  It will affect decades of Mount Kisco 

campers, especially at a camp that has stood for so many years in our town.  As has been 

mentioned, there is another site to consider that wouldn’t have the same effects on the 

children of Mount Kisco.  Thank you. 

 

 Mr. Louis Terlizzi began by saying that’s why we’re doing this; the children, future 

generations.  My grandkids were picking wild garlic up there in that very area, where of 

course I was skeptical, but afterwards looked online and it was true; it was wild garlic.  

What is the timeframe for the eminent domain at 180 South Bedford Road; what time frame 

are you looking at in terms of making a decision.  I understand you closed the hearing 

tonight for public comment. 

 

 Mayor Picinich stated that we have to make a determination 90 days from the 

closure of the written comment.  That will bring us out to the first week of September or 

somewhere around there.  By then, but could be before then, with reference to the eminent 

domain. 

 

 Mr. Terlizzi said and then at that point, that’s a decision that you would like to 

proceed or not proceed with it.  

  

 Mayor Picinich replied that would be a decision at that point, but then there will be a 

lot more that would have to be decided because we have to; if we chose to do that, and 
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there has been no determination to, we would have to acquire the funding.  We would also 

have to determine the funding so to make a determination that we would like to do this it 

does not necessarily mean that we have to.  We are not bound to that decision, so if we 

cannot come up with the funding we do not have to follow through.  

 

 Mr. Terlizzi said if you do decide to follow through, what is the time frame?  

 

 Mr. Singleton said that it can be up to 39 months or as little as 30 days.  For the 

whole process.  

 

 Mr. Terlizzi said so should you decide to proceed does that mean that there will not 

be a cell tower, no construction, no shovels in the dirt, until that is completed; that process 

of eminent domain? 

 

 Mr. Singleton said there is parkland alienation, there has to be a lease, there has to 

be an environmental review process, there has to be a site plan process, a special use 

permit process; not that these don’t coincide, but a lot of things have to happen and as 

pointed out we are probably not getting to the legislature until January.  Yes, it is going to 

take some time.  

 

 Mr. Terlizzi said the question I have is whether or not we will be able to proceed with 

the final determination of putting a cell tower in Leonard Park until we have this land swap 

which might take up to 39 months.  So you are planning out that this is going to take 39 

months to put a cell tower in Leonard Park or are you planning to put it in sooner? 

 

 Mr. Singleton said I have no plans I am simply telling you the timeframe. 

 

 Mayor Picinich said I would like to try and understand where this is going because 

the truth is this a process that continues to evolve and I can’t give you the set timeframe 

because there are so many pieces that have to fall in place; the SEQRA process alone could 

take nine (9) months or longer.  So all of these things have to go through the processes and 

I can’t tell you an actual timeframe.  

 

 Mr. Terlizzi asked do you plan on following the Leonard Park deed and doing these 

steps contemporaneously.  In other words, exchange the parkland, allow the cell tower to 

go in and have purchased the property; the alienated property, the new Leonard Park.  So 

in other words no cell tower until this step is completed whether it is 39 months or; is that 

the plan? That you will follow the deed? 

 

 Mayor Picinich said Lou, I can’t tell you exactly when it is happening, where in the 

process because all of the things are worked on together.  

 

 Mr. Terlizzi said as the deed states it has to be done contemporaneously, any land 

swap.  So will you guarantee that you will follow the deed, that is the simplest way possible, 

that you as stewards of Leonard Park will follow the deed and make sure that it is only done 

contemporaneously or could we find ourselves in a position where we have a cell tower in 

Leonard Park and we don’t have the property that you are pursuing next to Marsh 

Sanctuary. 
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 Mayor Picinich said I don’t think we would be permitted to alienate unless we have 

an exchange in land.  

 

 Mr. Singleton said correct, but I think the problem is, and I don’t want to get 

misquoted again so I will be very clear, the Village has a number of opportunities for it to 

replace the property.  If you are trying to box them into saying that they will acquire title to 

the property at 180 South Bedford Road on the very same day that a cell tower goes in; I 

am not going as far as saying it, they will certainly honor any and all legal requirements of 

the deed restriction.   

 

 Mr. Terlizzi said there was a question asked earlier and I am not sure if you will be 

able to answer, but how many lawsuits exist involving the property subject to eminent 

domain, 180 South Bedford Road.  

 

 Mr. Brancati said two.  

 

 Mayor Picinich said that they are not related to eminent domain.  The lawsuits are in 

regards to 180 South Bedford Road.  

 

 Mr. Terlizzi asked who the plaintiffs were, I know that the Village is named as 

defendant.  

