
Minutes of the Regular Meeting of the Planning Board of the Village/Town of Mount Kisco held on 
Tuesday, June 27, 2017 at 7:45 pm in the Frank J. DiMicco Board Room, Village Hall, and 104 Main 

Street, Mount Kisco, New York. 

Members Present: Chairman Doug Hertz 
   Ralph Vigliotti 

Michael Bonforte 
John Bainlardi 
Enrico Mareschi 
William Polese  
John Hochstein (Alternate) 

 
Members Absent: Frank Viteritti (Alternate) 
 
Staff Present:  Anthony Oliveri, Village Engineer 
   Jan K. Johannessen, Village Planner 

Whitney Singleton, Village Attorney 
   Peter J. Miley, Building Inspector 
 
The Planning Board conducted a work session commencing at 6:30 p.m., the following items were 
discussed: 
 
Bagnato 205 (215) Lexington Avenue: Discussion of history of the project and previous Zoning Board of 
Appeals actions. 
 
New Castle Lot Line Plat: Discussion of previous signature on plat. 
 
The Planning Board entered into Executive Session at 7:15 p.m. and came out of Executive Session at 7:30 
p.m. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated welcome, this is the June 27th Planning Board, we just finished our work session, 
this is our regular session.  Sorry we are a few minutes late.  Okay, first on the agenda we have approval of 
the minutes from April 25, 2017, we do have a quorum of members present.  Has everyone submitted their 
changes or any changes required to the Planning Board Secretary or were there any questions on the 
minutes? 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated no, sir. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, if there are no questions, can I have a motion to approve the minutes of 
April 25, 2017. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated so moved, Mr. Chair. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated second, please. 
 
Mr. Mareschi stated Chairman, I’ll second it. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated madam Secretary would you poll the Board. 
 
UPON ROLL CALL VOTE: 
 
Mr. Vigliotti  - aye 
Mr. Mareschi  - aye 
Mr. Bainlardi  - aye 
Mr. Hochstein - aye 
Mr. Polese  - aye 
Mr. Bonforte  - aye 
Chairman Hertz - aye 
 
The motion carried by a vote of 7 to 0. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, the first item on the agenda is a conceptual application, Bagnato 205/215 
Lexington Avenue, are you here? 
 

a. Bagnato – 205/215 Lexington Avenue 
PB2016-0328, 80.32-4-6 (SBL) 
Site Plan 
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Mr. Charles Martabano, Esq., attorney for the applicant and Mr. Anthony Crecco, applicant, were present. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated we are here. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated come on up. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated do we have to use that? 
 
