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VERI ZON W RELESS - JASON WARDEN PROPERTY 2

CHAIRVAN BRAND: |'d like to call the
nmeeting to order with the Pledge of Allegiance to
the flag of our country.

(Pl edge of All egiance.)

MR. TRUNCALI: Agenda, Town of
Mar | bor ough Pl anni ng Board, June 5, 2017.

Regul ar neeting 7:30 p.m Approval of
stenographic mnutes - none this week. Verizon
Wreless, final, public hearing, Jason Warden
property; Verizon Wreless, final, public
hearing, Janes Garofal o property; Verizon

Wrel ess, public hearing, Absolute Auto Property;
Pol | ock/ Taddeo, final, public hearing; Maria

St avroul aki s, sketch, subdivision; Danskanmer
House, sketch, site plan; Kedem follow up, site
pl an; Kedem di scussion, Pioneer Springs, wthout
attorney, engineer, stenographer. Next deadli ne:
Friday, June 9th. Next schedul ed neeting:
Monday, June 19t h.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: | know nmany of you are
here for the public hearing for the Verizon
Wrel ess nodes. W are going to go through them
one at a tine but many of your questions m ght be

able to be answered after the first presentation
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VERI ZON W RELESS - JASON WARDEN PROPERTY 3

W will start off with the Verizon Wreless
public hearing on the property of Jason Warden.

MR, TRUNCALI: "Legal notice,
comrercial site plan application. Please take
notice a public hearing will be held by the
Mar | bor ough Pl anni ng Board pursuant to the Town
of Marl borough Town Code 152-17 on June 5, 2017
for the follow ng application: Verizon Wreless,
Janes Warden property, at the Town Hall, 21
MIlton Turnpi ke, MIton, New York at 7:30 p.m or
as soon thereafter as nay be heard. The
applicant is asking for a special permt approval
of a new tel ecommunications facility on | ands
| ocated at 1488 Route 9W MNarl boro, New York
12547, Section 109.1, Block 2, Lot 14. Any
interested parties either for or against this
proposal will have an opportunity to be heard at
this time. Chris Brand, Chairman, Town of
Mar | bor ough Pl anni ng Board. "

CHAl RVAN BRAND: You guys can cone up
wi th your things and nmaybe just give us a rundown
for the people that are here for that public
heari ng.

MR. OLSON: Thank you. Proof of notice
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of the public hearing.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: How nmany were sent
out ?

MR OLSON: I'msorry. How nany were
sent out?

CHAI RVAN BRAND:  Correct.

MR COLSON: | can tell you very
qui ckly. Thirteen it | ooks liKke.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Thirteen out and all
thirteen back?

MR OLSON:  Yes.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Excellent. You can
just give those to the secretary.

MR. OLSON: That's for this one.

M5. FLYNN: Thank you.

MR OLSON: You're wel cone.

Good evening. M nane is Scott O son
|"m here representing Verizon Wreless. This is
the application for the Warden properties, what
we call node 11.

So for the benefit of everyone that's
here tonight that's here for these, what we're
proposing for tonight are three separate

applications. They' re for what we call an
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VERI ZON W RELESS - JASON WARDEN PROPERTY 5

out door distributed antenna system CODAS or node.
It's basically in this case a 40-foot tel ephone
pol e, a wooden tel ephone pole, which will include
a couple of radio cabinets, a power supply on the
pole itself as well as a single antenna at the
top of the pole. So we're tal king about tota
hei ght of the pole with antenna of about 41.3
feet.

W're starting to do that as a conpany
t hroughout major State rights-of-way. The
purpose is essentially to provide additional
capacity relief for the Verizon Wrel ess network
in very targeted, limted areas. So this is one
exanple. It's along Route 9W This i s one node
of three we have in this Town that's subject to
an application.

We've got a site plan that we drew up
to show exactly where the pole would be. Like I
said, it's essentially a typical wooden utility
pole. W did sonme photo sinulations the Planning
Board want ed whi ch woul d show the intersection,
where it's going to be | ocated without the pole
and then show what the pole will |look like. You

probably can't see it back there. Essentially
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VERI ZON W RELESS - JASON WARDEN PROPERTY 6

it's alnost identical to the other utility poles
that are along Route 9. Because these are on
private property, though, we've tried to keep
themas close to the right-of-way as possible
because we wanted it to blend in with the
existing utility poles.

These facilities fall under the
Tel ecommuni cations Law that the Town has which
woul d technically require two tines the -- double
t he height of the pole would be the setback. So
we would require at | east an 82 foot setback from
the right-of-way here. In this specific case
we're 3 feet off of the front property Iine and
we're 14 feet off of the side line. W're asking
the Pl anning Board for a waiver under their
Tel econmuni cations Law to allow for that. W' ve
subm tted sonme reasons as to why we think it's
appropriate, it blends with the Route 9
right-of-way. |If you have a tel ephone pole with
80 feet plus off the right-of-way, it's not
sonmething typically you would normal ly find.
Sonme of the other reasons -- here's an existing
utility pole on Route 9. They don't have

setbacks. They're like 2 feet off. Al the
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utility poles on Route 9 don't conply with
set backs. Since what we're proposing is
essentially a utility pole, we think it's
appropriate that it be treated simlar. W nade
that request to the Planni ng Board.

More significantly, we've also provided
a radi of requency em ssions report that
denonstrates that the em ssions fromthis
specific antenna will be less than 1 percent of
that which we are legally permtted to emt.
Because of that, the height of the antenna al so,
under the FCC we are categorically excluded from
even nonitoring the em ssions because they deened
it safe. So there are no health issues, no
health risks in any case.

Wth that, if | can entertain any
guestions that the Board may have, or the public.

CHAI RMAN BRAND: | think I would like
M ke to run through his comrents first on this
node 11 and then we can open it up.

MR MJSSG M. Chairman, Menbers of
t he Board and Menbers of the Public, thanks for
having nme here. For the record, Mke Misso with

HDR wor ki ng on behal f of the Town of Marl bor ough
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It's good to see you again. | think it was |ast
summer we were dealing with a nore conventi ona
cell tower.

What |'d like to do is go through this
node 11 report. | have a total of three tech
menos for the three nodes that are in front of
you for special permt use and site plan. M.
Chai rman, as you nentioned earlier these are
simlar applications. Qur tech notes are very
simlar as far as recommendati ons that we put
forth.

Node 11 is as good as any to start
with. | think just as a guidance here 1'd I|ike
to put the meno up on the screen and quickly run
through it. 1'd be glad to circle back. Please
stop ne if there's questions, and then I'l]|
entertain questions fromthe public.

Just to kick off the presentation,
just want to note HDR does work on behal f of New
York State nmunicipalities. W do not work for
the wireless industry. W nade that choice and
that distinction. Not that there's necessarily
anything wong with it but we recogni ze that

sonetimes it's very dual objectives. You have
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VERI ZON W RELESS - JASON WARDEN PROPERTY 9

zoning in front of you. Minicipalities |like
yoursel f sonmetinmes are a little hanstrung about
Federal |aws and Federal excl usions.

Sol'd like to go through what we've
done, our analysis. | want to note that this
property is in the HD Zoning District as are two
of the nodes. One is in the R 1. This one, node
11, the Warden property, is in a H ghway
Devel opnent Zoning District.

The application itself, we ran through
the information that was received. The Pl anning
Board engi neer had some conments back in Apri
and suppl enental information was submtted. Not
to go through all the details, but what we've
actually | ooked at were the actual forns for the
Town for special use permt and site plan.
There's an application with a narrative that
descri bes this technology, small cell, as | cal
it, technology; a statement of intent; an
envi ronnent al assessnent form under SEQRA; a copy
of the |lease with the property owner and Verizon
construction drawi ngs and details showi ng the
equi pnent and cross sections of what this would

| ook like; a radiofrequency report that talks
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about the need for these small cells.

|"d like to stop there for a mnute.
The big picture with Verizon in this case is to
devel op a system of these nodes, |ower profile
sites, starting actually in the Town of Newburgh
and wor ki ng up through node 11. This is the
northern nost node that's being proposed as part
of the system The overall plan are seven nodes
in the Town of Marl borough, three are in front of
you right now, nodes 5, 9 and 11. This systemis
al so proposed to dip down into the Town of
Newburgh. [I'll show you a coverage map in a
m nut e.

