
Minutes of the Regular Meeting of the Planning Board of the Village/Town of Mount Kisco held on 
Tuesday, December 10, 2019 at 7:48 pm in the Frank J. DiMicco Board Room, Village Hall, 104 Main 
Street, Mount Kisco, New York 
 
Members Present: Doug Hertz, Chairman 
   John Bainlardi, Vice Chair 
   Ralph Vigliotti 
   Michael Bonforte 
   John Hochstein 
   Crystal Pickard 
 
Members Absent: William Polese 
 
Staff Present:  Jan K. Johannessen, Village Planner 
   Anthony Oliveri, Village Engineer 
   Whitney Singleton, Village Attorney 
   Peter J. Miley, Building Inspector 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, gentlemen.  Thank you all very much, this is the Mount Kisco Planning 
Board for Tuesday, December 10, 2019.  We have just concluded our work session and this will begin our 
regular Planning Board meeting.  Alright, the first item on the agenda are minutes from May 14, 2019, we 
do have a quorum for those minutes.  Has anyone given Michelle any comment or note, hopefully you 
have.  Do I have motion that we approve the minutes of May 14th? 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated so moved. 
 
Mr. Hochstein stated I’ll second. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, we have a motion, we have a second, Michelle? 
 
UPON ROLL CALL VOTE: 
 
 Mr. Vigliotti   - aye 
 Mr. Hochstein  - aye 
 Ms. Pickard   - aye 
 Mr. Bonforte   - aye 
 Vice Chair Bainlardi  - aye 
 Chairman Hertz  - aye 
 
The motion carried by a vote of 6 to 0. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, we have a series of public hearings this evening, the first of which is Code 
Ninjas, 41 South Moger Avenue.  It’s for a change of use and a special use permit.  Is there anyone here for 
Code Ninjas? 
 
A. Code Ninjas - 41 South Moger Avenue 
 PB2019-0386, SBL 69.81-6-9.1 
 Change of Use and Special Use Permit 
 
Ms. Corina Wong of Code Ninjas; Mr. Steven Giner and Mr. Seb Giner, property owners, were present. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you very much.  So you folks were here last time, you presented a business 
plan, we have before us public notice, affidavits, all the proper things so you noticed the public hearing 
correctly.  And I’ll mention to the public and anyone in the audience, these are a series of public hearings, 
so if you would like to be heard, there are signup sheets at the front of the room.  So please come up, put 
your name down, if you’d like to be heard on any of these matters.  So you’ve properly noticed and as we 
mentioned in the last meeting, we will also have, we have also prepared a resolution of approval and just to 
be safe on this, we have your business plan, we have your floor plan, we do have a memo and a memo from 
the Building Inspector as well. Do you want to give us a very quick summary of your project so the public 
can hear it? 
 
Ms. Wong stated sure.  So basically we are looking to occupy 41 South Moger with the Code Ninjas 
business which educates kids 7 to 14 on how to write code.  And we’re looking to change the use to 
education and I think right now it’s 1800 square feet, we’re expanding, we’re going to be using 2400 
square feet.  And we will after that, be doing a build out according to Code Ninjas design specifications and 
you know for electrical and furniture and all that stuff. 
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Chairman Hertz stated okay and we do have a memorandum from the Building Inspector going through 
that you’ve received, the Building Inspector’s memorandum.  It was dated December 5th. 
 
The Secretary stated a hard copy is also available on the table up front. 
 
Ms. Wong stated we have it, yup. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated just really the most germane piece is that it does require a variance because of the 
first floor nature of the business.  So the law does allow for this as a special use on a second floor, so the 
second floor requires a variance from the Zoning Board.  We also have, let me just go through this. Okay 
and those are all the memos we have and we also have your full application, your business plan et cetera.  
So this is for, this is a public hearing for Change of Use and Special Use Permit, is there anyone from the 
public who would like to be heard in this matter?  Seeing that there is no one in the audience, we will make 
the unusual step of closing the public hearing, this is in my view a fairly noncontroversial application, again 
the downtown area was typically intended or expected to be used for retail and this breaks the mold just a 
little bit but I think it’s the direction that we’re seeing is that uses like this are beginning to occupy spaces 
that were traditionally designed for retail.  So we wish you success in this and I think that this something 
that we’re seeing more and more as various types of personal service establishments and uses, I don’t even 
know how I would categorize this, I think that this breaks the mold a little bit.  So let me take you through 
the, we have a resolution, so first let’s get a motion to close the public hearing… 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated I make a motion to close the public hearing. 
 
Mr. Bonforte seconded the motion. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, Michelle? 
 
UPON ROLL CALL VOTE: 
 
  Vice Chair Bainlardi  - aye 
  Mr. Bonforte   - aye 
  Mr. Vigliotti   - aye 
  Mr. Hochstein  - aye 
  Ms. Pickard   - aye 
  Chairman Hertz  - aye 
 
The motion carried by a vote of 6 to 0. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated so there having been no comment whatsoever on this application, the public hearing 
has been closed.  I’d like to move to address the draft Planning Board resolution.  Do you have a copy of 
that resolution, have you had a chance to review that?  Okay.  So it’s fairly straight forward, page one are 
the whereas’ and I’ll direct you to the fifth one that specifically that says the proposed use is allowed 
subject to the issuance of a special use permit.  However it’s not, provided the space is less 5,000 square 
feet and not located on the ground floor.  And the next whereas is therefore a variance is required from the 
ZBA as we’ve discussed.  And then we finish the whereas’ on page, this looks to be page two… 
 
Vice Chairman Bainlardi stated that’s correct. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated mine is not numbered. I think we first go to relatively boilerplate items.  What we’d 
like to take you, put your attention to is on page 3, item 15, under other conditions, busing of students is 
prohibited unless otherwise approved by the Planning Board via an amended special use permit application.  
So in your business plan and by your testimony at the last meeting, you stated that bussing is not part of 
your business plan, you do not intend to see students being bussed from schools to this, this will be a drop-
off, parent student kind of thing and that the parents will then be free to browse around the business district.  
So I want to just bring your attention to that, if that changes in the future, that will require returning to this 
Board with a plan of the obviously satisfactory that there can be bussing and safe drop-off to this, which I 
think would be a bar that would be difficult to achieve.  Do you have any questions on anything within this 
resolution? 
 