Chairman Hertz stated yes, we want to make sure that we are both recorded and that everyone can hear us. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated good evening Chairman, members of the Board, I’m Charles Martabano, I’m here on 
behalf of the applicant tonight.  This is an evening where we are presenting the plan which I think you 
gave, you heard some of the history from Whitney in terms of how it’s evolved and this plan works toward 
conformity and I think you heard Peter talk about it.  We’ve really tried to bring this forward in terms of 
parking, the existing conditions have four parking spots but now I’m talking about the parking spots that 
are on Lexington Avenue, previously the 1965 Site Plan showed that as three parking spots with basically a 
turnaround area and as this process evolved, the discussions had with respect, mostly with the Building 
Inspector and the Planning consultant, were trying to maybe bring this into more conformance and the 
result is what you have in front of you and that is to say that now instead of three parking spaces or four 
parking spaces, separate and apart for the parking for the residential building in the back, it now presents 10 
parking spaces, and surplus over what is actually required.  Because the concept was, let’s see if we can 
bring this into more conformity with required, as Whitney pointed out, it is something that the ZBA had 
asked for a while that don’t something come to the Planning Board and then to us and say I just want a 
waiver of parking spaces, see if you can bring it more towards conformity, so that’s the plan you have now, 
I think Peter has reviewed it and I haven’t seen any reports on it but hopefully he can give his insight on it, 
however, as we talked about this process, okay, we’ve given some thought to maybe some alternatives to 
this development, as Whitney pointed out, this has a building in the rear which is a single family residence 
in the rear, it has the building in the front which is retail, I’m sorry, retail on the first floor and apartments 
to the second floor.  The concept is that in this district, the CN District, you can have retail, stores on the 
first floor and have additional residences above.  So we’ve been toying around with the idea of maybe 
something a little bit more dramatic but it’s our belief and we’ve done some rough sketches, that I’d like to 
be able to ultimately walk over there and present some of these sketches to you, we believe that if we start 
to engineer these, we may have a need for some variances and if it’s something though that you like, what 
we’re talking about presenting, and of course it’s got to be much more vetted out in terms of how much 
landscaping we get in, what sort of appearance we’re talking about but conceptually about saying okay, in 
terms of the building on the site, make it more conforming to the zoning district, have the parking in there, 
make it a possibly even a new site, now when I say possibly even, right now, we can attach an addition as 
we’re going to show you, on to the existing building that will be conforming to the district and probably get 
in most of the parking, if not all of the parking.  Another alternative and again we don’t know yet, is 
possibly a total renovation of the site, not just eliminating one thing and put an addition on, maybe talking 
about a total renovation of the site but we believe that we probably need some parking variances or some, 
maybe even a site development coverage variance, we’re not sure yet.  We’d like to get an idea of where 
you would like to see this go, working with you from a Planning point of view, it’s not that you’re directing 
us to do it but get some insight from you to help us make a decision, maybe work with some plans, meet 
with the Planning Consultant and the Building Inspector and say okay, this is a better way to approach this 
so what we wanted to do tonight, we can answer I think some of the questions about the existing plan if 
you’d like but we’d really like to get some input from you about some alternates I think that would make it 
and I use the term more conforming, it may be more conforming in the building context, it may be a little 
bit less conforming in parking but it might be something that really helps to regenerate this site, change that 
area a little bit, like you’ve seen already happen with Suburban Floors.  We’re just thinking that maybe this 
is something we can consider if it economically works out, maybe everybody benefits from it.  If we could, 
again we can answer, Anthony’s here, he can answer some of the questions about how we developed plan 
but we’d also like to present some of these alternatives to give you an idea of what you’re thinking. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated I appreciate that, ideally I’d like to see the plan that you’d like to build because we 
can talk about 10 alternatives but we’d like to see what your preferred plan is, the one that you think would 
work best, let’s start from that point. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated okay, what I think we’d like to show you then is the concept of adding on to the 
building and eliminating the rear structure.  We have several different alternatives to show you but to give 
you an idea I think that’s where we’d probably at this stage, like to move to, so if we can show them to you, 
that would be great. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated that would be great, we’ll certainly accept them on paper next time but for purposes 
of the audience, we want to make sure that we have those electronically as well. 
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Mr. Martabano stated we don’t have them at this stage of the game, we weren’t aware we needed them but 
we have them on paper but again what we’d like to do is just get some preliminary thoughts and then we’ll 
develop a better plan, these are just sketches, I should characterize them as sketches first, that’s what they 
are. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated so can we bring the paper up to you. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated yes, you may. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated this is Anthony Crecco, the owner of the property. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated so I guess the way this came about was I met with Peter and Jan, we went over this plan 
in detail to have it as conformity as possible to the zoning and building and whatnot.  And then I asked 
them about, hey, what about an alternate and they thought it was a great idea. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated we’re going to ask you to stay mic’d. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated so they said yeah, I think it’s a great idea… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated my apologies to the public because they’re going to see everyone’s backs but let’s 
make sure that they can hear you. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated so I asked them if I should do some sketches and they said no, I think you should just 
mention it but I said you know what, I’m going to so some sketches.  So I had my architect to do four kind 
of sketches of different ideas that could or could not work, the details but, so we came up with four 
alternatives of the plan.  Okay, so the first one is adding a structure on the back approximately 1,000 square 
foot footprint, this is where the house used to be, this house right here, so we would come in here and out 
here, that’s one option.  And the other three options are strictly coming in from Maplewood and putting the 
building in the front and just kind of playing around with different positions of the building. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated and when we say building, we’re talking about an addition to an existing structure. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated so what you’re trying to accomplish in all of these is to replace the square footage, 
from what it looks like, you’re trying to replace the square footage lost in the fire, that portion of with the 
fire and add it on to the existing, in some fashion. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated I guess the best way is, you have a certain income component right now and we’d 
like to better the site but recover the income component, so that may be as opposed to one single family 
house, it may be two apartments, which will still fit within the zoning but it may be two apartments above 
the retail, so that’s really what we’re talking about doing. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated so if we go with the buildings in the front, what we would do is, obviously it would be a 
brand new building, they’d be modular and we would make the existing structure the same as this building 
on the outside.  So now you have, is it Suburban Floors, a beautiful brand new property and right next to it 
you’ll have another brand new property and evidently we’ll have this house that supposedly nobody likes 
or wants, out. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated so again, I’m sorry Ralph, please. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated so egress, ingress would then be off of Maplewood. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated three of them have it off Maplewood and this one has in Maplewood and our Lexington. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated and please remember, these are sketches are this juncture, we think we may have 
made the parking spaces too big, we’ll probably come more conforming in parking when we begin to 
engineer these. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated we didn’t figure coverage, we didn’t figure any of that, this is strictly a layout of this is 
what it could look like. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated well the options that you’re showing are indicating more landscaping on the Lexington 
Avenue side which I think is kind of, it’s the direction that we’ve been trying to go in on Lexington 
Avenue, is to create more landscaping. 
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Mr. Martabano stated and honestly what you did with the Suburban Flooring place, I believe it is, was a 
factor is why we were trying to approach this and say you know quite honestly, maybe it’s time to rehab 
everything there in terms of and then it could be, for example, that the upper floors would be for transit 
oriented development, trying to think along the times of currently development trend and see but again it 
may require some variances.  So we’ll need to see, if you like this, then we’d have to go to the Zoning 
Board and say hey we’re bringing a much more conforming situation to you but we still need some 
variances but look overall of what we’re trying to accomplish.  And I think it’s something that could work 
clearly to the benefit of the Village and I think, maybe neutral to him but it will be a better thing for all of 
us here, so we’re just trying to get some concepts and as you pointed out, streetscape was a big concept 
here, we wanted to pick up on that and just because you did it with respect to Suburban Flooring, we tried 
to show that as well. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated anyone want to chime in?  I’ll give you my initial reaction and it’s obviously quite 
initial but I do like, pulling in and out off of Lexington, you know gets harder and harder as, you know, as 
we get… 
 
