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

Village/Town of Mount Kisco held on Monday, November 2, 2020 at 7:00 p.m. in the 

Frank J. DiMicco Board Room, Village Hall, 104 Main Street, Mount Kisco, New York and 

via video conference. 

 

  Present:  Mayor Gina Picinich 

     Deputy Mayor Jean Farber 

     Trustee Peter Grunthal 

Trustee David Squirrell 

     Trustee Karen Schleimer 

 

 Also Present:  Edward Brancati, Village Manager 

Kenneth Famulare, Assistant Village Manager 

Whitney Singleton, Village Attorney 

Robert Wheeling, Village Treasurer 

 

Absent:  

 

Mayor Picinich opened the Village Board Meeting and asked everyone to 

rise for the pledge of allegiance.   Mayor Picinich went on to say that 

tomorrow was Election Day; those who have not already cast their vote will 

do so on a local level and higher level and it is her hope that everyone 

across this country will find the strength and the patience to accept the voice  

the American people put forth at the voting booth.  

 

6:40PM – Interview - Planning 

6:50PM – Interview - Planning 

 

 

Public Hearing- Zoning Amendment 

Join Zoom Meeting 
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/5391791307 

Zoom ID# 539 179 1307 

 

Mayor Picinich opened the public hearing.  She noted that the zoning amendment 

before them is for a builder bonus for our development downtown.  This is an incentive 

for a builder to provide things that we value.  One of the things they have agreed to and 

that already exists in our current zoning is that if full parking was replaced, we would 

provide for an additional ten (10) feet of height for the building in the North Moger lot.  

This is not a change; this already exists in the zoning, what would be a change in 

addition to the parking replacement, is the community benefit of interior civic space that 

we were choosing to dedicate to the Arts Council; also some affordable units were 

identified as work force units.  These units would be at 90% AMI.  In exchange for these 

things we would allow for a reduced set back on any garage structure on the North 

Moger lot that has public parking as well as building and development coverage that 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/5391791307
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exists in the underlying zoning district. 

 

Linda Longo of 25 Stewart Place began by thanking the Board for allowing her to 

express her concern.  When she spoke the last time she was concerned with the noise 

and dust from the construction.  Today she would request the Board take a closer look at 

the proposal plan in front of them before signing any contract with the developer.  She 

would like the Board to picture the development after construction and let it come alive 

full, in scale, and experience the problem of parking, traffic flow, walking, getting to any 

place in the area.  After you take a close look at it you may want to modify the plan.   

She would like to address the issue that would affect her quality of life after 

construction.  It is her understanding that the building in the South Moger lot will have a 

supermarket; if there is, where would the loading dock be located and where would 

deliveries be made?  How would delivery trucks and other service vehicles access the 

area?  If the access road for large vehicles will be routed to Britton Lane my 

neighborhood would be destroyed and so will the daily life of all living at Stewart Place; 

and also for the people who take the train or those who park at the train station to get 

to the Temple at Stewart Place.  Also the merchants on Britton Lane.  You are going to 

trash the original transit-oriented development which is Stewart Heights and trash the 

property value.  Please do not approve the zoning amendment intending to increase the 

height of the building in the North Moger lot until you study the large plan and the 

negative impact on our residents because she is really concerned that it is going to be 

taller than what it is.  She expressed this to the Board at the last meeting that she 

doesn’t want out little town to turn into a city.  It is going to be so congested that our 

values of where we live will go down and I don’t want to move out of Mount Kisco at all, 

but if this happens people will leave.  People are already talking about it.  This is why we 

moved here; to get away from the city and away from all these things and wishes they 

would consider this before signing into a project that residents do not know anything 

about.   She hopes they could understand where she is coming from and she is speaking 

for those who are too shy or scared to speak.  We gave them an inch and now they want 

a mile.  We all know how developers are, they start a project and then say let’s add this 

and this and we might be biting off more than we can chew in this little Village.  

 

Russell Davidson who owns a business in the Village began by saying he felt that 

this was an important project to speak on.  He is strongly in favor of this development in 

Mount Kisco and hopes the Village will move forward with the project.  He was born in 

Mount Kisco, his business started on Kirby Plaza and moved to a few places prior to 

reaching his destination on Main Street.  He employs thirty (30) professionals who are 

drawn to Mount Kisco because of its walkable nature and have watched it deteriorate 

over many years.  As with many small towns, the retail has faded and what it needs is 

more people living downtown, we need feet on the streets and he thinks that there is a 

need for parking, but that this proposal takes care of that need.  He is not afraid of a 

little more traffic because that is what everybody needs.  He attracts design 

professionals from all over the Northeast and they have been attracted to the Mount 

Kisco location and have stayed for ten (10) to fifteen (15) years, but as the town starts 

to fade you lose the young professionals to Manhattan.  We would have liked to have 

been the architect on this project, but we are not and that is fine; we are proud to call 

Mount Kisco our home.  If the town does not do something to revitalize now, they will 

not attract the young medical professionals or other professionals to stay in Mount Kisco.  