The technol ogy i s being used nore and
nore in suburban and even rural areas. This
technol ogy, small antennas, small cells, this is
not new to any of us. | can give you a couple of
exanples. Going up to a festival in upstate New
York in the sumer where the popul ati on m ght
triple or quadruple for the weekend, the existing
infrastructure of cell towers can not handle al
the calls and all the phones. Very high traffic,
stadiuns, airport and malls that use this type of

t echnol ogy, either outdoor or indoor, as a
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suppl enrent. \What we're seeing with wirel ess
comuni cations now, it's not about coverage
footprint so much, which was the thing in the
early 2000s when the technol ogy was breaking, but
it"s really a function of capacity. W don't use
phones for solely calls anynore. There's text
nmessages, there's downl oads of novies and news
clips, there's gamng that's on site. Really the
role of wireless uses has evolved. | know we
spoke about this |ast summer for one of the
applications that was in front of you. The
radi of requency justification that was provided is
very inportant because | feel it does denonstrate
an inventory of the existing Verizon sites in the
area, in the Town and the surrounding communities
across the river. This is another tool in the
t ool box now of wireless carriers to suppl enent
those sites, to provide nore coverage, but
especially nore capacity. There's been a
denonstration of that capacity shortfall.

So this node systemisn't overly
surprising. It's targeting a heavily trafficked
road in Newburgh and then heading up to U ster

County here in Marl borough. W are seeing that,
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wor ki ng on behal f of a nunber of other
municipalities in the Hudson Valley, there are

| ocations that are comng in. | had a neeting
this norning in Rockland County, for exanple, on
a twenty-node systemthat's being contenpl at ed.
"1l show you a little bit nore of the nodes and
the maps in a mnute.

The applicant al so provided sone
generic information on small cells and how t hey
differ fromthe conventional what we call nacro
cell sites. Verizon has one facility at the
current time in Marlborough and that's a co-
| ocation on the Mount Airy Road tower. So that's
a macro cell site. | believe they have twel ve
ant ennas there.

MR HI NES: Mount Zion.

MR MISSO [I'msorry Wat did | say?

MR. H NES: Munt Zion.

MR MJUSSG Mowunt Zion. That's the
only cell site currently Verizon has w thin your
[imts, within the Town limts.

As you'll see on one of the exhibits,
there's a nunber of macro sites in the area,

Mar | boro, across the river both north and sout h,
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and al so along the Thruway. Verizon, just |ike
all the other carriers, they have a nunber of
t hese conventional sites.

The applicant al so provided a review of
t he Tel econmuni cations Act which you see ad
nauseamin all the nmunicipalities. | get to read
that over and over. They also provided |icenses
that Verizon can operate. A visual EAF was
provided. At first it was really just a
footprint of where the sites would be visible
from Supplenental information cane to pass, and

| know this Board had a lot to do with it. They

al so provided a photo simulation which I'll show
you in detail. These are maybe a little hard to
see.

FCC and FAA determ nation. There's no
lighting that's proposed for these or none that's
needed. They don't neet any kind of height
Criteria or proximty to an airport.

Radi of requency em ssions report. \Wat
the applicant rep said a couple mnutes ago is
true, these things are Federally excluded because
they' re above 10 neters in height. It's

sonmet hi ng we always ask for. W always want that
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on file. If there's anyone interested that |ives
in the proximty, they would be able to see that
docunent ati on

| ndeed, these sites are generally | ow
power. The coverage footprint is much snaller,
usual ly a range of about 500 to 1,000 feet. They
interact with nodes and al so work by fiberoptic
connections to these macro cell sites. The power
is much | ess than what you see in a macro
conventional cell site. Again, one antenna on
each of the nodes here that's being proposed.

The suppl enmental information that cane
t hrough, there were survey maps that were
provided. | know Pat Hi nes nentioned that in
detailing the setbacks for you to consider and
detailing possible variances. The survey map is
really the right thing to have in front of you.

There are al so sone adjustnents to the
SEQRA EAF form

As | mentioned, the photo simulation
along with a signed copy of the | eases by each of
t he property owners.

| gave you a little bit of background

on small cell sites. Just to get you oriented
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with node 11, this is Route 9Wnorth goi ng up,
Stuart across. Driving upward, up the hill going
north on U S. 9W there is quite a bit of a grass
shoul der here and there is a home here. You can
see where that node would be | ocated. There's an
exi sting wooden utility pole just a few feet away
that would be used to tie in. The proposed 40
foot pole isin a 6 foot by 8 foot area. That's
what it would be anchored into. It's really not
much different froma wooden tel ephone pole
right-of-way. The hatched area here that covers
part of the driveway would be a 20 foot w de
access agreenent that Verizon would have with the
property owner. That's docunented in the |ease
agreenment as well. Verizon would visit the site
after construction, typically on a nonthly basis
or as needed. There's no ground base equi pnent
inthis case as we're used to seeing in nore
conventional towers. Everything is actually on
t he side of the pole.

So here's a cross section of the pole
itself. 1'd like to walk through that for a
mnute. Gound level. Here the scale at the

very top of the antenna is at 41.3 feet. The top
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of the pole proposes 38.5 feet. Tie-ins by
overhead electric and fiber. There would be one
guide wire that's common on utility poles and
rights-of-way. Then what are sonetines called
shrouds. These are the radi o cabinets that cone
off the side of the tower. So you see by scale
t hese are about a foot-and-a-half or two feet in
length. Their width is sonewhat conparable to
the wwdth or dianmeter of the pole. Down bel ow
there's a power box and electric neter.
Everything is sited about 6 feet off the ground
her e.

All three nodes are very simlar.
Actually, the heights, with the exception of a
caution sign, are identical. So this cross
section is alnbost the sanme throughout our three
tech nenos.

We provided a couple photos. The top
image is a plan view just show ng, and our report
di scusses, the site usage in the area. This of
course is a residential area. It's the furthest
north node, node 11, that's being proposed. You
have sonme commercial further south and sone

devel opnent a little bit further off to the east.
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You can see it's proximty to Route 9Win the top
photo. The bottom photo is a photo that | took
| ooking north there. The existing tel ephone pole
or utility pole at the driveway, the proposed
pol e would be |located just to the right of that.
We'l|l see that in the photo sinmulation in a
second.

|'"d like to zoomin on this very
qui ckly. This is one of the topics | spoke about
in the beginning. This gives you a little bit of
an overview to the nodes that are proposed. Node
11, node 9 and node 5, those are three of the
seven Verizon nodes being contenplated in
Mar | borough. The three stars are the ones we
submtted the reports for. Node 11 we're talking
about now. Node 4 is the first in the Town of
Newbur gh, over the line, but there are three
others further south in the 9Wcorri dor.
The big picture here is different jurisdiction,
but I just want to put that out.

The orange text and sites are actually
Verizon macro cell sites. You know, at first |
| ooked at this by going through other

applications in other municipalities, |ooking
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back at the Mount Zion application that you
reviewed a couple years ago. It's really quite
amazing if you | ook at the nunber of macro sites
across the river, on Route 9 in Wappi ngers, and
goi ng upward towards Poughkeepsie, and then east
and south in Newburgh, and further off to the
west. So this denonstrates the trend. This is
just one of the four carriers that service the
area. | think that's -- that's a kind of telling
exhi bit about the evolution of this.

This is one of the coverage naps that
was provided. | know you can't see the nunicipal
boundaries. Node 11 would be here towards the
top. Trust ne, Route 9Wis underneath here.
These are spacing of the nodes. The green would
be a coverage pattern that woul d be established,
a signal pattern that woul d be established by
this particular node. Although they're not
broken out separately here, you kind of get the
idea. There are these little pieces of coverage
in the darker yellow. So that was part of the RF
justification, how this particular type of
t echnol ogy coul d provide an enhanced service. A

little bit nore coverage for sure but nore in
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terns of capacity.

MR TRUNCALI: M ke, the other nodes
that are in Marlboro are not before us because
they're in the existing right-of-way so they
don't have to cone before the Planning Board. |Is
that correct?

MR, MJUSSO There's three right now
that are on private property, this being one of
them So site plan, special use permt. The
code rewites, | guess it was adopted earlier
this year and tal ked about being officially in
the right-of-way or being on Town of WMarl borough
property. So ny understanding is that the other
four nodes neet those criteria.

You bring up a good point with these in
that the first thing | thought of is why would an
applicant want to go through this process if they
maybe could go building permit only. There was
sonme pretty decent reason, | thought, given. For
each of these nodes there was four or seven or
eight alternatives that were | ooked at in the
right-of-way and there was docunentati on about
the existing Central Hudson tel ephone poles that

actually sit in the right-of-way. Based on a
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nunber of different things, either safety, the
pol es being a primry power, having a transformner
on top, Central Hudson doesn't allow this on
every pole in the area. So Verizon | think did a
careful evaluation of that because |I think it
woul d be in their interest to actually go into a
right-of-way. It didn't work in these nore
critical nodes that we're going for.