 

 Mr. Singleton said that Marsh Sanctuary is a principle plaintiff.   There are a number 

of residents at Mount Kisco Chase as well, but I don’t recall off of the top of my head.   

 

 Mr. Terlizzi said on April 30th you held a Leonard Park Q&A at the public library and 

you provided a list of questions and answers regarding the proposed cell tower.  At the May 

2nd Village Board meeting I inquired further about the accuracy of those answers provided in 

the document and you Mayor, stated that you personally composed those answers.   

 

 Mayor Picinich replied that all of us worked on those; I started the draft and 

everyone worked on it.  I don’t think I stated that.  

 

 Mr. Terlizzi said you said you wrote it; when I proceeded to point out some of those 

inaccuracies you stated that you would go back and review it and if you stood corrected you 

would update this document with the necessary changes.  As of today those changes have 

not been made.   

 

 Mayor Picinich said that’s not true.  We updated the document.  So those things that 

needed further clarification were updated.  

 

 Mr. Terlizzi said well I printed it out today and the changes that I brought to your 

attention have not been made.  Although, one of these was for example; although the 

Board did not take a formal vote every single Board member spoke out against placement, 

this was at the January 28, 2019 Village Board meeting, every Village member spoke out 

against a cell tower at the Chase.  In the document you stated that the Chase was 

dismissed by the Board, the Chase tower, but then there is no consensus on Leonard Park 

and you said you would review that.  Well I reviewed it again and as the meeting was 

conducted there was no formal vote and both Leonard Park and the Chase locations were 

dismissed by the Board.  You said that there was no consensus in Leonard Park, but that the 
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Board dismissed the Chase, the Board dismissed both locations.  Not one member spoke out 

for Leonard Park or the Chase.  So they were on equal footing, the same ground.  In the 

same document you mention 4,000 square feet, Leonard Park would be alienated for the 

cell tower yet you stated that would be updated as well.  It has not been updated.  So first 

my contention is that you circumvented the Leonard Park deed and now you appear to be 

attempting to circumvent the park alienation process.  We need a full environmental review 

conducted by New York State not a local Board before entering into any type of lease 

agreement.   Homeland Towers did not specify maximum height of the tower so I would 

appreciate if that could be asked of them.  

 

 Mayor Picinich replied that it is 130 feet.  

 

 Mr. Terlizzi said that is now, but once 5G come out it might change.  

 

Mayor Picinich repeated that it would be 130 feet.  

 

Mr. Terlizzi said there is no claim, contrary to what Homeland said, there is no claim 

of a need for any emergency services to be placed on that tower; not police, not fire or 

ambulance, none.  No claim that there is an issue on that.  There has been no claim from 

any of the emergency services that they need any antennas on that tower for any coverage 

gaps or issues on that tower.   Village Attorney Whitney Singleton at the May 2nd meeting 

stated regarding the coverage gap; the gap in coverage generally exists from Main Street 

where it intersects Route 172 and Darlington Road.  For those of you may not be aware, 

that entire stretch is in Bedford not in Mount Kisco (the municipal boundary extends to 

Sarles Street).  Since it has been established that the coverage gap is entirely in Bedford’s 

jurisdiction and since you Mayor stated in the Leonard Park Q&A that ultimately that gap in 

coverage in Bedford is Bedford’s problem why are we making it Mount Kisco’s problem and 

sacrificing our one and only park.  We should be looking at the least intrusive option with 

the park being the last option.  A park with a restricted deed shouldn’t even be on the table 

for consideration.  Before we continue to select the most intrusive option, we need to see 

and hear from these various consultants and to see the coverage provided by alternate 

locations; we talked about the hospital, Caremount, Darlington Road maybe they overlap, 

maybe we can do something of a hybrid.  We also need to see the tower footprint mapped 

out at the site and access roads fully mapped out and a true to size balloon test reflecting 

the maximum tower height.  We need a comprehensive environmental review before we 

proceed to a lease not an expedited one conducted by a local board.  Mr. Grant proposed 

putting the cell tower on another portion of 180 South Bedford Road away from any 

residences.  In a newspaper article dated December 2020, Mr. Singleton proposed the same 

solution, however, Homeland Towers refused to cooperate and Mr. Singleton expressed 

frustration with them.  Why would we want to enter into any agreement with a company 

that operates this way?  This process has been built on a lack of transparency, that’s how I 

see it and some misrepresentations.  I again ask the Board to work with us to solve the 

problem.  With someone like David Grant involved I have complete confidence we can arrive 

at a solution that benefits Mount Kisco and protects Leonard Park.  Thank you.  