He knows a project of this scale is never easy; there is always some anxiety during the 

construction phase, but this is really something that needs to happen.  This is from 

someone who has known it for his whole life.  This is the time we need people to live 

downtown and thanks the Board for taking this on.  As a design professional who speaks 

nationally at transit-oriented conferences, this is exactly what Mount Kisco needs.    

 

John Rhodes of Stewart Place began by saying he has two separate comments to 

make; one on behalf of the CAC (Conservation Advisory Council) and a personal 

comment.  He went on to say that the CAC had met and taken a lot of time discussing 

the development with the information given.  The CAC has some concerns; one being 
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the increase in development coverage.  This is disturbing to us because he has seen it 

happen at other properties in town; there was a project before the Planning Board to 

increase to 100% and the plan that showed that didn’t have a patch of grass or a tree.  

He is not saying that this developer would not plan to have some grassy area or trees 

planted, but with them being able to have 100% coverage now they would not have to.  

This along with the reduced setback increases the building coverage from 70% to 80% 

and the increase in businesses; all of this magnifies the impact of local residences.   The 

people along North Moger are going to have this parking structure backed up to their 

properties with the reduced setbacks.  The second thing is that we talked about this a lot 

over the past three (3) years, but this development plan does not outline their concerns 

on traffic.  Since the very first design meetings a lot of people who live and work 

downtown have shown concern on traffic flow and there were no answers to that.  We 

were told that there were ideas for changing the patterns of the lights, having a different 

entrance to Kirby Commons, but those are not really dealing with the problems, 

especially getting in and out of the North Moger lot.   There is also a concern about 

traffic on specific streets such as Main Street near the North Moger lot, North Moger 

Avenue itself.  Right now it is unclear according to the plans what is going to be done 

there.  HomeGoods to change their small entrance to a larger entrance to get in and out; 

Britton Lane a quiet street in town looks like it will be the way in and out of delivery 

trucks.  If there is a supermarket slotted to be there then we are going to have tractor 

trailers coming in and out of that neighborhood to get to that loading dock.  It does not 

seem that this is well thought out unless we do not have all the details you have.  What 

is going to happen to the shops on South Moger and what is going to happen in terms of 

going in and out of the garage.  These are all things that should be made public since it 

is going to impact the public so that they can discuss it.  They are concerned that the 

implementation of the current plan would cause a bottleneck going in and out of the 

North Moger lot onto Main Street and there was discussion of creating a cut through 

which would have a devastating effect on the neighborhood.  So they are recommending 

that there be a traffic study because the traffic is the primary issue here.  People like the 

idea of having more shops and more residences and parking downtown, but not at the 

cost of the Village being in gridlock.  They recommend the traffic study be done prior to 

the Village passing any zoning amendments or signing any agreement because we may 

have some serious regrets in the future.  The third concern is the affordable units being 

proposed; we saw the letter from the County basically saying they are not contesting the 

number, but that it has to be at 80% of AMI (Area Median Income), but this agreement 

says 90% AMI which is not in alignment with what the County is agreeing with.   The 

rental for the better apartments on South Moger are going to be about $4,500 a month 

and for that you rent a whole house; who is going to pay that rent right now that people 

are not commuting and would rather live in a small house.  That is something that 

should be considered.  The fourth point from the CAC is more concerned than ever that 

there is no construction management plan to address the dust, noise, traffic, and related 

problems.  The estimate that he saw from the developer is three (3) to four (4) years of 

construction time in a highly populated section of town.  It is not unusual to have strict 

guidelines of construction management be included in RFP’s (Request for Proposals), 