Ms. Wong stated no. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay, Board members, any comments or on the resolution?  Any changes from 
Staff? Alright… 
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Mr. Miley stated Mr. Chairman, just for, during the meeting they indicated the short EAF prior to.  Let me 
start over, Chairman, we talked about the short EAF form prior to them being heard by the Zoning Board, 
that’s the only other item. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated so being that the Zoning Board is going to conduct an independent review of this, 
you’ll be required, I think you’re scheduled to go before the Zoning Board next week.  You’ll be required 
to submit to them a Short Environmental Assessment Form, you can see Michelle or Peter about how to get 
that form in the submission, it’s a very straight forward, it gives them a little information about any 
environmental impacts of the application.  That would be required for the Zoning Board, so that was a 
whatever.  So getting back to this resolution, do you have any, are you okay with it?  Have you reviewed it?  
Do you have any questions or concerns? 
 
Ms. Wong stated I think I’m okay. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated anything final from staff? Alright, that’s the case, do I have a motion to approve the 
Planning Board resolution? 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated I’ll make the motion to approve, to adopt the resolution for Code Ninjas on 41 
South Moger Avenue, a Change of Use Permit, Special Use Permit.  Section 69.81, block 6, lot 9.1, 
application number PB2019-0386, on this day December 10, 2019. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you very much, we have a second? Any final comment? If not, 
Michelle? 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi seconded the motion. 
 
UPON ROLL CALL VOTE: 
 
  Mr. Bonforte   - aye 
  Vice Chair Bainlardi  - aye 
  Mr. Vigliotti   - aye 
  Mr. Hochstein  - aye 
  Ms. Pickard   - aye 
  Chairman Hertz  - aye 
 
The motion carried by a vote of 6 to 0. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated we wish you the best. 
 
Ms. Wong stated thank you. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated good luck and make sure you get that form into the Village before your ZBA… 
 
Ms. Wong stated okay. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you very much.  The next public hearing item is Karle Subdivision 155 
Croton Avenue. 
 
B. Karle Subdivision - 155 Croton Avenue 
 PB2018-0366, SBL 69.55-1-4.2 
 Site Plan and Steep Slopes 
 
Chairman Hertz stated this is an item that has an error in its publication, so we are going to put this item 
over to the next.  We’re going to hold this public hearing over to the next agenda which will be on, 
Michelle? 
 
The Secretary stated January 14th… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated January 14, 2020.  So the Karle Subdivision will be moved to the January 14th 
agenda.  And we understand that some people were noticed for tonight and other people were noticed for an 
incorrect date.  So we are going to ask them to get their notice requirements in alignment and hold that 
public hearing on that next date. The next item on the agenda is The Park, which is also the ShopRite 
project at 333 North Bedford Road.  This is again a continued public hearing, they’re before us on the site 
plan, special use permit, change of use, subdivision and steep slopes. 
 
C. The Park (ShopRite Expansion) - 333 North Bedford Road 
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 PB2018-0365, SBL 69.50-2-1 
 Site Plan, Special Use Permit, Change of Use Permit, Subdivision, Steep Slopes 
 Continued Public Hearing 
 
Mr. Marc Petroro of JMC was present. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated we’ve heard from members of the public, we continue to hold this public hearing 
open and you can comment either tonight in person or by written comment to this Board. 
 
Mr. Petroro stated good evening, my name is Marc Petroro from JMC on behalf of the applicant.  I’m just 
here really to give an update to the Board as to the project.  Previously, we had made a submission which 
included some SEQRA related items that were requested from Kellard Sessions and recently, as of this 
morning, we emailed and later provided hard copies for comments that we received for site plan related 
comments from Kellard Sessions, also Dolph Rotfeld Engineering, as well the County Planning Board 
comments, as well as public hearing comments that were received during the two previous meetings.  That 
allocation was submitted to the Board this morning, as well as hard copies later on. Also, today the Town’s 
traffic consultant did prepare a review of our traffic response to the public hearing and they were satisfied 
with our responses from that aspect of our submission.  We have been in constant, well at least one way 
communication with the Town of Bedford, trying to call them to reach them.  Daily, trying to get some 
kind of feedback from them as far as a traffic review but unfortunately we’re not able to receive anything 
from them.  We do have a meeting setup with the New York State DOT, with the Town/Village traffic 
consultant to discuss their comment letter, which really I think just requires some clarification to give them 
some history the application, as far as some aspects of what was being proposed and what is being 
proposed.  But that’s, we did make a wetland commission submission to the Town of Bedford and really 
you know, we’re looking for a SEQRA determination on the application so we can move forward with 
some other aspects of the application.  New York City DEP, New York State DOT, the Zoning Board for 
variances, so tonight we’re here tonight to request the public hearing be closed if possible and I don’t know 
if there’s other comments the Board might have. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay, thank you.  So yes, we understand that we just received a submission, you 
know that has not yet been reviewed by Staff, it was received today.  So that was noted during the work 
session.  And we did receive and get a chance to review the expanded environmental assessment which we 
thank you for, it was well done and gives us a great deal of information on phasing and a number of other 
important items here.  I think what our intent is, the hope is to be able to close enough of the items in the 
next short while with regards to environmental review, and hope to be able to make an assessment, a 
determination on environmental at our next meeting.  That would be our expectation and our hope.  Us 
closing the public hearing will create certain deadlines with regard to other aspects of the application, I 
don’t think we’re inclined to close the public hearing immediately, I think there is still data we want to do 
but assuming that we can get all that data, we will reassess over the course of the next few weeks and it 
may be that we’ll be able to close the public hearing shortly after the next meeting.  If consultants and Staff 
feel that we’ve addressed enough of the items on the agenda, or enough of the open items, I should say. 
 
Mr. Petroro stated is it possible that the consultants prepare a draft SEQRA determination for the next 
meeting? 
 
Chairman Hertz stated we expect they’re already in the process of doing that. 
 