 

Mr. Singleton said I wanted to go on the record since you mentioned the word, my 

name and misrepresentation in the same breathe, I want to be very clear; the statements 

that you attributed to me at various meetings are inaccurate.  I did not say that the entire 

gap in coverage was in Bedford, I said from Main Street in Mount Kisco to Darlington Road.  

Main Street goes from Mount Kisco all the way to Sarles Street.  
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Mr. Terlizzi said that is not what you said, you said McClain Street where it intersects 

with Route 172.  

 

Mr. Singleton said it goes into Mount Kisco and we are not the arbiters of 

determining what is in Mount Kisco and where the gap in coverage is.  As federal law points 

out, it doesn’t matter what town you’re in, it is where the gap in coverage is and where that 

gap in coverage can be addressed by a tower.  Unfortunately, the only person that would 

accept an application on private property was in Mount Kisco, they would not accept one in 

Bedford.  There are plenty of superior locations in Bedford that they cannot get to.  We 

forced them to go to Lindy Lane, we sought out an alternative site in the town of Bedford, 

we had them do a full analysis of the site, and when they came back with all their 

engineering data, which was reviewed and confirmed by three different consultants on 

behalf of the Village, it did not completely cover the gap in coverage because it had to cover 

over a mountain, it did not cover the gap in coverage down by McClain Street.  

 

Mr. Terlizzi said just to be clear, that is where Bedford and Mount Kisco’s line ends, 

you see the sign as you are leaving town, you see the sign right after the light.  

 

Mr. Singleton said that Mount Kisco goes all the way up to Sarles Street and up 

Sarles Street all the way to Glen Cliff.  The roadway goes along the edge of the road.  The 

town line goes along the edge of the road.  I’m talking about where people live, work and 

go.   

 

Mr. Terlizzi said I have a copy of the Chase petition, where they spoke out against 

the Chase water tower and Leonard Park. And number eight on the petition states the 

existing adequacy of cell phone and wireless data coverage throughout Mount Kisco Chase 

does not support putting residents in Mount Kisco Chase and surrounding areas at risk for 

health, safety issues, and decreasing the value of its homes.  This was signed by 78 out of 

the 84 residents.  

 

Mr. Singleton asked how many of them are RF consultants or engineers.  

 

Mr. Terlizzi said they live there.   

 

Mayor Picinich said you are presenting information that we cannot bring to court.   

 

Mr. Singleton said it doesn’t matter; science is science.  If an expert gets on the 

stand and says there is a gap of coverage in this area, unless you are ready to refute that; 

that there is not a gap in coverage then you’re screwed.  And not only are there experts 

saying that there is a gap in coverage, our three professionals are confirming that position.   

 

Mayor Picinich said that we do not need to have any more debates on this.  I respect 

that you have a view, but we do this every time and you say I disagree and we go back and 

say here’s the information.  We are at an impasse, you have a perception, we are not going 

to be able to change your perception and that’s not our goal.  

 

Mr. Terlizzi said that we learn something new every week and you stated that the 

gap in Bedford is Bedford’s problem; if it’s going from 180 South Bedford Road to Leonard 

Park reduces the coverage for Bedford and you stated that ultimately the gap in coverage in 
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Bedford is Bedford’s problem.  As far as Bedford, we talked about the Guard Hill cell tower, 

the Historical Society wrote a letter here without getting into some of the things they 

mentioned about some of the statements you made they claim misinformation.  They said 

the installation of the tower for cellular antennas on this property would be a commercial 

use and therefore prohibited.  The tower presently on the property is restricted to municipal 

radio communications only and that support the work of our 911 emergency responders, 

police, bus lines, and State DOT.  The town of Bedford is responsible for this land and the 

deed restrictions that run with this land.  This is a passive recreation area, it’s not even a 

park, and they did agree to put some emergency service equipment up there, but they are 

not agreeing to this.  And they are saying that Bedford is stopping it.  

 

Mayor Picinich said Bedford is not stopping it, the Historical Society of Bedford is 

stopping it.   

 

Mr. Terlizzi said they said they’re a third party; it’s the Town of Bedford that is 

responsible for this land and the deed restrictions that run with this land.   So, I don’t know, 

I don’t live in Bedford. 

 

Mr. Singleton said the deed restrictions are enforceable solely by the Historical 

Society.  

 

Mr. Terlizzi said you are the stewards of the park, you know they cannot put it in the 

park if you say no, so that is what we are asking.  Do it for the children, please, thank you.  

 

Ms. Tamara Silberman of Barker Street began by saying for the record, I’ve asked 

you before why do you send important messages with the water bill when most people in 

Mount Kisco don’t receive a water bill.  I’ve never seen a letter like that sitting waiting here 

at Town Hall or in the Library or someplace where people can access it.  You can send it out 

through an email blast, but we don’t get water bills, most people in Mount Kisco don’t get 

water bills so that’s number one.  So all this information only went out to homeowners.  