LOI’s (Letter of Intent), and other documents; we have been asking for this for a few 

years and have been told that it will come at a later time, it may be too late when 

dealing with the Planning Board.  The Planning Board may be met with restrictions due 

to the clauses that are before you in this amendment.   In the LOI and plan there is a 

clause that says if the SEQR (State Environmental Quality Review) results in a set of 

findings under which provisions that transaction documents cannot be completed due to 

these terms will be deemed not satisfied unless the parties amend the contract to 

include the SEQR findings.  Maybe Whitney or someone else can illuminate him on this, 

but it seems to him that this is a sword over the Planning and Zoning Boards because 

once you sign the final agreement with the developer; if the Planning Board find that for 

example they have too much lighting at the North Moger parking garage then they can 

say no and walk away from this project.  They can do this with any of the SEQR findings 

and this is unprecedented power that is being given to a developer that can restrict the 

authority of the Planning and Zoning Boards when you are saying that you do not want 
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to restrict the power of the Planning Board.   The CAC feels that there are so many 

unanswered questions and so many people that do not know that this is going on and 

have not had a chance to comment; continue these hearings and interactive forums 

where people get answers to their questions in this complex manner.  The benefit of 

keeping these public hearings open is that it would let the new Trustee time to get up to 

speed on this matter.  After all, you as the Board will be remembered for what you did or 

didn’t do with this development and thirty (30) years from now you will be the Board 

that either took the time to get this right or didn’t take the time to make sure all the t’s 

were crossed and i’s were dotted.  

 

As a resident of downtown Mount Kisco, Mr. Rhodes continued to say, I am very 

concerned about the continued expansion of the Kirby Commons project, as reflected in 

the proposed Zoning Amendment.  First, I’d like to say that this area is not just a 

“Business District,” it’s our neighborhood—with hundreds of families living in downtown 

Mount Kisco, and it has been that for more than a hundred years.  Every day I see 

people walking to work, walking to the train to commute, and, of course, these days 

many more people are working from home.  I see children playing in the front and back 

yards, and there are lots of small, family-owned shops serving both residents and 

visitors.  You may not think of this part of town as a neighborhood, and I would not 

blame you.  It is far from the Chase, Timber Ridge, and even Captain Merritt’s Hill, but 

together with our sister neighborhood to the North around Barker Street, it contains a 

significant percentage of the families in our Village.  I am very concerned about the 

impact that proposed construction on Village property in the South and North Moger lots 

could have on the quality of life and even the health of families in our neighborhood. 

Many of us have been asking for several years that a set of requirements for the 

construction management plan be established by the Trustees, and that the other 

impacts on the neighborhood (including traffic and pedestrian safety), be set as a high 

priority in the final plan.  There is a basic flaw in the Zoning Amendment before the 

Board of Trustees.  This flaw goes way beyond the many valid questions raised by 

neighborhood residents and shopkeepers, way beyond the “we’ll fix it later” answers to 

the design and impact issues involved in plonking down such massive structures in an 

already overcrowded downtown.  Even beyond the question “why is this amendment 

needed at all,” when the “amenities” supposedly granted to the Village in return for 

these major concessions to the developer were all requested in the RFP— and the Mayor 

and Village Manager tell us that “there’s nothing in the amendment that they couldn’t do 

under the existing zoning.”  Our Village Board appears not to have heeded the requests 

and opinions of dozens of residents and experts during the Comprehensive Plan Design 

Workshops and the Hearing that followed.  Many public comments and the survey 

showed that quite a few townspeople had serious concerns about the scale and impact of 

the original plan.  Another point: At the last meeting Ed Brancati said that neighborhood 

people do not have to be notified because we are more than 50 feet away from the 

proposed change and parking lot wall! Now, it might possibly be true that that is the 

letter of the law, but I do not think that that’s good, inclusive government.  In addition 

to the folks up on Barker and North Moger, all the residents on Britton Lane and Stewart 

Place, including the Hebrew Congregation, will be heavily impacted by this change, 

whether they live 75 feet away or 450 feet away from the supermarket loading dock, the 

parking structure, or the other planned features of the project.  I’d like to see a real 

effort made to inform all the impacted residents and shopkeepers about the latest 

revisions of the amendment and plan, so that they can have a chance to voice their 

questions and concerns.  And those changes are not minor ones.  This is not the small 

mixed-use development that we discussed at dozens of meetings and hearings a couple 

of years ago. It includes a major shopping center, garage, and loading dock crammed in 

between the small shops on Moger Street and a densely populated residential 

neighborhood.  This developer’s original proposal was criticized by the Village’s own 

planner for not providing the promenade and other amenities requested in the 

Comprehensive plan and the RFP.  Even some members of this Board have commented 

that the scale of the proposal was too large and dense for our downtown.  We rely on 

our Village staff and elected officials to do what’s best for the residents and local 
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shopkeepers of our town, but in order to fulfill this responsibility, you need to be 

responsive to the expressed needs and concerns by residents and business owners, to 

make sure that those concerns are fully and respectfully addressed, and that these 

concerns are reflected in changes in the final draft before any agreement or lease is 

signed.  As a downtown resident, who moved here because of the peaceful environment 

and natural beauty of this village, I’m requesting that you “Vote Nay” on the Zoning 

Amendment before you or, at the very least, continue this hearing until the revised plans 

can be made public, and the Village has time to organize some public interactive forums. 