Mr. Petroro stated okay. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated so we expect that we will, we’re, the consultants have, are in the process of 
finalizing a draft findings statement, it’s going to be circulated, once its circulated to members of this Board 
for their comment and revised based on any comments, our joint agreement with Bedford requires us to get 
their comments as well.  So we will be circulating it to them, hopefully they will have gotten back their 
comments to us by the time we meet again in January and assuming that nothing else changes of 
significance, we should be able to, we’re hoping to be able to act on that findings statement at the next 
meeting, that is our expectation.  We do have some concerns that we’re still at very early stages with DOT, 
obviously I know we’re all sort of are in agreement that they kind of didn’t read the plan, so the expectation 
is that your meeting tomorrow will make some significant movement with getting them to understand 
what’s going on but I think there’s still some fairly large questions with regards to DEP and you know, you 
know are there going to be significant changes to the site with outside agencies reviewing, so we’re going 
to have to talk about it internally about to how handle those but move this forward as expeditiously as 
possible, we have no interest in holding you up, we have every interest in doing this correctly.  This is, as 
you know, a tremendous project and it will have impacts on the Village for decades to come and getting it 
right is critically important.  And we think the application or this member believes the application is being 
done well and should be a positive for the Village, we just want to make sure that we don’t drop the ball on 
anything. Michael? 
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Mr. Gallin stated Chairman, if I could just ask one question in response to something I heard.  So you need 
to submit, obviously a draft of your findings to Bedford, what are you required to get back from Bedford?  
And the reason why I ask this is because we’re getting very frustrated with our lack of response from 
Bedford, so I just want to make sure that we understand what you need from Bedford to be able to move 
forward.  Is it simply a circulation and then wait for a few weeks and then hope they respond or do we need 
for them to respond? 
 
Chairman Hertz stated I’m going to let the Attorney, he’s more familiar with the agreement that we have 
between the two… 
 
Whitney Singleton stated there is a SEQRA agreement between the two towns, it was entered into by your 
client, your client has a copy of that.  Your client has a copy of the correspondence I sent to Bedford last 
week, they’ve been fully included in the process and they know specifically in that letter, it sets forth what 
Mount Kisco intends to do, when it intends to do it and what it’s looking forward to receiving from the 
Town of Bedford. 
 
Mr. Gallin stated we’ll [inaudible]. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated and quite frankly, we’re trying to get them as much information as we can at the 
appropriate times and keep them informed of our time frames but you know, we’re not bound by their lack 
of communication. 
 
Whitney Singleton stated your client has been copied on everything to the Town of Bedford.  And when I 
saw your client, I mean Jim [Diamond] and Neil Alexander. 
 
Mr. Gallin stated sure. 
 
Whitney Singleton stated I didn’t copy you or, I only copied the people who were on the original email 
chain. 
 
Mr. Gallin stated okay and some of these emails are relatively [inaudible]. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated and we understand your frustration.  We are, we do not expect, without committing 
myself to deeply here, we do not expect that Bedford’s lack of communication so far will mess with out 
timing of what this Board needs to do. 
 
Mr. Gallin stated okay, appreciate it, thank you. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated you’re very welcome. So I’ll again make the comment that this is a public hearing 
and the public is invited to speak.  we expect to have at least one more, we’ll hold this public hearing open 
at least until the next meeting which will be January 14th, you’re welcome to come and speak at that.  You 
can also provide us with written comment either snail mail to the Village or e-mail to the Planning Board 
and we’ll accept comment in either of those, in all of those methods.  Did you want to say anything further? 
 
Mr. Petroro stated no, I think that’s it, we look forward to the next meeting… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated yeah, let’s just talk briefly, just to give you all the information.  Jan, we talked a 
little bit about process going forward so that we can all be on the same page, so can you just sort of outline 
what are our next steps are going to look like? 
 
Jan Johannessen stated I plan on circulating the SEQRA determination, draft SEQRA determination to the 
Mount Kisco Planning Board and to the Village Attorney tomorrow.  At the work session we talked about 
the Planning Board providing comment to me by next Tuesday, I will incorporate those comments as well 
as any comments from staff and review it again with Whitney.  We’ll circulate a copy to the applicant and 
to the Town of Bedford, I’m sure it will be accompanied by a letter from Whitney indicating our kind of 
expected timeline, when we anticipate to hear back from them and then, as you indicated previously, I think 
it will be up for discussion at the January meeting.  If you intend on, if it ends up being adopted that 
evening, we’ll give the applicant the ability to seek approvals from all remaining outside agencies and 
simultaneously, the applicant will continue to pursue its site plan applications, special use permit 
applications, subdivision application with the Planning Board and the the project will be evaluated from a 
site plan perspective. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you very much. Before the applicant leaves us tonight, are there any 
comments from Board members? 
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Vice Chair Bainlardi stated I think whatever comes out of your meeting with DOT, if we make some 
progress just keep us informed sooner rather than later, we want to see that advance at the next meeting… 
 
Mr. Petroro stated absolutely. 
 
Jan Johannessen stated and I had asked, BFJ intends on attending that meeting and Georges was going to 
provide minutes or a summary memo of what took place so we’re all in the loop. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated and I think what will probably perhaps ask of Georges, our traffic consultant, if we 
do intent to make a findings statement, we get something from him that he’s reviewed the findings 
statement with regards to traffic. 
 
Jan Johannessen stated sure. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated so if you could circulate that as well to BFJ, so because from an environmental 
perspective that’s one of, the major environmental impact, so I just want to make sure that he wouldn’t 
have any additional comments.  Anything else from Staff on this?  Any other comments from Board 
members?  Alright, very good, so we will, we are going to adjourn this to the meeting of January 14th and 
we’ll see you then.  Thank you very much. The next item on the agenda is NY Luxury Motors of Mount 
Kisco, Jaguar/Land Rover for both 299 Kisco Avenue and 41 Kensico Drive.  These are being looked at 
jointly, this is a continued public hearing on site plan and a wetland permit for both sites.   
 