Number two, Camp Iroquois; we live in a time where all people are talking about is equity, 

equity, equity.  Mount Kisco, Camp Iroquois for $1,100 for the whole summer is the only 

camp in Westchester County that provides equity to children.  Mount Kisco is the only town 

in Northern Westchester that has a diversity of economics; children of all income levels can 

go to Camp Iroquois including your son and your daughter.  So you know this, that this has 

been a gift to the people of Mount Kisco in a way that no other camp, no other town offers a 

camp of this level for this price.  This cell tower will destroy the equity that is being given to 

the people of Mount Kisco that people can go there no matter what their income level is.  

Breezemont Day Camp down the road costs more than $10,000 for the same exact 

experience.  So when you go after the park and after the camp, you are not just destroying 

the nature, but you are destroying the economic fabric which makes Mount Kisco the most 

unusual and vibrant town in all of Westchester.  That is what I wanted to say.  And I would 

like to see a copy of these letters that go out with the water bill because I don’t get one.  

 

Mayor Picinich said I am going to explain to you that the water bill letter is not just 

sent to property owners, it is also sent to all of the management companies.  They are also 

available online for you to download and take a look at and so they are on the Village 

Website as soon as they are distributed.   So we send them by email to the management 

companies, we post them online, and then we mail them to people who get a bill.   
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Ms. Silberman said that people really don’t check the website; it doesn’t go out to 

Mount Kisco Moms, it doesn’t go out on places where people read it.  

 

Mayor Picinich said tell me what else I should do.  

 

Ms. Silberman said there could be copies of the letter at the library or right here in 

Village Hall so that when people come to pay their taxes or whatever the latest letter is 

waiting for us to read and not that we have to search for it when it’s not exactly what we 

are thinking about. 

 

Mr. Brancati said I think also the property managers work for the residents of the 

various properties; they have an obligation, simply tell them that you need to share it with 

us.  

 

Ms. Silberman said, I am sorry, they work for us but you work for us as well and 

when you know; you know very well that we don’t get those letters…. 

 

 Mayor Picinich said we heard what you said, we will put it downstairs and at the 

library.  

 

 Mayor Cindrich said when I met Herb Coffman and Peter Milano, Bedford residents 

who I invited to this meeting to present a map of Rochambeau’s encampment.  I specifically 

asked the Manager to hang the map in this Board room for thirty days and then send it to 

the historical society that we fund and tell the historical society to petition the State for 

historical designation.  I want to make sure that everyone gets a copy of this because it’s 

the only thing I can find; I don’t have emails for it, I don’t know what I said, but that’s what 

I wanted done.  Why would I send the map to the historical society if I just wanted them to 

look at it; what I wanted done with that was use that as ammunition to create a historical 

record to preserve the Leonard Park area and the hospital area in perpetuity.   

 

 Mr. John Pucila resident of Langland Drive began by saying recent acquisition of 

property, I just moved there, lived there for two years after being a livelong Village resident 

of East Ridge Lane.  Sorry I am new to this forum, I spent the last two years as Captain of 

the Independent Fire Company responding to more than 650 alarms and putting in more 

than 3,000 hours so this issue is new to me, but very dear to me.  As someone who grew 

up in the Village, I attended all type of events at Leonard Park, going through Camp 

Iroquois, the teen travel camp, searching for shotgun Harry in the woods that we are talking 

about now displacing.  I just wanted to make a point and I’m going to make it quick; we are 

talking about Leonard Park and replacing parkland; there is no replacing Leonard Park.  No 

matter what we do with any other property in the Village, there is nothing that brings the 

community together the way that Leonard Park does.  That’s all I have, thank you.  

 

  

Mr. David Grant of Cold Spring Court said so what do we do?  When I last spoke 

before this Board I suggested a solution that many thought was better than the two that 

were on the table.  I said I don’t want any of this to be about neighbor versus neighbor.  I 

said I don’t think there is any conflict of interest; I don’t think this has anything to do with 

affluence.  I don’t think the money that might go to the park budget is nominal despite what 

the representatives of Homeland Tower said earlier today, this is not about emergency 

services or the underserved, or first net; I hope you are not falling for any of the nonsense 
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they were spewing today.  Today, I’d like to frame the situation because some things have 

changed and some things have become a little more clear and in the spirit of moving 

forward together as a community I would like to offer five possible solutions.  All of which 

are better than the two we have and all of which are realistic.  Why are we here?  How did 

we get here?   Whether you agree with it or not we have a zoning situation that allows for a 

cell tower to loom over a resident’s house.  I think its absurd zoning and I would prefer we 

fix that, but it’s not Mr. Pietrobono’s fault.  