Mr. Martabano stated absolutely. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated so I do like the concept of being able to go through Maplewood and removing 
ingress and egress from Lexington, even the two-way in on Maplewood or the out, you know the one-way 
in, one-way out, I think doesn’t take advantage of the fact that you’re still going to create turns in both 
direction and it doesn’t, you’re ending up with multiple curb cuts and less space to work with, so I do like 
the idea at first blush of using Maplewood as ingress and egress and I think it will consolidate, I think 
allows you to consolidate the site, it gives you a lot more options… 
 
Mr. Martabano stated that’s what we thought as well, the same exact thing and I don’t know exactly which 
final configuration ends up working the best but I think Ralph’s point is good, it allows you a lot of 
streetscape that you can do some very nice things with, certainly you can you know, make that building 
[inaudible]… 
 
Mr. Martabano stated exactly, our thought as well, it might be a total revamp. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated and that really can be quite nice, it gives you a lot of options and certainly to push 
the parking to rear of the property, give you some, I think that’s you know, I think overall and again 
obviously we don’t know what that would mean in terms of development coverage, any of those other 
things, until you engineer that.  But it does look like it would give you some of the best options… 
 
Mr. Mareschi stated parking’s all in the rear, parking? 
 
Mr. Martabano stated I’m sorry, parking all in the rear, yeah.  And again we can present that confirming 
plan that we presented and we can go forward and want to build that and it clearly represent improvements 
and the number of parking spaces and whatnot, it still does however come out on Lexington, as you pointed 
out and you now have more cars possibly coming in and out, so that’s why we wanted to think a little bit 
outside the box and say okay, we know we’ll need some help from the ZBA but overall I think we’re 
presenting something that really is a benefit that you people believe is better from a Planning context, then 
maybe we’ll get that type of assist from the ZBA.  So we’re really looking for guidance from you, I didn’t 
mean to, you know veer so much from what we presented to you but quite honestly this is an important 
time for us to say now it’s to make a decision, these are one of those moments where you can okay, we’re 
going to go in a total different direction because we couldn’t do that if we go three, four months more, so 
that’s why we wanted to bring it to you and get some insight from you. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated I mean I think your, the plan that we were looking at, that you were considering, 
while it solves, while it’s certainly better, it solves the cars backing out onto Lexington which is certainly… 
 