Just a couple other exhibits. One is
the photo sinmulation. The ones up here that the
applicant rep showed are actually for the
sout her nnost node, node nunber 5. Let ne try to
zoomin on this alittle bit.

Node 11, this is a shot |ooking to the
northeast, if you will, 9Wnorthbound | ane. Hard
to see but there's an existing pole that I
mentioned here. This would be the ful
installation. Your copies of nmaterial are
probably a little bit clearer. | apol ogize,
couldn't get this much clearer. You see there's
one cani ster antenna on top, 38 foot pole.
There's an awful ot of treeline around here. As
| said many tines here, cell towers are never

invisible. This isn't the traditional cel
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tower. | think it actually fits in fairly wel
with these sites given the dense tree cover. A
nunber of nodes | think dictate the topography
and vegetation that's on the 9Wcorridor. That's
why they are eventually proposi ng several nodes
wi thin the Town.

The report concludes with
radi of requency em ssions. W reviewed that.
There's sonme notes on structural assessnent and
then there's a nunber of recomendations that |
put into the nenos, anong the |ast coupl e pages.

The first thing | discussed are
proposed wai vers. Maybe we could go through
those inalittle bit nore detail. | laid out
all the waivers that are bei ng proposed,

i ncludi ng the setbacks, annual certification,
recertification, the need for a balloon test.
That's really for conventional, |arger, nuch
taller cell towers. Co-location. This is only
Verizon. Small cells are one carrier only, so
there woul dn't be sonebody el se coming in | ooking
to co-locate on these poles. That's not part of

t he desi gn.

Then | have a nunber of recomrendati ons
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for you. For this particular site perhaps the
appl i cant has sone feedback. As far as the EAF
information and SEQRA, | know that this Board
will take a careful |ook at a few things
regardi ng natural resources and public resources.
| flagged those itens in the long formEAF. This
site al so has sone contam nation history.

Per haps the applicant could talk a little nore
about that. It could be a spill, it could be
sonet hi ng el se associated with the property.
Maybe that's sonmething they could shed sone |ight
on.

The recomendations | think are fairly
simlar in large part to the reports you' ve seen
fromus prior on nore conventional cell towers.

| understand that this was referred to
the County, and | would bet that it's nmaybe one
of the first ones that U ster County will conmmrent
on as far as the small cell system | would be
very interested in their feedback

Just at the very end, these are sone
actual other photos of actual snall cell
facilities. You get an idea of what they |ook

like. This is a ground utility pole. What
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they' re proposing here is actually simlar, a
conparabl e size antenna at the top. The boxes on
the side in this case are a little bit taller
think than -- a little bit larger than what's
depicted here. | think the photo simulation

gi ves you a good i dea.

Here's anot her one in obviously the
utility right-of-way. This is part of the system
| worked on a couple years ago in Wstchester
County. It's kind of hard to see. Maybe that's
the point. The idea is that sone of the
equi pnent color matched a little bit. This is a
brown antenna, brown boxes to match the pole a
little bit better. This is also obviously in a
right-of-way on private property.

| think that's the sunmmary that |
wanted to go through tonight. 1'd be happy to
try to elaborate on anything or answer any
guesti ons.

MR. TRAPANI: Wth these types of
systens, do they -- we have a lot of hills in
Mar|l boro. WIIl they only go a certain distance
and then with the hills and everything and then

woul d end there? [|'mthinking about if they
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deci de they want to do these things on the back
roads up there to try to get better --

MR MJSSO  Sure.

MR, TRAPANI : W have nothing up in the
back. | could see you right there, | could talk
to you but | can't talk to you on ny cell phone.
I " m wondering when they put these up, like a big
cell tower, everything has to be at a certain
hei ght so that it would reach certain areas.

Wth this type of system wll it go over the
hills or it's not going to go over the hills?

MR MJSSO No. It's range or radius
is generally 500 to 1,000 feet. There's
conti guous nodes that would communicate with one
another, or if you're driving up or down the
corridor you woul d be handed off to another node.
If there is a blockage -- say they install three
of these, the three that we have in front of us
tonight, there will be a lot of infill where
there woul dn't be coverage at that tinme but you
woul d pick up that next cell site as you get into
it's range and your call will be diverted by
fiber optic to one of the macro sites in the

area, wherever that is. So the priority that I'm
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seeing the carriers is really on main highways.
Five years fromnow, Ben, it could be a different
story, different technol ogy including secondary
and tertiary roadways. To build these systens
they're really targeting specific high traffic,
commerci al areas and roadways. The reason they
need several nodes here is because of the w nding
t opography and treeline in Marlboro. Just a few
of these nodes wouldn't cut it. Wth the |ine of
sight you' d | ose out.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: M ke, |I'msorry, |
don't see in your report the coments about the
contam nation on the site.

MR MJUSSO In the node 11 report it is
on page 14 near the end under revised SEQRA | ong
EAF. So it's a quick note. It is understood
that the Planning Board will reviewthe
information. Again, they revised their long form
based on coments from April 3rd, particularly
with regard to sections E-1(H), which is
contam nation and spills; E-2, natural resources;
and E-3, designated public resources. So | just
noted that that was one of the boxes that was

checked as a yes, there was sonething at the site
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and sonmething off site. Again, it could be a
very sinple explanation. It could have been a
spill that was reported to DEC. That woul d show
up on the environnental database.

MR HINES: It could have been a car
acci dent along the 9Wcorridor. Any reportable
spill could have showed up

MR, MJUSSO  Just sonething that |
flagged. This was the only node that --

MR, HINES. That showed up as a result
of us requesting the applicant use the DEC
dat abase to populate the long form EAF. That
wasn't in the original subm ssion. Wen they
used the DEC s database to do that, all that
i nformati on shows up.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: This is a public
hearing. |If there are any nenbers fromthe
public who would like to speak for or against
this, if you could just stand up and let the
St enogr apher know your nane for the record, you
can do so at this tine.

M. Garofalo.

MR GARCFALO  Janes Garofalo. | stood

up before the Planning Board and the Town Board.



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

VERI ZON W RELESS - JASON WARDEN PROPERTY 27

They have several of these nacro towers, not
necessarily Verizon but other conpanies, being
proposed. |'ve always said that | amin favor of
i nproving cell service, both for the public and
busi nesses, and especially for energency
services. Thank you.

CHAI RMAN BRAND: Thank you.

Any other comments for or against?

(No response.)

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Any ot her comments
fromthe Board? Questions, coments regarding
cell phone service?

(No response.)

CHAl RVAN BRAND: No. Pat, Ron?

MR HINES. | don't have anything to
add.

MR BLASS: |If you'd like, | can walk
you t hrough one of several requests for waivers
fromthe current provisions of the code, Chapter
152.

CHAI RVAN BRAND:  Sur e.

MR BLASS. The first one is a waiver
fromannual filing of radiofrequency em ssion

data. The applicant is suggesting that the
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radi of requency output fromthese facilities is so
low that they fall about 1 percent below the safe
| evel as established by the Federal Governnent.

M ke, do you have a reconmmendati on on
t hat ?

MR MJSSO Yeah. It's the
recommendation that we use -- with the changes in
technol ogy that you' ve seen, we think it's a good
idea to keep that in, and also to keep in the
recertification, five-year recertification.

Under the code a pole |like this on private
property woul d be covered under the ordi nance.

MR, BLASS. So every five years Chapter
152 requires a recertification of the special
permt for this sort of facility. One approach
m ght be to extend the date for the
radi of requency em ssion report fromannually to
five years and match it wth the recertification
process.

There is a request for waiver from
detai |l ed geotechnical --

MR MJSSO | would be okay with that,
by the way. | think that woul d nmake sense.

MR. BLASS. There's a request for a
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wai ver fromthe geotechnical foundation design.
Basically given the fact this is only a pole, the
deferral of that exercise until the building
permt phase in front of the building inspector.

| think you had a favorable
recommendati on on that, M ke.

MR. MJUSSO Yeah. The sane thing. The
bui | ding permt phase should this be approved.

MR. BLASS: There are sone technical
| egal requests for waiver of additional insurance
provisions in any liability insurance that
Verizon takes out on this site. The additiona
i nsurance provision would benefit the Town,
namng it as an additional insured. There's also
a legal objection to the code provision which
requires the applicant to defend and to i ndemify
the Town of Marl boro with respect to any
accidents that arise out of this type of
facility, a telecomunication facility. | would
suggest to you that these are strictly | egal
points. |'d have to craft a recomendation to
you. | think Verizon is fairly and strenuously
commtted not to indemifying the Town or

provi ding the Town with additional insurance.
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W' || see whether we can work that out.