D. NY Luxury Motors of Mount Kisco, Inc. (Jaguar Land Rover Dealership) – 

299 Kisco Avenue 
 PB2017-0350 SBL 69.49-2-1 

Site Plan, Wetland Permit 
Continued Public Hearing 
 
NY Luxury Motors of Mount Kisco, Inc. (Jaguar Land Rover Service) – 
41 Kensico Drive 
PB2017-0351, SBL 69.50-1-2 
Site Plan, Wetland Permit 
Continued Public Hearing 

 
Mr. David Steinmetz of Zarin & Steinmetz; Mr. Diego Villareale and Mr. Paul Sysak of JMC were present. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated and while you get setup, we have information with a memorandum from JMC, we 
have short environmental assessment forms for both sites, we have some new site plan layouts and we have 
a great deal of information provided to us on brownfield and I’ll give it to you. 
 
Mr. Sysak stated good evening Chairman and members of the Board.  For the record, Paul Sysak from JMC 
Planning and Engineering.  I’m joined here tonight with Alexander Sphorer, the applicant AutoNation, 
David Steinmetz of Zarin & Steinmetz, project counsel and Diego Villareale from my office.  We’d like to 
take this opportunity to go through some of the iste plan changes that we’ve done as a result of input from 
your Board, Village Consultants, as well as the public from our first public hearing meeting.  So the first 
change that I’d just like to highlight is from 299 Kisco Avenue, making a small change, there was a 
comment from the Village Planning Consultant about the proposed pylon sign being located in the site 
triangle, we just relocated that out of there, easily just to avoid an additional variance that would be 
required by the ZBA.  There was some discussion early on about this emergency access second point onto 
Kisco Avenue, from listening at the work session, there was some correspondence between Jan and Village 
fire department, I will confirm but it sounds like that is not being required at this time.  And those are really 
the only changes that we have at the 299 site, obviously this would be effected in move in the subsequent 
version.  Second item that will be addressed was our sidewalk plan, if you recall we’re going to be 
connecting the sites with approximately 380 linear feet of 5 foot sidewalk.  We show a connection from the 
299 site, a curb ramp going along the northern side of Holiday Inn Drive, going across the existing entrance 
to Holiday Inn with another set of curb ramps, following due east to another set of ramps to a pedestrian 
crosswalk and home run right into the site.  As you know, we had a site walk with Village Staff before the 
preparation of this plan and we decided out there that this was the best side of the street to implement the 
sidewalk.  The next plan on a plan change was in response, was directly in response to the neighbor to the 
north of 41 property, 43. 
 
Mr. Villareale stated you’ll have to close it. 
 
Mr. Sysak stated so on the northern property line, I believe you also discussed this in your work session, 
there was some concern of visual threshold from our property to the parking lot that is being proposed as an 
accessory to the proposed building on the site.  AutoNation has agreed to install a six foot high privacy 
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fence along the whole frontage of that property line.  There is some mature trees that are along here that we 
intend to keep under proposed conditions, there are seven mature trees, there’s not a great amount of room 
but we feel that we are able to fit a fence in between their existing curb line and our property line which is 
in front of the trees.  So the trees that are here are all on the applicant’s property with the exception of that’s 
right on the property line.  So there is the ability to weave a little bit of the fence obviously, we’re going to 
be putting the posts in to best avoid the existing root systems which happens in application.  The… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated do you have any detail on what that fence, a proposed fence detail… 
 
Mr. Sysak stated yes, we provided a detail of this, this is what the applicant, it is a block vinyl clad fence, 
six foot high with privacy slats that would be, here is a picture of what it would look like here. And this 
fence will avoid, you know sometimes there’s white fencing, this will not need to be maintained as often as 
white fence with having to pressure wash it and all that… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated and just as a point, did you have any interaction with the neighbor to the north? 
 
Mr. Sysak stated we have not, other than having our discussion with him at the last meeting, we have no, 
we’re hoping that we have the chance to reach out to him before the meeting tonight assuming that he’d be 
here.  There were some other things that we wanted to discuss just based on some of the results from the 
environmental on 41 before you know, we approached him on some of those but in an effort to address his 
comment, we went ahead with this option. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated it would be my preference if you guys could just, you know, be in contact, I mean, 
maybe there's some, I don’t have any objection to this but there may be something that they would want to 
do together, maybe you know in terms of the look of the fence or whatever, so… 
 
Mr. Sysak stated absolutely and there is an existing galvanized fence I belive is up about 50% along most 
of, there is an existing building closer to the stream that we would be removing as well as part of that. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated right. 
 
Mr. Sysak stated we can certainly reach out to him. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated back to you, I didn’t want to sideline for a fence. 
 
Mr. Sysak stated that was really the highlights of the site plan changes. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you very much. 
 
Mr. Villareale stated good evening Mr. Chairman, members of Board. For the record Diego Villareale with 
JMC.  I just wanted to add one thing, Paul took you through the changes that were discussed at the last 
meeting, the last thing I just wanted to touch on quickly was the environmental consultant Langan 
Engineering, the work that they’ve been going through working with the DEC.  We did have an opportunity 
to listen to your work session and you did touch base on it.  Mr. Bainlardi, 100% accurate with a lot of the 
process that we have to go through, it is a very public process, there’s public comment periods that they 
gone through and its quite an extensive review that the DEC undertakes under the Brownfield Remediation 
Program and that’s, you can see the result of that in that 1,000 plus page document that was submitted to 
this Board.  That is a result of the back and forth with the DEC, all the supplemental testing that they 
require and everything else.  There is a very extensive review that’s being done by the DEC and Langan 
continues to work with them right now and we touch base with Jan on this prior to the meeting, we are 
working with them to get a better summary of the process on where we’ve been and where we’re going 
more importantly and how we’re going to get there over the next couple months to wrap up that process.  
We did receive their memo this evening, we’ll be submitting it to the Board, hopefully tomorrow which 
will just give you a better understanding of A. that 1,000 page report, what’s in there and the highlights and 
import pieces, we’ll try to pull that out to make it just a little easier to understand and more of a streamline 
process.  And then how the site plan current design, we heard comments regarding stormwater and how 
that’s going to work together with the soil cap that is being put on the site, it’s a one foot soil cap and 
landscaped area so that’s required and how that all works with the site plan that we have today.  So we’ll 
provide that information to this Board in a memo form just to give everybody a better understanding and 
then with the supplemental documents that are being asked for, the parts 2 and 3, this memo, we’re hopeful 
that at the next meeting the Board will be in a position to hopefully close the public hearing and act on 
SEQRA determination, we hope.  We need that information to move forward, get back to the ZBA, get an 
accepted application with the DEP.  There’s a lot of things that get triggered as a result of that SEQRA 
determination.  So hopefully we put this Board in a position to do that shortly. 
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Chairman Hertz stated and we’re, we clearly just have some questions that you’ll hopefully address.  
Obviously, one of the things that was brought in the work session was if you’re putting a membrane cap, 
how does that work with things being permeable… 
 
Mr. Villareale stated correct. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated if you go down a foot, you’re hitting something that’s impervious. 
 