Mr. Martabano stated absolutely. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated a significant issue, you’d still, you still have the mishmash of the single family 
home… 
 
Mr. Martabano stated we understand. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated so I do like the idea of making one primary structure, which gives you, and having 
access off of Maplewood, you know again, I don’t have any, you’re going to have develop which of those 
options make the most sense for you to come up with a plan… 
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Mr. Martabano stated it may end up being an entirely new structure we don’t know, until we really start to 
engineer this.  We just wanted to get some guidance from you and honestly looking for your support for 
how we’re thinking because we’re going to need some help, I’m sure with the ZBA but I think its going to 
be worthwhile. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated well I don’t, I mean you’re making that assumption. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated let’s say I think so but yeah but I don’t know yet. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay, but it looks like you’re able to accommodate quite a lot of spots on site. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated yes. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated yup. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated I mean, you may have some development coverage issues but shy of that, what are 
you thinking are going to be the issues? 
 
Mr. Crecco stated I don’t think there’s anything else, development coverage? 
 
Mr. Martabano stated there may be a parking issue is what I’m thinking there might be because the 
additional retail, I’m just leaving my options open, I also want to be straight forward with you guys from 
day one. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated right, he actually started working on another plan today because I looked up the Code but 
I have to check it with Peter, I think that plans showed what 10 foot spaces… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated I don’t know what the size is. 
 
Mr. Miley stated 9 ½ by 18 ½. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated right, I thought we saw something in Code when I was going over with the engineer that 
it was 8 ½ for residential, so if that’s the case, I have, is that… 
 
Mr. Miley stated I’d have to look. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated yeah, I was looking at it today.  So, if that’s the case, we could potentially end up with 
about 15 or 16 spaces. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated I’m sorry, Anthony, can you comment on that?  The size of a Code compliant spot. 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated 9 ½ by 18. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated including for residential? 
 
Mr. Crecco stated right so, so when I was looking at the zoning chart for parking… 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated if you go to long term parking can be 9’. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated I saw 8 ½’ but okay, again… 
 
Mr. Miley stated I’m looking it up now Anthony. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated okay. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated thank you. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated but anyway, we’re playing around with different things. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated right, my recommendation would be if one of these is the direction that you’re 
thinking of would be to meet with staff, certainly to meet with Jan and Anthony and Peter and talk through 
these scenarios and see which, you know, what issues you are going to run up against and what the, what 
you can do any long term parking, I’m not sure that, you know again, that’s going to be a Peter 
determination. 
 
Mr. Miley stated yeah, multi-family is 9’. 



Planning Board Meeting Minutes 
June 27, 2017 Minutes Page 6 

 
 
Mr. Crecco stated 9’, okay. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated thank you, Peter. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated I just want to get because this is conceptual, what we hope to do, what we hope to 
accomplish in a meeting like this is to give you our candid opinion so you go in a direction that ultimately 
works for both the Board and for you. And I know we haven’t had time to digest this, everyone but I would 
like to get everyone’s sense is whether you think that entrance and exit off of Maplewood would be 
preferable off to Lexington. 
 
Mr. Mareschi stated I agree. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated absolutely. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated agreed. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated so it seems like you have a sense that direction, Questions or input from anyone. 
 
Mr. Bainlardi stated just in this area, this is the demolition plan that I’m looking at so this area in here right 
now is all green? 
 
Mr. Crecco stated right now it’s all green. 
 
Mr. Bainlardi stated and this is just a pull off in front for some… 
 
Mr. Crecco stated that’s the existing parking. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated right, where there’s four spaces now all perpendicular to the street. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated is it four or five? I think it’s five. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated I think it’s six actually.  The Planning Board approval is six. 
 
Mr. Polese stated I think when the trucks are there, it’s less. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated it was approved as three. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated it’s in the photos that are submitted. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated its six, right? 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated yes. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated being able to eliminate any let hand turns going in or coming out of the property on 
Lexington Avenue is primary and the Maplewood drive ingress, egress, is the way to go. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated that’s why we’re here and I think three of our plans, our alternates, I think three of 
them have that on it because I think we’re thinking along the same lines. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated one is in and out and the other three are just Maplewood egress. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated have you looked at this cos differential for this proposed two-story because its moving 
around possibly in some of these sketches.  I’m just curious if there is a differential that’s significant, this is 
different.  There, there’s a proposed two-story in grey over there, towards the end of the property to 
Maplewood, right? 
 