There's a request for -- of course
there's a request for waiver of the two tines
tower height setback. If we didn't do that you
couldn't have a small cell node facility of this
sort.

By the way, this is not material for
t he ZBA because Chapter 152 of the Town Code
gi ves the Pl anning Board the power to grant these
wai vers.

MR. HI NES: The height limtation, and
| know M ke Musso touched on it before, there is
a guidewire provided on these. It is the intent
of the guidewire to direct -- should the pole
fall, the guidewires are provided to allow them
to only fall away fromthe right-of-way. They
didn't need the guidewre to design the pole.
It's a mtigation neasure they're proposing for
you to di scuss that waiver

MR CLARKE: Should this be a waiver or
shoul d we change the Town Code for these?

MR. H NES: Right now we don't have the
ability to change the Town Code. Moving forward

it may be sonething the Town Board may want to
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address. | don't think Verizon is in a position
to wait for that to occur

MR. BLASS. There's a request for
wai ver for providing for co-location on |arge
towers. Your local |aw requires nandatory space
be reserved for co-locating antennas to, in
t heory, reduce the nunber of towers by increasing
t he anount of shared use. These are single
pur pose poles for which | believe no co-location
is aviable alternative. So | wouldn't have a
problemw th wai ving the mandatory co-location
requi rement. Perhaps you want to inpose a
condition that there will be no co-location on
these particular tower facilities. | don't think
t hat woul d upset the applicant.

The bal l oon test requirenent is to be
wai ved. This is a 40-foot pole as opposed to a
tower. That certainly seens to nmake sense.

| tal ked about the geotech and
foundati on desi gn wai ver already.

Security fencing. There's a
requirement for security fencing in the code,
Chapter 152. There's a request to waive given

the nature of this facility.
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The only pushback | see to the request
for waivers is with respect to the request, |
believe the recertification every five years, the
request for annual -- a waiver of the annual
requi rement for radiofrequency report and the
| egal issues pertaining to defense
i ndemmi fication and additional insurance. The
ot her waivers seemto be tailor nmade for this
sort of facility.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: M ke, is co-location
possi bl e so we don't have 800 poles on the
hi ghway eventual | y?

MR MJUSSO Wth this technol ogy, no.
Smal| cell technology, as | referenced in our
tech nenos, really is for one service provider at
atine. | don't think it was -- | don't think it
was 100 percent accurate to call this an CDAS
system outdoor distributed antenna system as
was in some of the application materials. |'m
sure the fol ks for Verizon m ght have a good
basis for that, they're a ot closer to this and
a lot closer to the industry than I am
Di stributed antenna systens are sonething that

coul d accommpdate nore than one carrier with a
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single antenna. In fact, the |last photo exanple
in the tech meno, the one | nentioned here with
the brown cabinet, this is actually a distributed
antenna system A single box like that called a
shroud on the side can't have base radius for
nore than one carrier. |In this case this is
Verizon only. The design does not call for any
ki nd of co-location with that.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Anyt hing el se fromthe
Boar d?

(No response.)

CHAI RVAN BRAND: |'d like to --
anything el se fromthe public?

(No response.)

CHAI RVAN BRAND: No. 1'd like to have
a notion to close the public hearing.

MR CLARKE: So noved.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: A second?

MR LOFARO  Second.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Al those in favor?

MR CLARKE: Aye.
TRAPANI :  Aye.

LANZETTA:  Aye.

2 B 3

TRUNCALI :  Aye.
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MR CAUCHI : Aye.

MR LOFARO  Aye.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Aye.

Any opposed?

(No response.)

CHAI RVAN BRAND: The public hearing is
cl osed.

So we coul d issue a negative
declaration on this, if the Board so chooses, to
have it reviewed by the County and then those
recomendati on of proposed waivers we coul d | ook
at when that cones back; correct?

MR BLASS: Yeah.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: So do | have a notion
for a negative declaration?

MR TRUNCALI: |'Il rmake a notion for a
negati ve decl arati on.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: |s there a second?

MR CAUCHI : [I'Il second it.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: All those in favor?

MR CLARKE: Aye.

TRAPANI :  Aye.

LANZETTA:  Aye.

2 B 3

TRUNCALI :  Aye.
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MR CAUCHI : Aye.

MR LOFARO  Aye.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Aye.

Any opposed?

(No response.)

CHAI RVAN BRAND: So we will send this
off to County to await their conments.

M5. LANZETTA: Are we going to put it
in the record that County understands that we're
wai ving these -- that we're in agreenent that we
want to waive these things? 1Is that necessary at
this point or not?

CHAI RVAN BRAND: | don't think we are
waiving all of them W're waiting on the
recommendati on from counsel on sone of those
items. Correct?

MR BLASS. Yes.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: And then we woul d have
to agree to themone at a tine.

MR BLASS: | think that this matter
has been before the County. Al three matters
have already been referred to County. | can
advi se County Pl anning tonorrow by letter of the

SEQRA determ nation and of the waiver issue if
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you W sh.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: | think maybe we
shoul d | ook at -- when they cone back we can | ook
at each one of the recommendati ons.

MR. BLASS: | think County Pl anning
meets on the first Wdnesday of the nonth.
They' Il be taking a look at this thing on
Wednesday.

CHAI RMAN BRAND: |'msure they' Il be
| ooking at all the proposed waivers as well.

MR BLASS: All three, yes. So I'll
transmt that letter right away, tonorrow
nor ni ng, so they have it.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Ckay. G eat.

(Time noted: 8:11 p.m)
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CERTI FI CATI ON

|, MCHELLE CONERO, a Notary Public
for and within the State of New York, do hereby
certify:

That hereinbefore set forth is a
true record of the proceedi ngs.

| further certify that | am not
related to any of the parties to this proceedi ng by
bl ood or by marriage and that | amin no way
interested in the outcone of this matter.

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto

set ny hand this 22nd day of June 2017.

M CHELLE CONERO
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CHAI RVAN BRAND: Moving on. W have a
public hearing for Verizon Wreless for the
property of Janes Garofal o.

MR, TRUNCALI: "Legal notice,
comrercial site plan application. Please take
notice a public hearing will be held by the
Mar | bor ough Pl anni ng Board pursuant to the Town
of Marl borough Town Code 152-17 on June 5, 2017
for the follow ng application: Verizon Wreless,
Janes Garofal o |ocation, at the Town Hall, 21
Ml ton Turnpi ke, MIton, New York at 7:30 p.m or
as soon thereafter as nay be heard. The
applicant is asking for a special permt approval
of a new tel ecommunications facility on | ands
| ocated at 3 Young Avenue, Marl boro, New York
12542, Section 109.1, Block 3, Lot 26.2. Any
interested parties either for or against this
proposal will have an opportunity to be heard at
this time. Chris Brand, Chairnman, Town of
Mar | bor ough Pl anni ng Board. "

CHAI RVAN BRAND: W' ve heard an awf ul
| ot about nodes. Perhaps you can just highlight
this particul ar property.

MR, OLSON: Absolutely. First, proof
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of the mailings and public notice. Twenty-one
were sent out and fifteen were returned. There
are a couple of duplicates. | think there are
four or five outstanding but they were sent.

So very quickly, this is another node
that we're proposing |ocated on 3 Young Avenue.
The sane technol ogy, the sane purpose, it's just
another facility basically in the group of el even
or so we're trying to build in the Town of
Mar | bor ough, Town of Newburgh

This is also located in the R 1 Zoning
District. In your |local Zoning Law you have a
requi renment that any devel opnent needs to be on a
4 acre parcel. This property that we're | ocating
-- proposing to locate the facility on is |less
than 4 acres. | believe it's 3 and change or so.
It's definitely not 4 acres. |In addition to the
wai ver request that we nmade for the | ast
application, we'd have a request for the waiver
to not have a 4-acre requirenent. | provided
SONe reasons.

Set backs, anot her waiver that we need
toget. W're trying to keep it as close to the

right-of-way as possible.
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The sanme type of RF anal ysis, em ssions
report that we did. Al of these are less than 1
percent of that which we are legally allowed to
emt. They're extrenely |ow power. That's the
reason why you' re not going to get over the hills
or through a lot of trees. Very, very |ow power.
Because of that and because of the antenna being
| ocat ed above 10 neters, the FCC, again, they
control the radi of requency broadcasts. W don't
even have to nonitor this.

That kind of goes to the one issue --
one of our waivers about we would Iike not to
have to annually certify. The argunent that I
make to every town | go before is we don't fee
the local municipalities have the jurisdiction.
We believe it's preenpted by the Federal
Governnment. They take sol e and excl usive
jurisdiction over radi ofrequency issues. |If they
say we don't have to do any nonitoring or
reporting to them we don't feel it's appropriate
for the State to inpose anything on that.