Mr. Villareale stated but it’s not, just to be clear and maybe I can clarify some of those points right now.  
The intention is not put an impervious cap, it’s to create separation from humans or whatever, excretory 
construction and excavation for going down to the groundwater and it being extracted out.  The concern is 
taking it out, so pumping, stuff like that, excavation during construction when you’re dealing with 
interaction with groundwater, those are the concerns.  It’s not about water going in, there’s not an 
impervious cap and I’m sorry if that was conveyed by us… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated no, I don’t think it was, I think that was our misinterpretation. 
 
Mr. Villareale stated understood.  it’s not an impervious cap, it’s just a soil cap.  So water just as pervious 
pavement allows water to infiltrate through, landscaped areas on the site allow water to infiltrate through.  
That still will occur in the future.  So you will still have that no matter what.  it’s all a matter of the soil that 
exists on top of that groundwater layer and that’s what allows us to have those pervious pavers and utilize 
that practice as part of our stormwater pollution prevention plan. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay, well thank you for that.  So we are looking for something that helps us 
summarize those thousand pages of data and get a better handle on that… 
 
Mr. Villareale stated we have a memorandum that talks about you know, preventing contact with the 
contaminated water and how all that would work as part of the remedial action plan.  You were right in the 
discussion, there was a remedial investigation report that was prepared and that was what the DEC 
approved and now it’s the remedial action work plan that they have essentially reviewed and I think pretty 
much have accepted, it’s just we’re waiting on a final letter from them on that piece of it. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated so you’re basically going with contaminated groundwater, not with 
contaminated soils. 
 
Mr. Villareale stated correct and what they have found and again, will be covered in the report.  It’s 
contaminated groundwater that started at an offsite location and travelled to this property.  And that’s one 
of the reasons it’s part of the Brownfield Remediation Program, it’s a voluntary program that they entered 
to go through this very detailed process with the DEC, have them review everything and then go through 
the remedial process with the DEC overseeing everything as well, just so the Board is aware, the DEC stays 
involved as we go through this process, straight through to the end. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay. 
 
Ms. Pickard stated so if you’re adding a foot of soil to all the landscaped areas, how does that effect all the 
vegetation you’re planning on keeping, like all the trees along the north side. 
 
Mr. Villareale stated it’s not necessarily adding a foot of soil, it’s just making sure we have a foot of soil.  
So in areas where you have two or three feet to groundwater, that area doesn’t necessarily need to be 
touched… 
 
Ms. Pickard stated okay. 
 
Mr. Villareale stated it’s just making sure that at least a one foot cap in all areas, that’s all 
 
Ms. Pickard stated okay, thank you. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated any other questions from Board members?  Comments from Staff? Questions from 
Staff? 
 
Jan Johannessen stated just that we’re waiting on parts two and three of the EAF and I believe the Board 
had asked the applicant to provide written response to the public hearing comments from the last meeting.  
Those are the only things we’re waiting for.  We did talk to Diego this afternoon and we agreed that a full 
submission of the site plan will accompany the next submission with parts two and three. 
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Mr. Villareale stated yes, so we won’t be referencing one sheet here, it will just be one complete set of 
documents, this way you’re not referencing one sheet from a resubmission. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated yes, so this will get integrated into the full plan set? 
 
Mr. Villareale stated into one complete set, correct. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay… 
 
Mr. Steinmetz stated Chairman, just a procedural point… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated yes? 
 
Mr. Steinmetz stated while we had hoped, David Steinmetz from the law firm of Zarin & Steinmetz.  While 
we had hoped your Board would entertain closing the public hearing this evening, we understand why 
you’re not, that was made clear to us by Staff and certainly at the work session.  However, in light of the 
fact that we think we pretty much have a handle on what the final remaining detail and comments are and 
we think we can address these now. And in light of the fact that there is no further comment from the 
public, we would ask the Board to have Staff, potentially have a negative declaration ready at the next 
meeting, so that if in fact you’re in a position to close the public hearing at the next meeting, we suspect 
you would and if in fact we’ve answered your questions between now and then, which we believe we can, 
we could at least advance the process.  AutoNation has made it very clear to us that they’re not surprisingly 
getting a fair amount of pressure from the manufacturers to advance.  We’ve explained both to our client 
and they to the manufacturers the process that we’re going through, the site that we’re dealing with.  We 
would just ask for as much cooperation and acknowledgment by your Board as possible. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated and I think your request is reasonable assuming that we get the amount of 
information that we need… 
 
Mr. Steinmetz stated got it. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated because you know our Staff needs to… 
 
Jan Johannessen stated I think the submission deadline is next, potentially next week. 
 
Mr. Steinmetz stated a couple days, yeah. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated yeah. 
 
Mr. Villareale stated I’ll rephrase, not necessarily the next meeting but once we get that information in, it 
may be the second meeting that we attend… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated I am happy to direct the Planner to draft those SEQRA Findings, at the earlies 
moment in which he is comfortable… 
 
Mr. Steinmetz stated understood. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated that he has all the information he needs. 
 
Mr. Villareale stated that’s all we can ask. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated and then we’ll obviously close the public hearing, we can probably close it at the 
next meeting if we hear nothing substantial, if everything’s, even if we haven’t made that full deadline but 
if we’ve gotten the information we can probably do that. 
 
Mr. Steinmetz stated we appreciate that. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated you’re very welcome. Alright, procedurally, so we will adjourn this public hearing 
until January 14th which is the next regularly scheduled meeting of this Planning Board.  Hopefully you’ll 
have enough information in time to submit and we’ll try to move this project forward as quickly as we can.  
Are there any other items from Staff on this application that we’re still waiting on?  Anthony, anything 
from you? 
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Anthony Oliveri stated the only thing I had added was the narrative on the steep slopes that required.  Just 
detailing how all the criteria in the steep slopes law is addressed.  That’s just something that ends up, I 
don’t know that it’s really needed for a SEQRA Determination at this point. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated do we have steep slopes in here? 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated was that the… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated do either of these sites have steep slopes on them? I don’t believe they do. 
 