This would give everyone who will be impacted by this major change in our 

neighborhood a chance to have their questions answered, and their concerns addressed.  

Thanks again to you and all the Village staff for your hard work to help get our 

community through this difficult time.  

 

Markus Buergler began by saying that he has two items; one being due diligence.  

We have not received a report on the findings on any soil that has contamination that 

needs remediation, this needs to be known and to be included in the schedule.  The 

second point is in the LOI, issued about a year ago, there are at least two items, a 

circulation diagram and a floor plan.  These documents are conflicting, it shows an exit 

of the parking lot onto South Moger and that is not the intent according to the circulation 

plan.  It will be disruptive to the pedestrian circulation of this plan on South Moger 

Avenue.  In this case the circulation plan should prevail.  The plans suggest a parking 

structure with slanted floors, so you do not need a ramp; while some plans show a ramp 

internally.  These documents in one way or another should be attached to the zoning 

amendment should be updated.  Then, as part of the due diligence, you can see if it is 

comprehensive; FEMA may issue flood maps and lot 1 is in the flood map.  Citibank is at 

the edge of that map because they are at least a foot above the zoning and parking.  

This is something the developer should take into consideration so there is no risk of 

flooding or there will be issues for insurance on the side development.   

 

Ralph Vigliotti began by saying that everyone should be allowed to have their 

time; those who are speaking are giving their opinions and views that others may not be 

giving.  He went on to say that he has thirty (30) questions for the Board which he will 

send in an email, but wanted to go through a few of them.  He wants to be mindful; he 

owns a home on North Moger Avenue which is why he is speaking as he is concerned for 

himself and his neighbors.  This is the biggest project in Mount Kisco since Urban 

Renewal and thinks that they should move at a slower pace.  He has been in their seats 

and understands what it is like to have a full-time job, a family, and a part time job as a 

Trustee or Mayor of a Village.  It takes a lot of time to get up to speed on a project of 

this size meanwhile Charter, they have hundreds of people on this project, assigned full 

time to this project and they know the ins and outs; they have spelled out what they are 

going to do.  You are signing up with them as much as they are signing up with you, but 

you have little control.  He noticed as he was going through the RFP, their comment on 

parking is that the Village controls the commuter parking, but they (Charter) would 

control the rest of the parking, but the Village will manage the building and they would 

pay for that.  That’s fine and dandy.  In talking about the parking garage or structure, 

why isn’t there a level below ground; why do we need to have an exposed fourth level?  

He doesn’t think that the lighting at the Hospital is sinful, but it is a glare and this would 

be more of a glare because a lot of the valley look over into the North Moger lot; 

Mountain Avenue is going to see the structure from the top and the glare of the lights.  

He is concerned for the twelve (12) residences on North Moger, they are at a higher 

level and they will see those lights.  One Barker will see those lights.  There was always 

a mantra in this Village which was to protect the neighborhoods from development, and 

it is a fine line.  He happens to like the South Moger development a lot; it has its 

problems, but he is more concerned with North Moger.  We need to protect our 

homeowners who abut the business district.  It is the same way the businesses were 

taking over Grove Street and was taken over with parking because there is not enough 

parking on East Main Street.  As we move forward we are spending a lot of money for 

that parking garage, we are giving up about $8 million in real estate; the lot is worth $8 
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million according to Gotham and we are giving them $4 million, that’s $12 million.  If 

you do the math, and there is a standard in the industry, he thinks it is $20,000 to 

30,000 a parking space in a parking garage for those who do not own the property.  He 

thinks that the Village should own the property in total; that we control where people 

park, what levels they park on, what ramps and how we handle the garage.  We are 

giving this to an outside company, they are giving us $100,000 a year to maintain it 

which will cover security and maintenance for sure, but at the end of the day we do not 

own it.  Come fifty (50) years down the road on a 99-year lease and the question 

becomes gosh we do not own the parking garage.  Are they going to put a new garage 

up because this one is falling or are we stuck with it?  Is that in the contract?  Should we 

go with a 30-year lease with two (2) 30-year extensions?  Let us not get caught up with 

something that we cannot control.  He looked at the parking and it looks like the net 

metered parking for the North Moger is twenty-three (23) metered spaces.  That means 

that where HomeGoods is there are forty (40) spaces that are filled to the brim every 

day, there are 4-hour spaces along Main Street which were filled today, during a 

pandemic where people are not commuting.  Are we planning for the future; we are 

trying to create a vibrant downtown business district, but we are not planning on the 

parking to match that vibrant downtown which is meeting a standard that we have 

today.  We are replacing the 800 parking spaces that exist today, but we are not adding 