Havi ng said that, and working in this
area for seventeen or eighteen years, and not

bei ng an engi neer, we know that we can pretty



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

VERI ZON W RELESS - JAMES GARCFALC PROPERTY 42

much guarantee every tinme it's going to cone back
to be under 1 percent because that's how the
technol ogy designs this. W're not concerned.
We're trying not to say please don't inpose it
because we are going to mserably fail. That's
just not the case. |It's never going to fail. W
show that we are in conpliance.

CHAI RMAN BRAND: How do you feel about
the five-year?

MR, OLSON: We prefer not to have to do
it, obviously. It's an additional burden. |If
the Board is going to inpose it on us, other
boards inpose it on us and we end up com ng down
five years, three years, whatever the zoning is,
and we take care of it. |It's part of the
process.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Ckay.

MR, COLSON.  Anyway, that in a nutshel
is what we're | ooking to do at 3 Young Avenue.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Do you have any ot her
specifics for this one, Mke?

MR MJSSO If you'll allow ne, | can
go through the figures in our meno just to

hi ghl i ght sonme of the visual exhibits.
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There's an intersection here obviously,
so there's traffic lights.

Real |y the same exact cross section, a
41. 3 foot pole.

Land use we tal ked about is obviously a
little different. W have the hamet alittle
further to the south, the school is close by.
That's always inportant, not only for residential
but for the radi of requency em ssion reports.

This is looking north. The facility
woul d be kind of behind the Young Ave sign here.
There's other poles in the area.

A gal vani zed pole may be nore effective
here, in ny opinion, rather than a wooden pol e.
| put that for consideration.

The sanme node map we had before. W're
at node 9 here.

Coverage is in green. Visual influence
in plan view The dark green shading is where it
woul d be visual from based on a desktop anal ysi s.
Al t hough the newer track pole isn't depicted,
this is what that pole would | ook like in that
area. So that's the northeast intersection of

Young and Route 9W
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That's it. The recommendations are
very simlar.

We do note that it is an R1 District,
so technically the Wrel ess O di nance does
require a 4 acre parcel. This | believe is a .21
acre parcel, the subject property.

MR HINES. | think it's two parcels
conbi ned that add up to that.

MR MJSSO  That coul d be, Pat.

MR. H NES: They're under conmmon
owner shi p.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Anything fromthe
Board on this one?

(No response.)

CHAI RMAN BRAND: This is a public
hearing for node 9, Garofal o on Young Avenue. |If
there's anyone here for the public that would
like to speak for or against, this is your
opportunity to do so.

M5. MONDELLO | have a question.

CHAI RVAN BRAND:  Sure.

M5. MONDELLO  You're going with a
gal vani zed pol e there?

CHAI RVAN BRAND: He nade t hat
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reconmendation. W didn't necessarily say that
it would be gal vani zed or not. He recomrended
just to match the existing poles in the area

t here.

M5. MONDELLO It's going on a wooded
| ot, though.

MR MJSSO It's a consideration, you
know. Whoden poles are proposed at all three.
Just | ooking at our photos, sonmething to
consider. You're right. Maybe a brown pole
woul d be better. [I'll leave that up to the
Pl anni ng Boar d.

MR HI NES. M am we need your nane
and address for the Stenographer.

M5. MONDELLO  Lisa Mondello, 6 North
Young Avenue.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Any ot her coments for
or against? M. Grofalo.

MR. GARCFALO Once again, this tine |
will say I'mputting nmy property where my nouth
is in order to facilitate good service to
busi nesses, residents and to energency services.
Thank you.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Anyone el se for or



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

VERI ZON W RELESS - JAMES GAROFALC PROPERTY 46
agai nst ?

MR MGOMN. If I'mnot mstaken, this
is just a single service node. So this is only
Verizon? You're not tal king about Sprint or
anot her cell provider? | mean is this going to
bal | oon into where we have nultiple poles and
mul tiple service providers?

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Dave McGowan; right?

MR, McGOMN: Yeah.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Dave McGowan, for the
St enogr apher.

| did ask that same question. Al of
these towers are just single location | believe.
There's no co-location on these towers. So in
theory, yes, if Sprint wanted to do a node system
like this, or AT&T, we'd be back with other
t owers.

MR, McGOMN.  Single. ay.

MR. H NES. W're seeing sone of these
not only being on towers, we're seeing them
pl aced on other structures, buildings, traffic
signal poles that are existing. There is that
technology. |If you go to sone nore urban areas,

M ke coul d probably address this better, but
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they're hitting all over the place now with the
various carriers.

MR MJUSSO | know an application was
approved | ast year by AT&T nuch closer to the
Route 9Wcorridor. | wouldn't think that a snal
cell system or ODAS system woul d be high on
AT&T's radar at the present tinme because they do
have that approval and that covers a |arge
portion of the traffic areas on 9W Every
carrier is alittle different. Again, two, three
years fromnow, five years fromnow we'l|l have to
wait and see what's being proposed. You have a
process to do it, to reviewit, including small
cells that are in the right-of-way. | think your
code adjustnents were hel pful for that.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: | know the | eases were
included. Wiat's the tinme length for this | ease
and then what happens shoul d Verizon choose to
not renew it, or the property owner at that tine?

MR MJSSO | think the applicant is
better suited to answer the specifics.

MR COLSON: If the lease is term nated
or expires, upon expiration we would renove the

i nfrastructure.
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CHAI RVAN BRAND: How | ong are the
| eases for? Are all these nodes the sane | ength
of time?

MR OLSON: More or less, yes. They're
fairly long term Usually a five-year termwth
five-year renewals. W have, generally speaking,
four or five-year renewals. You' re |ooking at
about a twenty-five year term

MR MJSSO One of the recommendations
that's common in our neno is actually for
deconmissioning if it does conme to that. There
shoul d be a bond that the Town agrees to in
place. 1t's not a conventional cell tower per
se, 150 or 200 feet tall with a base station and
cabinets. Verizon has noted that they would be
agreeabl e to post a reasonabl e renoval bond. |
think that's hel pful as well.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Anyone el se for or
agai nst the Young Avenue node 9?

(No response.)

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Anyt hing el se fromthe
Town -- the Board?

MR LOFARO.  No.

CHAI RMAN BRAND: I'd like a notion to
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cl ose the public hearing.

cl osed.

MR CLARKE: |'l]I
CHAI RVAN BRAND:
MR, TRAPANI

CHAI RVAN BRAND:

CHAI RVAN BRAND:
Any opposed?
(No response.)

CHAI RVAN BRAND:

JAVES GARCFALC PROPERTY

make that notion.

Is there a second?

Al

MR CLARKE: Aye.
MR TRAPAN : Aye.
MS. LANZETTA: Aye.
MR, TRUNCALI: Aye.
MR CAUCHI : Aye.
MR LOFARO  Aye.

Second.

those in favor?

Aye.

49

The public hearing is

Do we have an issuance of a negative

decl arati on?

MR TRUNCALI: I

negati ve decl aration.

CHAI RVAN BRAND:
VR CAUCH
CHAI RVAN BRAND:

MR CLARKE: Aye.

make a notion for

Is there a second?

Second.

Al

those in favor?

a
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MR TRAPANI : Aye.
LANZETTA:  Aye.
TRUNCALI :  Aye.

CAUCHI :  Aye.

2 3 3 9

LOFARO  Aye.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Aye.

Any opposed?

(No response.)

CHAI RVAN BRAND: It passes unani nously.
That's been sent off to the County as

wel | . Excel | ent.

(Time noted: 8:23 p.m)
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CERTI FI CATI ON

|, MCHELLE CONERO, a Notary Public
for and within the State of New York, do hereby
certify:

That hereinbefore set forth is a
true record of the proceedi ngs.

| further certify that | am not
related to any of the parties to this proceedi ng by
bl ood or by marriage and that | amin no way
interested in the outcone of this matter.

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto

set ny hand this 22nd day of June 2017.

M CHELLE CONERO
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CHAI RVAN BRAND: Next up, Verizon
Wrel ess, property at Absolutely Autonotive

MR, TRUNCALI: "Legal notice,
comrercial site plan application. Please take
notice a public hearing will be held by the
Mar | bor ough Pl anni ng Board pursuant to the Town
of Marl borough Town Code 152-17 on June 5, 2017
for the follow ng application: Verizon Wreless,
Absol utely Autonotive |location, at the Town Hall
21 MIlton Turnpike, MIton, New York at 7:30 p.m
or as soon thereafter as may be heard. The
applicant is asking for a special permt approval
of a new tel ecommunications facility on | ands
| ocated at 1024 Route 9W MNarl boro, New York
12542, Section 108.4, Block 5, Lot 24. Any
interested parties either for or against this
proposal will have an opportunity to be heard at
this time. Chris Brand, Chairman, Town of
Mar | bor ough Pl anni ng Board. "

MR OLSON: W're six for six on this
one.