 

Mayor Picinich said that’s not accurate.  The zoning does not allow for the cell tower, 

the cell tower can go where... 

 

Mr. Singleton said the cell tower is applying for relief and what they are saying is 

basically we can go anywhere that is necessary to fill a gap in coverage and that they are 

entitled to special treatment, which is an accurate statement, they are entitled to special 

treatment from Zoning Boards and Planning Boards that other users are not.  

 

Mr. Grant said and in the infinite wisdom, the site that has been selected looms over 

a resident’s house.  

 

Mayor Picinich said but our zoning does not say that you can put a cell tower here.  

 

Mr. Grant said ok, it’s not Mr. Pietrobono’s fault by the way that this is happening 

around him; I think Rex is a victim.  I think some very clever people found a way to make a 

buck working within, maybe the edges of, but working within our laws.  I actually admire 

the Board for protecting one guy.  I think it’s noble, I don’t like your solution, which I think 

risks thousands of families to protect one, but I admire the gesture.   So evidently there is a 

gap, it’s the magic word we keep hearing, gap.  Last meeting that gap was identified as the 

corridor on Route 172 between McClain and Darlington; and very little of that is in Mount 

Kisco, but that is not the point.  We were told the federal government does not recognize 

borders and I understand that, but it is clearly a situation that involves Bedford; and we all 

know about the Bedford cell tower which is very different from this one.  That’s residence 

driven, we all know we can’t make a phone call to the Village of Bedford; that is resident 

driven.  This isn’t resident driven, this is being driven by Homeland Towers, a company who 

is in the business of building towers.  It’s not residents, it’s not first responders, this isn’t 

about improving service, it’s about building towers.  That is what this company does.  If 

there is a 30-second gap in your phone call while you’re driving down Route 172 on a State 

road, they see the opportunity to build a tower; somewhere, anywhere, and that’s why we 

are here.  In our last meeting, one speaker spoke about really not losing a phone call in that 

corridor and that incidental experience was dismissed because there are always exceptions. 

I get that, but as more and more people started experiencing and reporting no dropped calls 

in that area, it kind of begs the question as to the accuracy of this so called gap.  Evidently, 

to my surprise, some work was done on the tower at I-684; I don’t know what that work 

does, but the gap that was there evidently isn’t that big of a problem anymore.  That work 

seemed to help.  It might be time for another test to see if that gap is real or not.  In our 

last meeting we also spoke about health issues.  It got a little wonky; what you can 

consider, what you can’t consider, but I understood and in part it influenced the Board’s 

decision.  Interestingly, what wasn’t discussed is which is more damaging; having a tower 

looming over a residence or having a tower at eye level with a residence.  Do the rays go 

down, or do the rays go out?  Which is more damaging?  Sometimes you lose a call right at 

the base of a tower.  Is being closer to the base of the tower safer than being directly 
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across from the top of the tower?  Are the homes on Cold Spring and Carlton actually in a 

bigger danger zone?  I think they are.  Opinions differ, but like a lot of things we can’t be 

sure, we don’t know.  One family in close contact versus thousands of families in what 

might be more direct contact.   Again, in a noble effort to protect one, we might be 

inadvertently harming thousands.  Do you really want to take that risk?  This isn’t like the 

development on South Moger; we don’t get a second bite at this apple.  No mulligans here; 

if you build this we are done.  There isn’t a second chance, don’t blow this one.   So as 

promised, in the interest of finding solutions, let me give you five ideas.  Number one, there 

is something called cellular on wheels; the industry calls them COW, they are used to bring 

coverage to areas that need it.  Think about a natural disaster; think about a large festival; 

acres and acres of people.  The cell companies bring in these COWs and they provide cell 

service for a designated area.  Setting up one or two of these on Route 172 solves this 

problem; everyone wins except Homeland Towers who doesn’t get to build a tower.  But 

your gap goes away, your coverage is there, there’s not ecological damage, everything 

works.  That’s an easy answer; safe, easy, inexpensive, simple.  Idea number two.  We 

spoke about this last time, site the tower elsewhere in the 25 acres, and make it larger if 

you need to.  Make sure it doesn’t loom over Rex’s house, make it larger, move it back and 

if it’s a problem with the transaction figure out how to get it done.  Don’t worry about being 

too complicated or requires two different transactions; find a way to do it.  Idea number 3.  