20% and there is no other place to add it because we are out of space in the North 

Moger lot.  Now there is a steep slope that needs to be addressed because now that 

water drips into a 50-foot buffer that we are cutting down to nothing.  The driveway is 

going right up to the property lines because it is 100% coverage.  We are going to have 

to build a retaining wall across that whole piece.  And what becomes of that water and 

the drainage issue; the issue he and the residents along that street have is they need 

driveways, a road from Main Street up past what is parking for HomeGoods which will be 

a driveway up to the parking garage.   The top of the parking garage should be covered; 

we can make the parking garage work, but we need to think a little differently.  If we 

add a lower level, we can put a roof on the top of the garage which will stop the glare 

from the lights that will be seen all the way on Mountain Avenue.  He does not think that 

anyone on Mountain Avenue wants to look out their window and see intense sets of 

lights on the parking garage.  We need to look at that.  Lighting is an issue.  North 

Moger Avenue is a bypass road and the driveway going to the parking garage will be a 

bypass driveway because people will want to get to the parking garage, so they 

commute to the city.  Gotham, at some point, as he was reading for three (3) hours and 

absorbed 10% of it, there were three proposals that were interesting and none of them 

are working.  One was a ramp system over the train tracks onto Kisco Avenue from the 

parking garage.  That would have no impact; a way for people to get to the parking 

garage, renters, commuters, without having to come through town.  That is not going to 

happen.  The second one was a ramp to the metro north platform from the parking 

garage; that is not happening.  They have to go through a tunnel and ramp which is 

about a mile walk by the way.   As we are moving along, he wants to make sure they 

are informing the neighbors; they live here and pay taxes here and we can make the 

projects work; but Gotham is saying this is what we are giving you and we are not going 

to move an inch, they have to move an inch.  The other option was a ramp or driveway 

from One Barker down to the North Moger parking garage.  That makes a lot of sense if 

you are not a neighbor there; if you do not live up that way it may not be an issue for 

you.   He would not want that.  And what is really left; the left hand turning out of the 

driveway onto Main Street.  He does not believe that DOT is going to allow that to 

happen.  It is one thing to see cars in the HomeGoods lot right now, but we have not 

seen commuters in a while, there is very little commuter parking in the North lot.  We 

have to be careful; if people cannot make that left-hand turn, they will cut through the 

North Moger lot, which he believes they own, please check that out.  He is sure they can 

create a deeded right granting access that they would have to meet Village standards; 

they would end up losing some parking, you would have to find new parking for them 

which may become an issue.  We must be careful if we allow it to be two ways because 

they may end up in the Carpenter Avenue neighborhoods.  We need to be mindful of 

them.  He does not see why the apartment building; he does not know what the big 
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thing is with having retail and residences together, but maybe the first level is parking 

instead of retail.   We must think for the future, and we are not.  We have lost lots of 

stores and businesses, but if we had a vibrant downtown the way we want it there is not 

enough parking for it.  Someone mentioned a traffic study and that will help determine 

what we can do and what we cannot do.  He does not want the Planning Board, Zoning 

Board of Appeals or any other boards that are hamstrung because we signed a zoning 

amendment.  We must move cautiously.  He is not opposed to the Downtown building.  

The parking garage should move closer.  We do not need an apartment building in the 

North Moger lot, we need a parking structure that will fill our needs for the next 99 

years.  Once we put all of this in there is not a lot we can do.  Right now HomeGoods 

has some overflow.    He has been there during this pandemic and if they are busy, they 

need the overflow parking.  Be careful what we ask for; if we get all the retail and the 

vibrancy, we are looking for we do not have enough parking.  He is trying to protect his 

neighbors and the neighborhoods; he is trying to bring out the finer points of this.  He 

thinks the Board should sit down and look at this closely, they should do a traffic study 

with DOT prior to signing this contract.     

 

Harry McCartney began by saying that he has spent forty-five (45) years in 

Mount Kisco.  The architect who spoke earlier brought up White Horse or Close 

Encounters, a disco in Mount Kisco.  Talking about getting vitality back.  We, the west 

part of town here, have about 10% of the Village population.  He would argue how the 

downtown residences would revitalize the downtown when there are already over 2,000 

people who live within a mile from the downtown.  It is not happening now.   That is not 

going to solve economic vitality because what is the root cause.  (inaudible) Third one is 

COVID-19 (inaudible) This high-density Kirby Commons is not going to be the silver 

bullet. (feed kept going in and out) He asked the board to slow down prior to signing 

onto the contract because this is not going to solve the town’s economic problems.  We 

need more discussion and deep dive into this project.   