This is the third of our three
applications. |It's really the sane as the other

ones except for the location. So this is a
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little different |location, next to the Absolutely
Autonotive -- on the Absolutely Autonotive
property.

The setbacks are just a little
different. We are 9 feet off one of the side
set backs and 15 feet off the other, just because
of how that property situates.

It's in a highway district so we don't
have that 4 acre mninmum/lot requirenent.

There's really nothing different other
t han t hat.

CHAI RMVAN BRAND: M ke, do you have
anyt hi ng?

MR, MJUSSO  Just a coupl e quick things.
The Gonmez M|| House is |ocated to the east,
behind the right-of-way and behind where this is
proposed. | just want to show you an image of
that real quick. So here's node 5. Very close
to the Orange County border, incidentally. This
woul d be the southernnost node in Marl boro. The
sout hernnost of the three that you're review ng.
A small comrercial area. A lot of enpty space to
t he west, obviously.

The same 40 foot height, so a fairly
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limted view shed.

W did | ook at the Gonez MI| House a
little bit. | think the photo sinulation and the
area of visual influence is inportant for you to
consi der.

| would ask if the applicant -- that's
one of the SEQRA itens that we had in the
recommendations is just the Planning Board to
take a hard | ook at that and maybe ask sone
questions tonight, the Gonez MI| House.

We agree with this area of influence.
The dark green is really where this would be
visible from located alnost in the right-of-way
but on private property. The historic property
here, just based on the topography and tree line,
there's probably not a great visual influence, if
any. O f-leaf season, with all of these you're
going to get a better view of these poles, just
i ke you do a conventional tower. Any
correspondence perhaps going to SHPOw th this,
about that historic resource, that would be good
to have in the file. The sane comment that we
had in our other reports also, that this does

note a historic resource very close by.
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MR HNES. Wth that, ny office is
coordinating that reviewwith SHPO. This is a
Type 1 action because of that. W're working on
coordi nati ng coments from SHPO whi ch are
out standi ng as wel | .

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Anything fromthe

Boar d?

(No response.)

CHAI RMAN BRAND: This is a public
hearing. If you're here to speak about the

Absol utely Autonotive Verizon node 5, you nmay do
so at this tine.

M. Garofalo, | appreciate your
participation tonight.

MR, GARCFALO | will repeat nyself
once again, that I"'min favor of inproving cel
service in the Town. It's good for the
residents, the businesses and energency services.
Thank you.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Anyone el se to speak
on node 5, for or against?

(No response.)

CHAI RVAN BRAND: No. 1'd like a notion

to close the public hearing.
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MR. CLARKE: So noved.
MR. TRAPANI : l'll second.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: All those in favor?

MR CLARKE: Aye.
MR TRAPAN : Aye.
MS. LANZETTA: Aye.
MR, TRUNCALI: Aye.
MR CAUCHI : Aye.
MR LOFARO  Aye.

CHAI RVAN BRAND:  Aye.

Any opposed?

(No response.)

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Do | have soneone to
i ssue a negative declaration?

MR H NES: W're going to hold off.
W need to coordinate that.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: It's a Type 1. M
faul t.

MR HNES: W'Il put that off until
after we hear fromthe County.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Ckay. | believe that
does it for Verizon this evening.

MR. OLSON: Thank you.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Thank you.



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

Thank you, M. Misso, as well

(Time noted: 8:32 p.m)

CERTI FI CATI ON

|, MCHELLE CONERO, a Notary Public
for and within the State of New York, do hereby
certify:

That hereinbefore set forth is a
true record of the proceedi ngs.

| further certify that | am not
related to any of the parties to this proceedi ng by
bl ood or by marriage and that I amin no way
interested in the outcone of this matter.

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto

set ny hand this 22nd day of June 2017.

M CHELLE CONERO
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CHAl RVAN BRAND: Next up
Pol | ack/ Taddeo, final, public hearing.

MR. TRUNCALI: "Legal notice, lot line
revision application. Please take notice a
public hearing will be held by the Mrl borough
Pl anni ng Board pursuant to the State
Environmental Quality Review Act and the Town of
Mar | bor ough Town Code 134-33 on Monday June 5,
2017 for the foll ow ng application:
Taddeo/ Pol | ock, lot line revision ,at the Town
Hal 1, 21 MIton Turnpi ke, MIlton, New York at
7:30 p.m or as soon thereafter as may be heard.
The applicant is seeking approval of a lot line
revision for lands | ocated at 24 and 26 Min
Street, MIton, New York, Section 103.9, Bl ock 2,
Lots 29 and 30. Any interested parties either
for or against this proposal will have an
opportunity to be heard at this tine. Chris

Brand, Chai rman, Town of Marl borough Pl anning

Board. "

M5. HARTWELL- KELLY: |'m here
representing Robert Pollock. 1'mCJ Hartwell -
Kel |y.

| have the return receipts for the
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public notice. | sent out 32 and got 24 back.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Do you want to give us
a basic rundown of what's going on? W can go to
the engineer if you' d like.

M5. HARTWELL- KELLY: Maybe that's a
good idea. | believe it's just --

MR, HINES:. This project was before the
Board in 2015 at which tinme a public hearing was
hel d, a SEQRA determ nati on was nade and
condi tional final approval -- | think actually
final approval was granted. The maps were not
filed in atinmely manner with U ster County so
t hat approval | apsed.

It is an adjustnment to an existing | ot
line between two conmon properties where -- it's
ki nd of an agreenent about where the lot line is.
There's kind of a boundary dispute and they are
agreeing to where the lot line is going to fall
A very mnor change. | think it's a 430 square
foot difference between the two lots. Actually,
there's 78 feet from Taddeo to Poll ock and 430
fromPol |l ock to Taddeo, straightening that | ot
i ne out between the two.

So with that, we don't have any
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out st andi ng comments procedurally.

Because it's in the C Zone, your new
streamline lot line provisions don't apply. They
had to re-advertise and they are here for the
public hearing tonight.

We don't have any outstandi ng coments
and we woul d recommend the Board issue a fina
approval unless sone substantive comments are
received this evening.

CHAI RMAN BRAND: This is a public
hearing. If you are here to speak either for or
agai nst the Pol | ock/ Taddeo final public hearing
on the lot line revision, please stand up, state
your nane.

MR JOSEPH TRAPANI : Joseph R Trapan
for Frank Taddeo and Marie Taddeo. |'d just |ike
the record to indicate that Frank Taddeo and
Mari e Taddeo are present here tonight.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Thank you.

Any ot her comrents?

(No response.)

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Anything fromthe
Boar d?

MR. CLARKE: Are you going to file this
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tine?

63

M5. HARTWELL- KELLY: If he got ne

i nvol ved sooner it woul d have been done.

nmotion to

cl ose the

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Any ot her comrents?
(No response.)

CHAIRMAN BRAND: |'d like to have a
cl ose the public hearing.

M5. LANZETTA: 1'Il nake the notion to
public hearing.

MR LOFARO  Second.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: All those in favor?
CLARKE: Aye.

TRAPANI :  Aye.

LANZETTA:  Aye.

TRUNCALI :  Aye.

CAUCHI :  Aye.

2 » 3 5 3 %

LOFARO  Aye.
CHAI RVAN BRAND:  Aye.
Any opposed?

(No response.)

CHAI RVAN BRAND: All right. Due to the

uni queness of the situation, | guess if the Board

is in agreement we can reissue a final approval.

Do | have

soneone to nake that notion?
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MR. TRAPANI : ['ll make that notion.
MR. TRUNCALI : l'll second.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: All those in favor?

MR CLARKE: Aye.
MR TRAPAN : Aye.
MS. LANZETTA: Aye.
MR, TRUNCALI: Aye.
MR CAUCHI : Aye.
MR LOFARO  Aye.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Aye.

Any opposed?

(No response.)

M5. LANZETTA: Do we have to read the
resol uti on?

CHAI RVAN BRAND: We have a resol ution.
We haven't read themin the past but we do have
the resolution for this.

MR. BLASS: | think we should strike
the | ast paragraph that deals with the new
negative declaration and using the old negative
decl aration. Just strike that. [I'll give you a
revi sed version tonorrow.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Ckay. W did all vote

yes, so | won't have Jen poll the Board again.
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We all voted yes and everyone is here.