Mr. Martabano stated to the rear, right? 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated and then in this particular sketch it’s in the front, right, so now that’s being moved 
here, versus that one back here, am I right? 
 
Mr. Martabano stated right. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated I’m just curious, have you looked at that because that to me might have some 
significant differences in cost and maybe even he variances that you may or may not need to obtain. 
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Mr. Martabano stated again we haven’t taken it to any point yet that we know but we will obviously. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated I haven’t analyzed the cost but whether I build a building here or in the back, it’s 1,000 
square foot footprint, that’s going to cost the same, pretty much the parking areas are pretty much the same, 
so the cost is not going to vary that much, it’s just a question of what’s going to work better from a 
feasibility point of view and you know, landscaping greenspace or whatever. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated which now we can concentrate on, getting a sense from the Board of where you want 
it to go. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated the sense from myself is you’re returning this to productive use so it’s a wonderful 
proposal, whatever you come up with for us to evaluate in detail, thank you. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated no, thank you. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated I think, you know upgrading the façade… 
 
Mr. Martabano stated definitely. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated you know, a chance of really making Lexington continuing to bring it up, it would 
be fantastic. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated that’s clearly part of the plans, at a minimum upgrading the façade, it may go more 
about, depending on how we get into this but definitely that, to make it uniform, absolutely. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated do members have other thoughts or concerns or input that we’d like to give the 
applicant before they go back and spend some money and time on design.  Any other thoughts about to 
make this site function, more functional? 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated I’ll ask one more, I just recall that the property has a bit of a slope from Lexington up 
towards the back, right? 
 
Mr. Crecco stated correct. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated so I’m just thinking out loud, does that pose any issues for us and/or yourself as the 
applicant?  I think it’s, you know on the other side of the property it’s all landscaped, there’s a brick 
building, that’s the suburban floors property, so I don’t think, there’s a barn over here so on their property, 
so that’s not an issue, a site issue.  I forget what’s on the other side, I think there’s a house and then a yard, 
a backyard. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated there’s a single-family, no, a multi-family residence, yes and a backyard, that’s 
correct. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated I don’t know, I’m just thinking that it’s not that significant a raw elevation change but 
there is an elevation change and maybe you just need to landscape appropriately. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated as we get into it, we’ll work on that issue, yup. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated I see one you have drainage. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated this one here is a little more detailed in design because this is leaving the existing house 
and just providing you know, the parking. 
 
Mr. Polese stated so where the parking is now, there’s a retaining wall behind that, correct? 
 
Mr. Crecco stated yeah. 
 
Mr. Polese stated how high is that retaining wall? 
 
Mr. Crecco stated three feet, maybe, I don’t even think it’s that high, two feet. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated I don’t think it’s closer to three feet, I think its closer to two. 
 
Mr. Polese stated okay, I wasn’t… 
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Mr. Crecco stated and the elevations are on here. 
 
Mr. Hertz stated you could use that… 
 
Mr. Bainlardi stated at the street you’re 320 and just in front of that wall you’re 326, so that’s a 6 foot 
elevation change from Lexington to that location and then I think it rises to 330 in the back but that’s over 
you know, 60 or 70 feet. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated it’s not significant. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated no, it doesn’t appear to be. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated okay. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated and you’ve got a little bit of a drop. 
 
Mr. Polese stated okay. 
 
Mr. Bainlardi stated they change this house a little bit… 
 
Mr. Martabano stated so what we’re thinking at this point, let’s just, we’ll not move forward on that other 
plan right now, we want to look at these alternatives and maybe bring something back to you after we meet 
with staff, so that is something for you to consider.  So rather than spend more time on the current plan, I 
think that’s the probably the way we want to go. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated do you want to come back as a revised conceptual or do you want to come back with 
a formal application? 
 
Mr. Martabano stated you know it’s going to depend upon how we develop it, so I’m hopeful we’ll come 
back as an application, if we refine it enough with staff, that’s probably the way we want to go. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated so if you are going to come back as a formal application, you’ll bet it with Pete and 
with Jan and make sure that you know this is properly developed.  You’ve determined all the zoning, or 
what if any zoning issues you’re going to have so we can be of use. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated that would be wonderful and we will bring electronic copies too. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated absolutely. Well thank you, I think the direction you’re going is really going to be 
excellent. 
 