 

Mayor Picinich advised that the hearing would stay open for the remainder of the 

meeting.  

 

 

1) Communications: 

 

2) Petitions: None. 

3) Board Committee and Commission Reports: 

a. Economic Development Council- Keith Ferguson 

Mr. Keith Ferguson presented the following: 
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4) Village Manager’s Reports: 

 

a. Kirby Commons Safety Plan – Peter Miley, Building Inspector 

 

 Mr. Brancati began by saying that many residents had concerns of the 

construction plan for this project and he thought the Building Inspector may be able to 

speak to the points in our current code that will help answer some of those questions 

and address those concerns.  

 

 Mr. Miley began by saying that he heard some concerns from Mr. Rhodes and 

wanted to address those this evening.  The construction management plan is always 

included in a project of this magnitude with sub-sections, but he is going to address 

some specifics with what he heard during the public hearing.  Dust, which seems to be a 

common concern, is addressed in the construction management plan.  We have local and 
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State mandates that require certain protections to be put in place.  A typical plan 

includes waste management, environmental protections, site work safeguards, 

pedestrian protections, SEQR which is also reviewed by the Village Engineer and 

Planning Board.  In addition, you have DEC (New York State Department of 

Environmental Conservation) and FEMA (Federal Emergency Management Agency) that 

will also be part of the Planning Process that address every single concern residents have 

right now.  He went on to describe how dust is usually handled with a construction 

management plan.  The Village Engineer is heavily involved in the process.  Fire safety is 

also addressed during the Planning process.  He went on to list more protections and 

sub-sections of the construction management plan that is reviewed on a large scale.  

This is just one small piece, but he assured the public that the Planning Board, the 

Planner, the Engineer, and himself are fully invested and will highlight any concerns that 

they have as a whole especially when it comes to pedestrian safety and the residents.  

He also advised that they would receive no Planning approval or Building Permits without 

all the concerns addressed. 

 

b. Voting information 

 Mr. Brancati reminded residents that polls open tomorrow for Election 

Day beginning at 6:00 a.m. and will be open until 9:00 p.m.  He reminded residents to 

check their voting locations as they have changed in many locations in the Village.   

 

5) Board Reports: 

Deputy Mayor Farber began by saying that she hoped everyone enjoyed the 

Halloween events on South Moger.  The pumpkin decorating event was a wonderful 

event, and the scarecrows are very entertaining and creative this year.   She went on 

to say that the Historical Society had an organizational meeting and advised that the 

new President is Ralph Vigliotti, Vice President is Par Rosafort, Treasurer is Laurie 

Kimsal, and Joan Stewart is Recording Secretary.  Deputy Mayor Farber thanked Eva 

Marshall for her leadership and all the things that they accomplished.  Deputy Mayor 

Farber went on to thank the Kisco 5k Run for their generous donation to the Arts 

Council.  She also wanted to thank the powers that be for the traffic light at the 

intersection of Barker Street and North Bedford Road.   

 

Trustee Schleimer began by saying that today is All Souls Day dedicated to prayer to 

those who have passed.  Tomorrow Krispy Kreme is giving away free donuts to 

anyone who has voted.  She went on to say that open enrollment for Medicare is 

open now until December 7th.  She also advised residents considering enrolling to be 

careful when choosing a plan, but gave a resource for people who can help in the 

process.  Trustee Schleimer wanted to ask that people waiting for comments cannot 

see the meeting while waiting for comment.  She also received correspondence 

regarding parking on Marion Avenue and forwarded that to the Village Manager.   

 

Trustee Squirrell began by saying that the only thing that he wanted to say was to 

implore everyone who has not voted to go out and cast their vote.  He loved seeing 

those long lines at the park during early voting showing the foundation of our 

republic.  He also reminded residents that Veterans gave up their lives for our right to 

vote.  He also wanted to say that he will miss Deputy Mayor Farber’s board reports 

come December.   

 

Trustee Grunthal began by saying that he attended two meetings last week, the CAC 

and EDC, and the Board has heard directly from both of those Chairs.  So there is 

nothing left for him to report.  