Site a tower at Caremount or across the street.  The argument here to date has been this 

couldn’t be screened; it couldn’t be concealed.  That’s ok.  The tower at I-684 isn’t 

concealed, isn’t screened.  It’s an industrial area, we don’t need it screened.  A huge tower 

at Caremount unscreened is better than a screened tower in our park.  And we have 

seemed to jump to the conclusion, particularly given that face from the manager right now, 

it’s already ugly; it’s already industrial.  That’s what someone did on I-684.  This town 

would prefer a tower in Caremount or across the street than a tower in Leonard Park.  Idea 

4, very similar, but at the hospital; that might not close the whole gap, that’s what we 

heard.  The gap is from McClain to Darlington, we don’t have to close this whole thing.  You 

got to address that little corridor.  The COWs can do it, the antennas at Caremount can do 

it, an antenna at the hospital can do it.  Idea number 5, and this is the best idea of all, don’t 

site a tower.  The argument against us has been we don’t want to be in court.  I think in 

court is exactly where we want to be.  Court is where justice is served.  Court is where a 

judge will see what’s really going on here and how greed is driving this.  Court is where our 

park gets protected rather than another corporation preying on citizens.  Court is where our 

Earth wins versus a land owner or a tower builder trying to make a buck.  Your citizens want 

to see you fighting for us not giving up and sacrificing our park.  We rather you spend the 

money fighting this and either save our park or go down swinging.  Don’t give in before 

Mount Kisco.  Five ideas, you know which one I like best, I hope you pick one.  Thank you.  

 

Ms. Rachel Pelis said if I may, in relation to screening as was mentioned with the cell 

phone tower, to screen a tower in Leonard Park; it has been noted that screening these 

towers to make them camouflage with their surroundings often leaches PFOAS and PFOS 

which are forever chemicals that leach into water supplies and soil.  They are becoming an 

increasingly abundant issue in context with the EPA and water testing as they are proving to 

be a biohazard to all living things including humans.  The proximity to the stream and the 

pond at Leonard Park would be bringing a huge source of PFOAS and PFOS in a very close 

proximity to water.  These chemicals to do not disintegrate, they do not disappear; they are 

found in blood streams of all living organisms, humans included, and this would introduce a 

huge source of PFOS to Mount Kisco residents.  If you have not read up on them I highly 

encourage you to as they are becoming a major issue and if you are not aware of them they 
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will be on your front door very soon.  In Maine, they are already at the forefront on 

conversations at huge summits and if they are not being talked about in New York already, 

they will be soon, and we do not want to bring them closer to our residents when we are 

trying to get as far away as possible so to screen and bring these chemicals closer to our 

only park would be another huge ecological impact on all living things in the area.   

 

Mr. Ralph Vigliotti began by saying for this meeting I am currently the President of 

the Historical Society in Mount Kisco.  I want to make my comments; I’ve been directed to a 

letter that we received and just limit it to that.  We did receive a letter from Mr. Ferrara on 

April 18th, and basically in his letter, he indicated the site where the cell tower is being 

erected is perhaps the most historical area in Mount Kisco.  We met as a Board the following 

day to go over the letter.  The cell tower location is not the most historical area in the 

Village and it certainly wasn’t the most historical area July 3-5 of 1781.  The most historical 

area was the Northern Westchester Hospital site in which 200 years later they finally put up 

a plaque indicating that.  We have decided that we would provide a public forum 

presentation in the next week or so to go over Berthier’s maps.  Berthier was Rochambeau’s 

map maker, cartographer; we have all of his maps.  His maps show all of the areas within 

the Northern Westchester Hospital site and it’s not just the hospital building that you see, it 

goes down to Woodland, starts on Moore, almost goes down to Ben & Jerry’s and stops at 

the Kisco River there.  The area that Mayor Cindrich is talking about was not an area where 

there were troops; those troops had to be defended by artillery and the artillery was housed 

in four locations around the Village to protect the troops from the British troops coming into 

the Northern Westchester Hospital area where most of the troops were housed.  You had 

Timber Ridge, most people don’t even know that the Timber Ridge hills was an artillery 

location.  The Oakwood Cemetery area was one; of course in front of Northern Westchester 

Hospital to protect; Route 172 was one, and of course at the end of Spencer Street, Boltis 

Street, most people don’t know that, there was a major artillery set up and all of this was 

done to protect the troops at Northern Westchester Hospital.  I want to stop at this point, 

but I do want to provide the public an opportunity to view the maps, we will do a 

PowerPoint presentation and go over all of this.  I just want to leave the public, the most 

historic site in the Village is where we have a seven story hospital.  That entire complex is 

where Rochambeau and Washington met the troops and that is where their troops were 

housed.  Did they walk across the road to see the very large lake that took over every acre 

that you see between the pool and Wallace pond?  Perhaps.  Does that make it historically 

significant?  I’m not sure, but we will go over the Berthier maps, Rochambeau’s 

cartographer, we will do a PowerPoint presentation and we will try to reach an 

understanding.  At the end of it all, the proposed cell tower location is not the most 

historical site in the Village, there is nothing indicating that troops were placed there; they 

would have been placed in jeopardy if they were in front of all the artillery they would 

normally be behind.  I just want to leave it at that point.  I don’t want to create any more 

controversy here this evening.  We will have an open discussion and some debate in the 

next week or so.  That is what I wanted to say.  