Mr. Crecco stated do you need these with you? 
 
Chairman Hertz stated no. 
 
Mr. Martabano stated thank you, have a good night. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you very much.  The next thing on the agenda, we’re going to bypass the new 
Planning Board applications, they need a little bit of clarification with regards to fee schedules.  New Castle 
Lot Line Adjustment, rear of Armonk Road 80.73-1-10. 
 
Special Discussion: 
 

• New Castle Lot Line Adjustment - Rear of Armonk Road (80.73-1-10) 
 
Mr. Stephen Johnson from Johnson Land Surveyors was present. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated would you identify yourself for the record. 
 
Mr. Johnson stated I’m Steve Johnson with Johnson Land Surveyors Mount Kisco, representing the 
applicant.  This application in New Castle for a Lot Line Change, I received today, the final approval from 
New Castle.  A corner of the Weiner property lies within Mount Kisco, the properly was formerly 
subdivided in ’96 that created the lots and at that time the Mount Kisco signed the plat under the condition 
that there was no improvement at all happening in Mount Kisco.  We’re here to ask the Planning Board for 
approval to do the same, to go to the Health Department.  I’ve used the same note that was on the ’96 
subdivision, if that’s okay, if we need any modification, we’ll have to make the modification to the note.  
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We’re here to get Mount Kisco Planning Board approval so we can proceed to the Health Department and 
file the plat. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated and that note is what specifically.  I’m looking at notes specifically, do you know 
which note number it is? 
 
Mr. Johnson stated its where the Mount Kisco Planning Board signature is. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay, got you, so the area we’re talking about is the little triangle in the… 
 
Mr. Johnson stated that tax lot which is within Mount Kisco, is part of the Weiner property, it’s not where 
near where the lot line change is happening. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated right so, we’ve talked about this in our work session, this is insignificant for us, I 
understand it’s a formality, I’ve received your approvals.  You do need a resolution I believe from the 
Planning Board to authorize me to sign this.  Are there any questions from Board members regarding this, 
of Mr. Johnson? 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated no, chairman. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, if that’s the case, I’d like to ask for a resolution allowing the Planning Board 
Chairman to sign the plat that was approved by New Castle. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated I’ll make the motion Chairman, for the Planning Board Chairman to sign this plat. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated do I have a second on that? 
 
Mr. Mareschi stated Chairman, I’ll second that. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated on the question? Anyone?  Very good, Michelle would you poll the Board. 
 
UPON ROLL CALL VOTE: 
 
Mr. Bonforte  - aye 
Mr. Mareschi  - aye 
Mr. Bainlardi  - aye 
Mr. Vigliotti  - aye 
Mr. Hochstein - aye 
Mr. Polese  - aye 
Chairman Hertz - aye 
 
The motion carried by a vote of 7 to 0. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you very much. 
 
Mr. Johnson stated thank you. 
 
Mr. Mareschi stated thank you, have a good night. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay, further on, next item we have a memorandum from the Mount Kisco CAC, 
regarding 270 Kisco Avenue, in regards to the Hearth property, and additionally we have a memorandum 
from New York City DEP, regarding the SWPPP review on that property as well, both of which are very 
informative, as we have discussed, at this point in time we do not have, the Village does not have a signed 
contract, so there’s no contract vendee on that property, therefore we don’t have a formal application before 
us, so that, those memoranda are information at best and should go into our record so that when this, when 
and if this application is back before us we can properly use those but those entered into the record, 
Michelle, and let’s make sure that should, certainly the CAC has taken a lot of time and has produced a 
very comprehensive document, so I want to make sure that when development, a development application 
comes before us that we notice that and that we discuss this memo.  Okay, the last item we have some 
correspondence from the Mount Kisco Beautification Committee and then I will ask members if they have 
anything they would like to discuss, anything to bring forward.  If not, thank you all very much, thank you 
for watching and let’s close this session of the Planning Board.  Do I have a motion to close the meeting? 
 
Mr. Mareschi stated aye. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated do I have a second? 
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Mr. Bonforte stated aye. 
 
Chairman Hertz asked for all in favor.  The motion carried by a vote of 7 to 0. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 8:15 p.m. 
 