Anthon Oliveri stated no, maybe not… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated we have so many, literally every other site here has steep slopes… 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated that might have been on another application. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated I don’t believe we have steep slopes on this… 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated never mind. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated no, I’m hearing you. 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated then I’m good. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated we have wetland and site plan for both of these applications, so… 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated it’s the flood plain… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated that’s what the item was that we discussed during the work session. 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated thank you. 
 
Mr. Villareale stated so noted. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated it’s the very un-steep slopes that we’re looking for more information… 
 
Anthony Oliveri stated it’s the very flat… 
 
Mr. Steinmetz stated they look so similar, that’s the problem. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, anything else before we let them go?  Alright, thank you very much we’ll 
see you at the next meeting, have a good holiday. 
 
Mr. Steinmetz stated thank you. 
 
Mr. Villareale stated thank you. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, that concludes the and I will make the statement over again which is all of 
these public hearings that we had today are still open to the public for written comment, you can send in 
mail to the Village at Village Hall or you can e-mail the Planning Board.  The next item, that closes all of 
these public hearings for tonight, we’ve adjourned them all.  The next application is a formal application, 
VKS Architects for Fortunato Cambareri, 151-155, additionally 147 Lexington Avenue.  This is for Site 
Plan. 
 
E. VKS Architects for Fortunato Cambareri – 151-155 (147) Lexington Avenue 
 PB2019-0387, SBL 80.32-2-10 
 Site Plan 
 
Mr. Viktor Solarik of VKS Architects was present. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, Peter do you want to just introduce this application? 
 
Mr. Miley stated sure. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you. 
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Mr. Miley stated before you this evening is 147 Lexington Avenue, it consists of 4 separate buildings 
located on one lot, labeled as A, B, C and D.  Each of these buildings according to our records has been in 
existence since the early 1930’s, some of these underwent some changes during the course of time.  When 
they were initially built, I can confirm that building A, which is the building we’re all familiar with, which 
is Thai Angels and now currently a two-family residence, started as a rooming house.  It had residences, it 
only changed from a rooming house to a two-family dwelling with the commercial establishment below.  
Part of the application is going to include legalizing that space as a two-family dwelling above a 
commercial establishment.  The building further north, which is also a residence, contains a two-family, 
this is building B, contains a two-family dwelling, independent building, also located on the same lot.  
According to our records indicated that this did also start as residence.  Then we have two other buildings, 
heading east, one further southeast which is the building located to the right corner, labeled today as 
building D, contains a garage with a one-family dwelling above it, five room one family dwelling which 
also can be confirmed that it was in existence way before our Code was changed in 1955.  And the last 
building to the left, which at one point was a barn with an indicated as two rooms above, no explanation of 
what those room as, we assume they were in connection with one of the other residences, now today is an 
independent dwelling.  So we have six residences… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated and that’s building C? 
 
Mr. Miley stated that’s building D. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated that’s building D. 
 
Mr. Miley stated C and D are similar, just one is larger than the other. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay. 
 
Mr. Miley stated they’re all contained on one lot with significant of parking, significant amount of 
impervious surface.  There’s been some paving done, in 2011 some striping, I have notes indicated by my 
predecessor indicating that it required site plan approval then.  They’re here today to legalize the entire site, 
propose some improvements and get input from this Board as to what those improvements will be. It does 
require a variance for the building, excuse me, residence located over a barn.  But we’re dealing with an 
existing, you know, site, with four separate structures, six residences and one commercial restaurant located 
along Lexington Avenue.  That about sums it up.  So they’re before the Board tonight just to give you an 
explanation, I’m under the assumption that the owner has purchased it in this manner and made some 
improvements along the way, he has complied with all the fire safety items that were noted.  So this is the 
last issue, is the use issue and essentially site plan approval. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you.  Viktor? 
 
Mr. Solarik stated good evening, Viktor Solarik, VKS Architects, Fortunato Cambareri, the owner, is able 
to join us even though I understand he’s moving and a very busy schedule.  Thank you for having us here 
tonight.  As Mr. Miley pointed out, this property goes back to 1928 and there’s actually a record of those 
four buildings existing then, so we’re 90 years going strong.  And the, our understanding of the buildings 
have been sort of converted over the years, by the way Mr. Cambareri purchased the property in 2002, 
everything that is there today, existed then.  As required by the Town Code, Mr. Cambareri had annual fire 
inspections and for years everything worked out and the first inspector pointed out things here and there but 
eventually it can to light that these buildings don’t have certificate of occupancy and there’s actually no site 
plan, approved site plan for the property.  So that’s why we are here tonight, to start the process of 
legalizing all the existing uses, granted that some of them are not in compliance with the Zoning Code, like 
in building C, the apartment above the garage and then we have issues with the impervious lot coverage 
where we are over, I can give you the number, we are over 90%, of course that’s way more than is 
permitted… 
 
Mr. Miley stated Chairman, sorry to interject Viktor, just to give you the numbers, 91.6% 
 
Mr. Solarik stated thank you. 
 
Mr. Miley stated coverage allows 70%. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated so we’re 91.6 where we’re trying to be 70. 
 
Mr. Miley stated correct. 
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Mr. Solarik stated so we understand we need to go to the Zoning Board but we’re looking for the Planning 
Board to give us input and comments and things that the Board feels we need to accomplish before we can 
be referred to the Zoning Board. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated thank you and I appreciate that.  And I appreciate the position of the property owner.  
So while, I think we’re, you know with regards to fire safety and a lot of other things you’re close and I 
don’t think there are any issues there.  I think the question for this Board is, can we make come 
improvements to the property that would bring it more in conformity with the zoning and try to make the 
site work a little bit better.  So one of the questions that I actually have and I’m looking at your drawing, 
when we look at building C, right now it says building C first floor garage but in your blow up, that garage 
space says owner storage.  And I understand, I have not been on the site back there, I’ve been in Thai 
Angels and I’m familiar with the front area of the site, I have not done a site walk yet.  Is that garage 
functional as a garage and is it being use, can it be used as a garage? 
 