 

Mayor Picinich began by saying that currently there are nineteen (19) active COVID-

19 cases attributed to the Village.  The trend is an increase in cases each day.   In 

Westchester there are 1,399 active cases and fifty-one (51) hospitalized and during 

the month of October we lost sixteen (16) people to the virus.  For a point of 

reference, in April at the peak there were more than 7,000 cases and 800 people 
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hospitalized that came down in May.  In August we were down to 498 active cases 

and twenty-six (26) hospitalized.  Currently, we do see this steady incline.  As we 

look at holiday plans and students returning from school keep following precautions 

and guidelines.  She went on to thank Senator Harkham for coming into the Village 

and purchasing fog machines for our volunteer Fire Department and other first 

responders across the County.   Mayor Picinich went on to say that there were more 

than 8,000 people who voted early in the Village.  She thanked Assistant Village 

Manager Ken Famulare and the County Police for handling all the logistics.  She 

welcomed two new businesses, Captain Lawrence Distillery and Your CBD Store, to 

the Village.  Mayor Picinich went on to say that there will be a small ceremony on 

November 7th to honor new Wall of Honor honorees as well as a belated Arbor Day 

celebration.  

     

 

6) Old Business: 

 

7) New Business:  

 

a. Authorize Village Manager to sign Westchester County Snow and Ice 

contract 2020 – 2025 

 There was some discussion on terms of the agreement, pricing, and whether 

anything has changed from the last contract other than the 5-year term and Village 

Manager Brancati had indicated that there was no substantive change from the prior 

contract.  

 

 A motion was made by Deputy Mayor Farber and was seconded by Trustee 

Schleimer to authorize the Village Manager to sign the Westchester County Snow and Ice 

contract for 2020 – 2025; all in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich  Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Jean Farber Aye 

Trustee David Squirrell Aye 

  Trustee Karen Schleimer Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal Aye 

 

b. Resolution to Surplus Village Equipment 

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

Grunthal to approve the following resolution: 

 

A Resolution of the Village Board of Trustees Declaring Certain Village Property 

to be Surplus Property 

 

Whereas, it has been determined that the Village has no further use of certain items(s): 

and 

 

Whereas, the Village Board may determine that these items are surplus property; and 

 

Whereas, the fair market value, if any, is determined for the surplus property and its 

disposal will be for the common benefit; and 

 

Whereas, at time of sale of surplus item(s), money, if any, will be allocated back to the 

appropriate department; and 

 

Whereas, the Village Manager or his designee will oversee the sale of these items(s) or 

other method of disposal. 

 

Now, Therefore, Be It Resolved, that the Village Board of the Village/Town of Mount 
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Kisco, New York surpluses the following items(s): 

 

1997 John Deere Drag Machine   VIN#: TC1200Al 10507 

2003 Dodge Rack Truck    VIN#: 1D7KU28D33J660599 

 

 All in favor: 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich  Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Jean Farber Aye 

Trustee David Squirrell Aye 

  Trustee Karen Schleimer Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal Aye 

 

c. Resolution to accept LOSAP- MK Fire Department 

  A motion was made by Deputy Mayor Farber and was seconded by Trustee 

Grunthal to accept the LOSAP audit for the Mount Kisco Fire Department; all in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich  Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Jean Farber Aye 

Trustee David Squirrell Aye 

  Trustee Karen Schleimer Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal Aye 

 

d. Authorize Village Manager to sign IMA for Residential Food Scrap 

Transportation & Disposal 

 A motion was made by Trustee Squirrell and was seconded by Trustee Grunthal 

to authorize the Village Manager to sign the Inter-municipal Agreement (IMA) with 

Westchester County for Residential Food Scrap Transportation and Disposal; all in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich  Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Jean Farber Aye 

Trustee David Squirrell Aye 

  Trustee Karen Schleimer Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal Aye 

 

e. Resolution to extend LOI – Kirby Commons  

 Mayor Picinich began by saying that the Board signed the Letter of Intent (LOI) 

a year ago and has not yet executed a contract and this is an extension request.  

  

 There was a large discussion on the terms of the LOI and the resolution before 

them.  All they are looking to do here tonight is to extend the due diligence period and 

this does not lock them into having to sign a contract.  There were concerns on what 

would happen if they do not sign the LOI or the contract.  The Board does not feel that 

fifteen (15) days is enough time to make this type of decision.  They agreed that more 

time was needed and agreed to thirty (30) days with the same effect.   

 

 Trustee Grunthal raised concerns on the due diligence period and not having 

enough time to review the environmental impacts prior to a contact.  Trustee Squirrell is 

concerned that the Board has only heard from a small percentage of residents who may 

want to weigh in on this and might think that this project is a done deal as some of the 

other residents have expressed during public hearings.  Mr. Singleton replied that the 

LOI is to put an incentive with you to sign the contract.  The Board also scheduled a 

work session to discuss this matter further. 