 

Mr. William Meyer of Pine Street began by saying I just want to make a few brief 

comments.  I understand that Town Board in considering entering into a conditional lease 

with Homeland Towers; that is what we are commenting on primarily.  I feel that the Town 

Board should not be considering entering into a conditional lease with Homeland Towers.  I 

feel it’s very premature, there are many conflicts, government actions which need to be 

considered before we enter into a conditional lease.  I also learned tonight, it seems that 

many residents of the Town of Mount Kisco are not receiving notifications of these types of 
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hearings or actions that the Board is taking.  I believe those who don’t get water bills so I 

would like to reiterate what we heard earlier from the lady that it seems that it might be 

affecting mostly lower income people who live in Mount Kisco.  I would like to see 

(inaudible) a remedy for that, potentially mailing out this letter to every single resident in 

the Village such that they are notified of such important items as taking land from a public 

park.  I don’t think the building managers should be relied upon as Mr. Brancati suggested, 

and if you think that the building managers are not doing a good enough job maybe there 

should be some enforcement that should be taken on to the building owners if they are not 

providing the information to their tenants because it’s very important, not just this 

information, but a lot of information that you are trying to get out is not getting to them.  

Particularly this information as it’s in regards to a public park.  I am still here kind of very 

baffled why the Town Board is in a rush to take action to allow Homeland to build a tower.  

It seems to me that if the Town didn’t take such fast, what I would consider radical action, 

to consider signing a conditional lease then Homeland who wants to site this tower, almost 

immediately would build this tower, where they have a valid lease to build a tower on South 

Bedford Road.  Again it is objection of this Board that is almost doing bidding for Homeland 

Towers.  Now, I think it would be a lot easier for Homeland Towers to build a tower at 180 

South Bedford Road; we’ve been hearing about the Town has been putting us into a 

situation where we have to consider one or the other.  I agree with David we shouldn’t be 

citing a tower at all.  I feel a lot for Mr. Pietrobono with the location of where that tower is 

proposed, however, we are also hearing a lot about how this Town Board is minimizing the 

effects of the road and impact on an environmentally sensitive park, Leonard Park which is 

undisturbed land and we are not talking about South Bedford Road which is disturbed land.  

There is a large clearing on that land that housed a large mansion; there is presumably a 

roadway there already existing that goes up to that site.  

 

Deputy Mayor Abzun said I’m sorry Mr. Meyer, I just want to point out I have to 

disagree.  When you are talking about this Board and how we are minimizing any 

environmental impacts by either the site or the road; we haven’t even discussed that.  We 

haven’t even gone into a SEQRA process on that so that is a gross misrepresentation of 

what this Board is doing at this moment.  What we are doing is gathering information and 

we are not minimizing any impacts to the environment at all; we haven’t even gotten to 

that part yet.  I want to make the record clear and I want to make your understanding 

clear.  Can we agree on that? 

 

Mr. Meyer asked do you consider building a road on undisturbed land an impact.  

 

Deputy Mayor Abzun said I do consider that an impact, what I am trying to tell you is 

that we haven’t gotten to the official environmental impacts on what all this would be so for 

you to say that we are minimizing it is not a fair representation.  It is an impact, but we 

haven’t gotten there yet.  

 

Mr. Meyer said I respectfully disagree.  We first heard about this disturbed area 

being of a certain size to hearing 15-20 thousand square feet and now we are being told we 

are reducing that road to a dual use road; that it is going to be shorter than what was 

originally proposed.  

 

Mayor Picinich said, actually, none of that is true.  We didn’t say that it is shorter 

than it was, it is exactly the same length that it was before.  It is 550 feet long and is what 

is being proposed at this time.  That is what has been proposed and it stands the same.  
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Mr. Meyer said so you are just clarifying and getting more into detail of what the 

impact will be, I understand.  Is the Town taking it upon ourselves to do studies on what the 

impact will be? 

 

Mayor Picinich said there is a process outlined by New York State called SEQRA and it 

is required for every major project in every community, and so we are required to follow 

that process.  We are not up to that point.  

 

Mr. Meyer asked how much money has the Town spent so far of our own money, 

again to find those environmental impacts on Leonard Park.  I guess I misunderstood, I 

have been told that there has been some engineering that has been preliminarily looked at 

on the impact on the road in Leonard Park, is that correct or not correct?  