Mr. Solarik stated it can be made as a garage, it’s really not used right now as a garage. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated so if it were designated as storage and used as storage, can we get around the issue, 
we’d have to take it off the parking count as a parking space… 
 
Mr. Miley stated yeah, they’ve bene granted some historical parking credits based on the year of the 
buildings and residences, you know if you’re doing an analysis, they have adequate parking based on the 
change of uses over the years, it’s not current, it’s not complying with regards to today’s standards. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated so I guess m question is, can we eliminate… 
 
Mr. Miley stated the storage. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated a couple of these uses to perhaps keep, you know, eliminate a variance and possibly 
make the site function a little bit better? 
 
Mr. Miley stated if I’m reading your correctly, taking away some of the impervious and creating a parking 
space, offsetting it… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated or getting rid of parking inside in C. 
 
Mr. Miley stated I think we could, I’m sure. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated so one of the questions is, if it’s currently storage and it’s not, it’s being counted I 
believe, it’s got a number, it’s… 
 
Jan Johannessen stated it’s counted as a, it’s shown as a parking space. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated it’s shown as a parking space but if it’s not being used as a parking space and you 
don’t need it as a parking space, can we get around a variance by really making it storage?  Is that 
something that’s functional?  That would be a question that we would have, you’d have to make that 
determination, if that is something that you would be interested in doing.  And the same question would of 
the space in Building D.  My understand, just by looking at that, I don’t even understand how you can drive 
into that space and still use space 17, at all. 
 
Jan Johannessen stated you can’t. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated right, so unless you have a mini-cooper cut in half.  Is space 18, which is the space 
inside building D, is that really a space?  So I think what we’re looking to do is see if you know, it looks 
like the parking areas in the very rear of the property, well it’s not the very rear, well in front of C and D 
and between building A and building D, if there’s an opportunity to create more space in that area because 
those might not be particularly functional areas, anyway, which would help tremendously on coverage.  If 
you eliminated the space in C, you’d be removing the, am I correct Peter?  That you’d be removing the 
issue of parking over a garage, if it were no longer a garage? 
 
Mr. Miley stated well yes, I still want to look at the Code to make sure I’m not… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay but theory, if we, if that space were permanently designated as storage or 
something else… 
 
Mr. Miley stated I believe the Code indicates residence above commercial, I just want to confirm that. 
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Chairman Hertz stated okay, so that would be a question but… 
 
Mr. Miley stated yeah. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated there perhaps is a way to eliminate a variance and perhaps make the site function 
better.  What I think we’re looking for is how can we remove some of impervious surface to get closer and 
no one expects you to miraculously create more space and remove half of your or quarter of the property.  
But can we come into better compliance with some of these requirements without creating hardships for 
you, is really the question, so.  Let me open it up to other Board members. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated I had said during the work session that with the complexity f the buildings and the 
parking and all of that, sometimes on paper it’s not the same as visiting the site and I would recommend to 
the Board and to yourself and the owner that we set aside some time, half hour maybe to do a full site visit 
with a total explanation of all this.  So that is one item that I would like to address with the Board.  I know 
the holidays are on us and there’s a need to push forward… 
 
Mr. Solarik stated we’ll make ourselves available. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated but I think we should… okay. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated so normally I would say, a lot of these sites we can go to by ourselves, this I think 
would be, we’d have some advantage to having you there, so to that end and to try to expedite this, if we 
push this later in December, we’re all going to get stuck with the holidays.  If we make this this Saturday 
morning, how does that, how miserable is that for everyone? 
 
Ms. Pickard stated I cannot do Saturday. 
 
Mr. Hochstein stated I can’t do Saturday. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated you can’t do Saturday? 
 
Mr. Hochstein stated I can’t either. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated you could? 
 
Mr. Hochstein stated I cannot. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated I’m okay. 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated I’m okay. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated you’re okay, Ralph are you okay?  
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated yes. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated John? Are you a maybe? 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated this Saturday should be okay. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated I see that I’m at a wedding in the afternoon, so I have the morning available.  We 
have four members, what I would, I think it makes sense, I can’t do Sunday. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated well we need to reach out to Bill, he may be available. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated right. 
 
Mr. Hochstein stated what time are you thinking on Saturday? 
 
Chairman Hertz stated around 9:30? Does that work? 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated absolutely for me. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated what about you guys, what’s a good time in the morning? 
 
Mr. Bonforte stated I’m flexible. 
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Mr. Vigliotti stated 9, 9:30 is fine. 
 
Ms. Pickard stated I might be able to run down at 9. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated the hope is that this is quick but I think we want to look behind the building and get 
an understanding there and maybe we can something quickly.  And quite frankly, if you can’t make it at 
that time, do we have the owner’s permission to come on the site and walk around, would that be 
acceptable if they can’t make it at that moment? 
 
Mr. Cambareri stated sure. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay, thank you. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated what time? 
 
Chairman Hertz stated 9:30 Saturday, does that work for… 
 
Mr. Solarik stated I’ll certainly make myself available, absolutely. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay, so we’ll plan to have a site visit then. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated thank you. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated but let’s dig into this a little bit more before we get there because I don’t want to, 
our next meeting is a month from now, so let’s give you as much input as we can at this moment.  Peter, are 
there any other issues that you see that we need to address on this? 
 
Mr. Miley stated I’m just looking at the Code now, I think there’s no way around a variance for the 
residence and we’re dealing with just the one, the one furthest southwest was indicated on the 1929 map as 
being a residence above a garage which was permitted back up until the 1954 Code.  The other just change 
from having sleeping areas I’m assuming or two rooms above a barn which would be similar to [inaudible] 
I think, if possible, I think the direction and I’m not speaking on behalf of the Board but maybe it’s a 
recommendation, if we’re going to eliminate some impervious, try to make one or two of those garages 
actually work if it’s possible and count that as an actual parking space. 
 