Thank you.

(Time noted: 8:36 p.m)

CERTI FI CATI ON

|, MCHELLE CONERO, a Notary Public
for and within the State of New York, do hereby
certify:

That hereinbefore set forth is a
true record of the proceedi ngs.

| further certify that | am not
related to any of the parties to this proceedi ng by
bl ood or by marriage and that I amin no way
interested in the outcone of this matter.

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto

set ny hand this 22nd day of June 2017.

ifyszh¢LLL C oo

M CHELLE CONERO
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CHAl RVAN BRAND: Next up, |I'm
going to go with the address of 73 Peach Lane
on this one.

How do you say it?

MR JAMES: Maria Stravroul aki s.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Wul d you like to give
us an overvi ew of what's happeni ng here?.

MR JAMES. M nane is Bob Janes, |'m
with A Diachishin & Associ ates who prepared the
maps. The applicant is Doug Mnard who is back
there in the hat there.

Doug M nard is purchasing | ot 2 which
is 21 acres, a two-lot subdivision. Lot 2 is
vacant. Lot 1 has a house. That would be
approxi mately 4 acres.

This is a sketch plan. There will be
on lot 1 the existing house |ot, existing
condi ti ons except where we need a new wel |
because there is an existing drilled well that's
in the 50-foot flag pole for lot 2.

W're in the RAG 1 Zone, rural
agricultural, one acre zoning. Both |ots neet
t he zoni ng.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Pat, do you want to
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run through your comrents?
MR. HI NES: Again, as the applicant's

representative just said, it's a two-1|ot

subdi vi si on. Lot 2 contains the well that serves

t he existing house which will end up on lot 1 and
a newwll will have to be drilled. W're
suggesting that prior to final approval that that
be acconplished to assure that that occurs,
otherwise it's going to be difficult to nmake
sure, or at least a condition of final approval
t hat that occur

We're al so suggesting, due to the
| ocation of the well on lot 2, it's not very
functional for any future use of lot 2, that it
be capped and cl osed per AWM standards. It's
right in the flag pole of the flag lot there.
Unl ess the applicant's representative has sone
really good reason to | eave that there.

MR. JAMES. Doug, any conmment on that,

on the well? Wat are you thinking?

MR MNARD: | don't have to have it,
no.

MR, JAMES. Ckay.

MR HNES. It elimnates any potenti al

68
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for a well to sit there forever and potentially
contam nate the groundwater supply. |It's not
| ocated for it to be conducive. |[If sone future
devel opnent of lot 2 occurs it's going to inpact
that well | ocation.

Wth that, it requires a public
heari ng.

| don't have any other comments on
her e.

The existing lot is adequately sized.
The wel |l s and septics are shown.

| was interested in where the nane of
that creek cane from | never saw that on a map
i n Marl borough before.

MR JAMES: | think it came off of the

USDA map showi ng the Federal wetland, if |I'm not

m st aken.

MR HINES: It could. | never heard of
that before. | was just interested.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Anyt hing fromthe
Boar d?

(No response.)
CHAI RVAN BRAND: | just have one

guestion. |Is there other access to this lot 2 or
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that 50 foot flag?

MR HINES: That's it.

CHAI RVAN BRAND:  Ckay.

MR. CLARKE: | think the applicant owns
conti guous property.

MR JAMES. Apple Bl ossom

M5. LANZETTA: | don't think it's
necessary because this is a large | ot, but do you
think it would be wise on the map to put sone
kind of reference to the agricultural buffer, 75
foot agricultural buffer on the side that is
adj acent to the land that's going to be farned?

MR HNES: On lot 17?

M5. LANZETTA: Yeah.

MR HINES. | didn't bring it up
because the existing house neets it. A reference
to that code section could be added, yes. The
buffer would end up on lot 1 in this case, not
ot 2.

M5. LANZETTA: Just in case they ever
cone back to subdivide that.

MR. HI NES. They could. The rear of
the property, it is Federal wetlands. Certainly

a reference -- there's a code section that
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requires a 75 foot buffer between residential
properties and agricultural. You could just add
that note as well as we nove forward.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Any ot her comrents?

(No response.)

CHAI RMAN BRAND: W can go ahead and
schedul e a public hearing. | believe that first
meeting in July --

M5. FLYNN: It has to be July 17th.

CHAI RVAN BRAND:  July 17th.

MR JAMES: July 17t h?

CHAI RVAN BRAND:  Yes.

MR JAMES: And the submttal date?

M5. LANZETTA: Deadline submttal

M5. FLYNN: Yes. It would be July 7th
i s the deadline.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: | think you're all set
unl ess you have anything el se.

MR JAMES: All set.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: All right. See you on
July 17th.

MR JAMES. Al right.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Make sure you get the

addresses for the mailings. That needs to go out
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as wel | .

(Time noted: 8:41 p.m)

CERTI FI CATI ON

|, MCHELLE CONERO, a Notary Public
for and within the State of New York, do hereby
certify:

That hereinbefore set forth is a
true record of the proceedi ngs.

| further certify that | am not
related to any of the parties to this proceedi ng by
bl ood or by marriage and that I amin no way
interested in the outcone of this matter.

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto

set ny hand this 22nd day of June 2017.

ifyszh¢LLL C oo

M CHELLE CONERO
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CHAl RVAN BRAND:  Next up,

Danskammer House.

MR WLLINGHAM (Good evening. M nane
is Andy WIlinghamw th WIIingham Engi neeri ng.
|"m here to present the Danskamer Bed &
Breakfast. The owner applicant is here, Kenneth
Cool and Linda Cool behind ne here.

Just a little bit of history about the
project. The house was built in 1870 and
apparently was a doctor's office until the late
"60s, was given to their children where the
property was kept up pretty well until about
1999, swi tched ownership and the Cools kind of
watched it deteriorate over the years until 2016
when they finally decided they wanted to purchase

it. Since then they've done substanti al

renovations to the property -- | don't know if
you've seen it but it's really beautiful, in ny
opi nion as an engineer -- to both the exterior

and interior as well as additional parking, a
patio -- a gravel patio in the rear, a snal
orchard, berry patch, |andscapi ng.

So I've brought it to you folks, the

Board. | also brought sonme photos of what it
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used to ook like in case you're interested. It
is apermtted use in the R 1 Zone.

We are proposing to provide all the
parking on the property. Two spaces in the
garage and four on the site.

It's proposed to be owner occupied in
accordance wwth the Code. Linda is going to be
living in the house. They live directly across
the street currently.

| think that's it. That's a summary.

CHAI RMAN BRAND:  Thank you.

Pat ?

MR HINES. D d | hear they live across
the street or they're going to live in the house?

MR WLLINGHAM Kenneth is going to
stay across the street. Linda is going to nove
into this house.

MR, HINES. There is a requirenent and
there will be a requirenent to note on the map it
be owner occupi ed.

| have conments as the Board is
famliar with these bed and breakfasts. | didn't
see it innmy file and I don't know if we got the

gat ekeeper letter fromthe building i nspector.
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CHAI RVAN BRAND: W did not | don't
bel i eve.

MR HINES: W need that here.

One of the major comments, ny comment
nunber 2, and we've gone through this with bed
and breakfasts in the past, is that fifty percent
of the structure -- the maxi num al | owed use of
the structure for the bed and breakfast is fifty
percent. We're going to need a house plan that
depicts the | ayout of the building and how t hat
building is going to function based on fifty
percent of it being -- a maximumof fifty percent
being utilized for that bed and breakfast use.
It's an existing four-bedroom structure that
they' re saying they are going to nake a
five-bedroom structure and utilize four bedroons
as the bed and breakfast. That in ny mnd wl|l
rapi dly approach or exceed the fifty percent of
the structure being utilized. | think a copy of
t he house plans needs to be submtted and that
area that will be utilized for the business use.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Pat, is that sonething
that they can receive a variance for or --

MR HNES. It's in the Zoning
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Ordi nance. Yeah, they could. They need to show
-- nunber one, show this Board how that's going
to work.

MR WLLINGAAM If | may. [I'll wait
until you finish your -- | do have sone
information on that part.

MR HNES: It's up to the Chairnman.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: You go ahead. Finish
yours and then he can go back

MR HINES: The Board shoul d eval uate
the use of the gravel driveway. The Board does
typically require comrercial uses to have paved
surfaces. You know, they could have a dust issue
with the four additional parking spots.

That leads into it requires six parking
spaces based on the four bedroons and the owner
occupancy of two. Two of those are identified as
being in the existing garage. W' re suggesting a
note on the plan be added that the garage nust be
avail able for parking and that it doesn't becone
used for storage or sone other use. It neets the
par ki ng count by utilizing the garage, so the
garage nust be avail abl e.