 

 A motion was made by Deputy Mayor Farber and was seconded by Trustee 

Grunthal to extend the letter of intent for Kirby Commons for thirty-six (36) days 
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expiring December 8, 2020; all in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich  Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Jean Farber Aye 

Trustee David Squirrell Aye 

  Trustee Karen Schleimer Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal Aye 

 

 

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

 

A motion was made by Trustee Schleimer and was seconded by Trustee Squirrell 

to pay the bills as submitted on October 29, 2020 for the months of September and 

October 2020 as follows:  

 

General Fund     $  114,276.36 

Water Fund     $  427,648.96 

Sewer Fund     $   17,844.84 

Library Fund     $     3,180.97 

Capital Fund     $  494,705.88 

Trust Fund      $      8,968.00 

    TOTAL   $1,067,276.36 

 

 All in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich  Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Jean Farber Aye 

Trustee David Squirrell Aye 

  Trustee Karen Schleimer Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal Aye 

 

 

9) Minutes: 

a. VB- Regular Meeting – September 21, 2020 

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

Squirrell to accept the minutes for the September 21, 2020 meeting as submitted; all 

in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich  Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Jean Farber Aye 

Trustee David Squirrell Aye 

  Trustee Karen Schleimer Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal Aye 

 

 

10) Non-Local Business: – None. 

 

11) Public Comment: - Call in# 914-420-0383 

 

 Mayor Picinich opened public comment and wanted to also go back to the public 

hearing on the zoning amendment.  She continued to say that of the five people that 

spoke this evening only one of them were new.   The public hearing has been open for 

three (3) meetings at this time and multiple people have given multiple opinions on the 

amendment. 
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 A motion was made by Mayor Picinich and was seconded by Trustee Grunthal to 

close the public hearing and leave it open for written comment for ten (10) days; all in 

favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich  Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Jean Farber Aye 

Trustee David Squirrell Aye 

  Trustee Karen Schleimer Nay 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal Aye 

 

Trustee Schleimer began by saying that her feeling on the zoning amendment 

was that to get the bonus, they are required to provide community benefits.  The 

community benefits being provided are 100% replacement of existing parking, provide 

2,300 sq. ft. as an interior civic space on the North Moger lot and provide fifteen (15) 

affordable apartments at 90% of AMI.  They have offered and their plans provide civic 

space in the North Moger lot not negating the fact that most of us would like to see that 

space in the South Moger development.  They have met criteria.  With respect to the 

fifteen (15) affordable units, we now have this letter from Westchester County Planning 

Board that recommend a minimum of 10% be set aside as affordable units to households 

with an 80% AMI.  Trustee Schleimer said that 10% of 214 units is twenty-one (21) 

apartments which is not the fifteen (15) that they offered us and thinks there should be 

a conversation about that.  With respect to the replacement of parking and as has been 

mentioned before we are getting more parking; including parking for the new retail and 

residents.  She has questions as to where that parking replacement is going to be and if 

they are going to meet the need for the current merchants.  She does not believe they 

meet the criteria to receive the bonus when you consider they are not offering what the 

Westchester Planning Board is recommending in terms of affordable units and is not 

convinced on the parking replacement plan.   

 

Mayor Picinich shared some information in terms of the letter from the 

Westchester County Planning Board.  They had a decree with the need to build 

affordable housing; Mount Kisco was never part of that decree because we as a Village 

already provide affordable housing and provide more than the surrounding areas.  The 

letter recommends the standard that they recommend to all municipalities, but that was 

not the financial agreement the Village put together and agreed to.   Mayor Picinich also 

mentioned the possible development on Maple Avenue to allow for additional affordable 

units in the Village.  Mayor Picinich continued to give a breakdown of the amount of 

parking being replaced; 927 parking spaces proposed, 596 of those are replacement of 

existing permit and metered parking.  The Village will continue to receive revenue from 

all of these spaces.   

  

 A motion was made by Mayor Picinich and was seconded by Deputy Mayor 

Farber to go into executive session in regard to the lease of real property; all in favor: 

 

Motion Adopted  

   Mayor Gina Picinich  Aye 

   Deputy Mayor Jean Farber Aye 

Trustee David Squirrell Aye 

  Trustee Karen Schleimer Aye 

   Trustee Peter Grunthal Aye 

 

  

There being no further business to come before the Board, Mayor Picinich closed 

the meeting at 9:42 pm.  
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_________________________ 

       Edward W. Brancati 

       Village Manager 

/lh 

 