Jan Johannessen stated I think that getting in and out of those garages, looks like its possible on paper but 
when you’re at the site, it’s incredibly tight. 
 
Mr. Hochstein stated how many spaces would they need additionally, if you took away the two garages, 
how much space would they need in addition?  Two more or…? 
 
Mr. Miley stated a total count? 
 
Mr. Hochstein stated yeah. 
 
Mr. Miley stated I don’t have that count with me because some of them didn’t require any parking spaces 
with the inception of the first Code. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated so the parking is in the middle of the two tables.  So building C which is the smallest 
one, because it’s preexisting, arguably it doesn’t require [inaudible] parking… 
 
Mr. Miley stated C, I’m sorry Viktor, C is the one in question that was converted, so that would require 
parking.  C is when it went from two rooms to an apartment, so that would require one and half spaces just 
for that one. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated okay, so one and half spaces for building C.  So either backwards in building D, 
wouldn’t that require parking? 
 
Mr. Miley stated it didn’t require parking when it was constructed, correct. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated so they, alright so for the residential use we require arguably 7 parking spaces. 
 
Mr. Miley stated you have the two family above Thai Angels which would require parking, building C 
which would require parking and parking for the restaurant.  Those are the spaces that are required… 
 
Mr. Solarik stated right. 
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Mr. Miley stated and then visitor spaces. 
 
Mr. Hochstein stated would it be possible if you took away the parking at C and D, the two garages and 
then the outdoor spot next to D, if you land banked, if you made the whole in between all four buildings 
behind A and B and in front of C and D all greenspace and then just land banked would that be allowed? 
 
Mr. Miley stated are you talking about taking the buildings down? 
 
Mr. Hochstein stated no, no, no, the parking, the two garages, taking those spaces away and then 17… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated there are three spaces there in total, 17,18 and 19. 
 
Mr. Hochstein stated yeah, if you took those away and just land banked. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated so Pete, what’s involved in getting us what you believe is based on current 
conditions, a count of what you think the parking requirement is? 
 
Mr. Miley stated well I have a count that based and proposed, and there’s enough parking, there’s not 
enough parking today, it’s noncompliant with respect to today’s standards but there is adequate parking 
based on the historical credit and what’s, there’s excess parking actually but we can eliminate, I mean 
there’s some that just don’t work like Jan indicated, 17 just doesn’t work. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated right. 
 
Mr. Miley stated and I mean, on paper like Jan indicated, building C does appear that a car could back out 
and pull away but it may not be possible when you look at the site visit depending on topography and other 
factors. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay. 
 
Jan Johannessen stated there might be other structures back there too, I’m not sure, it appeared a lot tighter. 
 
Mr. Miley stated yeah and as far as building D, eliminating 17 and perhaps relocating the dumpster, I’m not 
sure if there’s enough.  They’d have to indicate with some sort of K-turn if it works or not.  If it does, then 
we can add that as a parking space for the building or the apartment above, it can be utilized.  So I think 
there’s a little work to do, some with the site visit, some recommendations I think this could be a workable 
site. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated any other comments? 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated yeah, just a general comment about the residences above the barn and the garage.  I’m 
assuming that they meet health safety codes, ingress/egress, all of that… 
 
Mr. Miley stated he went through a significant amount of improvements with respect to fire safety and Mr. 
Cambareri has essentially provided everything we asked for.  Its code compliant, fire safety wise. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated good, good.  As one member of Board, 91.6% that ranks in the top 1% of ground 
coverage in the Village and somehow, someway I’d like to be able to see that number get in the 80 range, 
as opposed to almost 92%.  Maybe we can come up and brainstorm on site and figure something out. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated I think that walking the site and looking at what’s there and looking at the different 
surfaces that have been paved over the years, different pavement, you know different people did different 
things.  We might be able to find something.   
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated okay. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated if we can remove some of the blacktop and replace it with some permeable pavers… 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated okay. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated I think that would be a solution that certainly goes in the right direction. 
 
Mr. Vigliotti stated okay. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated again, we’re not going to, we’ll do whatever is needed I think to make it better. 
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Mr. Vigliotti stated okay. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay but just for what it’s worth.  While permeable pavers are you know, help for 
infiltration, they’re still lot coverage. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated understood. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated so I think we’re looking for some greenery. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated we’ve been there before, yes. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated yeah, some areas where we can remove and go back to green. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated that’s going to be tough but… 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated there’s actually on the north property line, you see the three parking spots right near the 
street and there’s an area that’s not designated as a parking space, if there is enough turning around to 
maneuver around the building, I think there might be strip of land that perhaps could be freed up and given 
back to greenery. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated okay. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated just for one and then I think we have to walk around all the buildings and look at every 
spot. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated we’re certainly hoping that you know, the street continues to improve its look, we’re 
expecting additional applications that are going to take advantage of the new zoning changes.  So anything 
we can do to approve the streetscape, would be advantageous to you, as well as to the Town.  Okay, any 
other comments before we… 
 
Mr. Miley stated I would just would recommend after the site visit, you e-mail comments to myself and 
Jan, we’ll sit down with the applicant for one more free meeting and try to incorporate those comments into 
providing a second submission. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated that would be great. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated Jan are you going to plan on being there? 
 
Jan Johannessen stated I believe I’m available on Saturday. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated that’d be great, that would be very useful, then you’ll hear everything first hand. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated the only thing I’d like to add is to the applicant.  You know your property and 
how you use it best, so think about it before Saturday, preferably and if you want to advocate for something 
in particular, I think you know where we want to try to add, then do so.  Because I want to hear what your 
feedback is as to what you’d like to see or not see, what’s problematic, what’s not problematic, as opposed 
to us sitting here and trying to dictate.  Where you can be helpful there would be I think in your best 
interest. 
 
Mr. Cambareri stated sounds good. 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, thank you very much, we’ll see you Saturday and take it from there. 
 
Mr. Solarik stated you want some coffee? 
 
Chairman Hertz stated alright, that being the last item on the agenda, do I have a motion to adjourn. 
 
Vice Chair Bainlardi stated so moved. 
 
Chairman Hertz asked for all in favor.  The motion carried by a vote of 6 to 0. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 8:35 pm. 