 

Mayor Picinich said that this Board has not taken any action to do any environmental 

study to this point.  

 

Deputy Mayor Abzun asked who told you this? 

 

Mr. Meyer said I understood that there; Mr. Brancati said that the road will no longer 

be draining into the fields but draining into the wetlands, so I want to understand where 

that information came from.   

 

Mr. Brancati said, that is topography that is the slope of the ground; that is gravity.  

There is nothing else to it.   

 

Mr. Meyer said ok so there has been no engineering study on the road yet at this 

point.  

 

Mr. Brancati said no, in looking at it, our engineer looked at a topographical map, 

water does not run up hill, it runs downhill in a direction… 

 

Mayor Picinich interrupted Mr. Brancati and said there has been no study presented 

to this Board for review; we are not at SEQRA; that has not happened yet.  

 

Mr. Meyer said so we really don’t know what the environmental impact is going to be 

in Leonard Park yet, correct.  But we do know that this is undisturbed site, parkland hasn’t 

been used or disturbed for any time in recent memory since the Town has been established.  

I am trying to establish if this is an undisturbed site, it’s apparently an undisturbed site from 

all of our activities.  

 

Deputy Mayor Abzun said there is a disc golf course, so that is a minimal 

disturbance.   What I am trying to do is answer, you are asking if there is and I am saying 

that seems to be one.  

 

Mr. Meyer said what I am saying is there is a largely undisturbed parkland in Leonard 

Park whereas South Bedford Road, you have a large cleared site, a roadway base already, 

closer proximity to a major road, so there would be less environmental damage being done 

at the South Bedford Road site as opposed to the Leonard Park site.  There has already 

been disturbance at that site and it’s not as beautiful; there was a house there, it was large.  
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So what I was hopefully getting at is that Homeland Towers is poised to build a tower with a 

lease on 180 South Bedford Road and I am just very disturbed because the Board is taking 

action to block that and what I would like to suggest is this rush to move to signing a 

conditional lease is a way to further deter any tower from being sited at the 180 South 

Bedford Road because I would assume that Homeland is ready to build this tower and if this 

tower gets to (inaudible) without the conditional lease and gaining more public awareness of 

this is a little difficult to understand action taken by the Board will become less and less 

attractive to Homeland Towers.  That is really what I wanted to get at and what I wanted to 

say and to concur that we should be looking towards other solutions other than Leonard 

Park or 180 South Bedford Road, but in the balance of it, 180 South Bedford Road is a 

disturbed site.  

 

Mr. Rex Pietrobono of Sarles Street began by saying I really was not going to speak, 

I was just want to sort of address this very big process has been going on for several years 

now from the Planning Board addressing a lot of these issues that sort of tangentially 

touched upon in a very skewed way.  It’s their record if someone really wants to look at the 

studies that have been done and challenge them; they’ve responded with their own studies 

and it’s a very rigid process and there is a reason why the location, here in and of itself, has 

a lot of problems on this site including steep slopes and a bunch of other things; doesn’t 

have to just be about the close proximity to the residents.  That is one of many factors, but 

it is a very big factor and there is a difference between 1,000 feet from the top of a 

monopole to under 275 feet from a house to the pole, 75 feet from the property line to the 

pole, and another house a couple hundred feet from the pole and the whole structure.  It is 

also going to be along Route 172 with the trees they plan to take out and the trees that are 

in the process of dying or are already dead.  There will literally be no screening so it would 

be similar, in some fashion, similar exposure of the tower like you see at I-684 situated just 

off of Route 172.  In these few topics I mention, this is just a few of the topics, there has 

been a large number of issues raised with this site; somebody, one of the first speakers 

talked about that the law in the Mount Kisco code allows this cell tower to be put there; 

what a ridiculous statement.  The law actually lists it, it has setbacks and buffers that are 

not being recognized by the applicant because they stand behind the federal rules which 

they interpret as they don’t have to abide by those, but these are some of the points.  It’s 

hard to respond to a simple statement like that because for every statement like that there 

are about 10,000 pages debating it.  It’s already been out there, it’s not really fair; these 

guys that stand up and “like the last speaker said I feel sorry for the guy but too bad, it 

looms over his house so what?”  Well it can be anyone’s house and you would protect 

anyone as I admire and appreciate being able to consider the affect one person, one home, 

two homes, the community and not popularism.  Thank you, I appreciate your diligence in 

this matter.  

 

 

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

regular meeting at 10:10 pm.  

 

 

 

_________________________ 

       Edward W. Brancati 

       Village Manager 

/lh 