Section 155-23, home occupation, says
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there could be no structural alteration to the
principal building in order to accomobdate the
home occupati on.

The plans do identify the installation
of an ADA accessible ranp. | know you have
photos in the subm ssion. The front porch is or
seens to be elevated. There's a construction
ranp there. That's going to be the building
i nspector's call on whether that's going to be a
structural alteration or not.

Honme occupations are subject to an
annual fee in accordance with the hone
occupati on, Section 155-23 (F).

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Can you just clarify
t hat 155-23, the no structural alterations?

MR. H NES: You can't change the
structure. |It's basically for hone occupation.
There's a proposed ranp to be constructed or
shown. | think the building inspector is going
to have to nmake a call whether that's a
structural change or not. | don't have a grading
pl an here or the extent of the access to the
structure, how that's going to be changed. Maybe

the applicant's representative can address that.
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M5. LANZETTA: If you just as a
honmeowner wanted to prepare to have better access

into your home for visitors and stuff, --

MR HINES. | think you can.

MS. LANZETTA: -- aren't you allowed to
do that?

MR HINES: | think as a honeowner you

can structurally alter your house all you want.
When you're before the Board with a hone
occupation that shows a change to the plans to
accommodate, it's going to be up to the building
i nspect or.

M5. LANZETTA: If you're living there
-- I'"mconfused because hone occupati on neans
it's your hone, you're living there. [|f you want
to i nprove access into your own honme, who is to
say that you're not doing it for yourself or your
friends and famly as opposed to all of a sudden
it becones for the business?

MR HI NES: Because it's -- | would
suggest that it's on the site plan here for the
honme occupation. It's not there now It's a
proposed ranp right now. | just quoted that out

of the hone occupation section, 155-23. That is
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a quote, there shall be no structural alterations
to the principal building in order to accommodate
a home occupation. That's why |I'm suggesting the
bui l ding i nspector's coments regarding the
construction requi renent of handi cap
accessibility should be received. I'mwth you.
|f they weren't here before you for the hone
occupation they could construct a handi cap
accessible ranp conpliant with the code.

MR, TRUNCALI: A ranp would be part of
the building? | nmean it's comng up to the
por ch.

MR HINES. | think it is. It depends
how they build it. If they grade it with dirt it
woul dn't be. [I'mgoing to leave it up to the
bui l ding inspector. | went through the code that
says hone occupation and here's the foll ow ng
itens that conply.

| think the biggest issue for this
applicant is the fifty percent use of the
structure. W' ve had that issue with other bed
and breakfasts.

CHAI RVAN BRAND:  Correct.

MR, WLLINGHAM So the fifty percent
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issue we were definitely aware of before com ng
here. W knew we had to neet that. It's a
three-story building. The top floor is going to
be basically a studio, kind of common area,
living space. The bottomfloor is going to be --
is going to have only one bedroomin it. The
rest of it is going to be, you know, dining room
kitchen. | spoke with Tom Corcoran and he said
that he was wlling to consider these common
areas as part of the house. You know, the
kitchen, the dining room |[|f those areas are all
consi dered as part of the house, than we're above
the fifty percent. So that's how we're kind of
seei ng that.

MR HNES: |In the past the Planning
Board -- to be consistent with other ones, the
Pl anni ng Board has asked for those house pl ans.
Those areas that were used for the bed and
breakfast, including the dining areas and
kitchens, et cetera, were part of the
requirenents for the bed and breakfast.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: So they were
consi dered the busi ness?

MR. H NES. Yeah. |If the patrons of
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t he business are eating -- if the dining roomis
the dining room Just to be consistent. This
regul ati on was changed. It originally said 35
percent many years ago, pre Butterm |k Falls.
When that bed and breakfast cane in, the fifty
percent was increased in the Town Code in 2009 in
response to sone other bed and breakfasts that
said 35 percent is not practical but maybe fifty
percent is. So | think it's up to the Board to
take a ook at howit's going to be used.

M5. COOL: If I may. As the owner/
occupant of this establishnment, | intend to use
my dining roomand | intend to have guests over
who are ny guests, | intend to have famly for
famly dinners. | don't see that I'mrestricted
fromusing the dining room No one will be using
the kitchen but ne. | wll be preparing food for
peopl e who are staying there. Nobody is in the
kitchen but me. No one is in the laundry room
No one is in the basenent. | intend to spend
sonme tine in the lushish third fl oor space we
created with a beautiful view over our backyard.
|"mgoing to listen to nmy nusic, I'mgo to read

my books. If I'"'mnot allowed to use ny own space
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as an owner/occupant, this seens really crazy.

MR. HINES: No one is saying the owner/
occupant can't use it. It's a matter of how much
of the structure is dedicated to the "hone
occupation.™

M5. COOL: But ny point is it's not
dedicated. |It's ny space that | intend to use to
entertain ny famly and friends.

MR HNES: |In the past this Board has
consi dered the kitchen areas of the facilities
that were utilized to make breakfast for the
tenants or the occupants of the bed and breakfast
as well as the dining areas. | nean you have the
plans for the Buttermlk Falls one. There was
anot her one across the street. | don't know if
it ever opened but we had that anal ysis as wel
in the MIton hanlet.

| woul d suggest, to be consistent, the
Board get that plan to show how the space is
going to be utilized so that that cal culation can
be perforned.

MR, WLLINGHAM We' || provide a floor
pl an showi ng that cal cul ation

| always try to think of the intent of
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why soneone wote that, you know. Wat was the
intent of fifty percent. It just seened |like
ki nd of your classic bed and breakfast woul dn't
meet that if you look at it that way. Fifty
percent couldn't include all the common areas.

MR HINES. The intent is to keep the
project to scale as a honme occupation in
relationship to the size of the structures and
the use of the facility. Again, it was raised in
that ordinance in 2009 as a response to the
previ ous bed and breakfast applications that had
difficulty show ng they were using |ess than 35
percent .

MR COOL: May |1? As the owner of the
property, there is a point here at which you need
to define the term and you haven't defined it.
Until you can define the term--

MR HINES: | don't need to define the
term |'masking you as an applicant to provide
the Board with the information so they can
performthe anal ysis.

MR COOL: You can't define terms three
different ways. You can't say on one hand that

this is the owner's property and the owner has
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the right to enjoy the uses of his or her house/
hone and then to claimon the other hand that
every roomin the house serves the benefit of the
guests. That's an illogical statenent.

MR HINES. | don't think anyone here
made that claimother than you right now

MR COOL: No, but in essence it's what
you' re sayi ng.

CHAI RMAN BRAND: | know that after your
first appearance there were sonme questions and |
wote a letter to the Town Board to reviewthe
current -- the laws. | renenber there was a gap
We had sone occupancy at five or snaller, or
sonething like that, and we had hotels, but there
was really no in between rules. Do you recal
that? So | did send it off to themafter your
last visit. | don't believe that anything has
happened fromthat. We will definitely -- "I
check with Tomry and we'll check.

What was the other case, Pat, you said
we should reference? Butterm |k was the one?

MR HINES: Buttermlk Falls was one
that we went through quite an exercise to

determ ne what portions of the structure were
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dedi cated to the owner occupancy versus the use,
then there was one right across the street from
Butterm |k Falls that sits up on the hill

MR. TRUNCALI: Evelyn's View?

MR. H NES: Yeah. That was anot her one
where we went through the sane anal ysis.

M5. LANZETTA: What about the one in
Mlton that sits up on the hill?

MR. TRAPANI : Riverview.

MR HINES: It's in the sane -- across
the street fromthe Buttermlk Falls one that we
had.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: So we haven't received

anything fromthe building inspector yet on this

as wel | .
MR. HINES: He did hand ne sonet hi ng.
CHAI RVAN BRAND:  You have sonet hi ng?
MR HINES. It's just saying it can be
pr esent ed.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: | think what we coul d
do is schedule this for a public hearing, and
then in the neantinme -- it's a long tine.

Bet ween now and July 17th we can discuss it,

we'll review those other cases, Buttermlk Falls
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hi story and the Evelyn's View history, and then
maybe cone to sone clear decision. You'l
present us with a map and show t he spaces.

MR BLASS: | think the plan w il
address what portions of the house are accessible
to patrons and what portions of the house are
i naccessi ble to patrons.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Does accessibility
necessarily denote that is business based --

MR. BLASS: Mst B&Bs have a dining
area which is accessible to patrons, they have a
sitting area that is accessible to patrons and
t hey have bedroons which are accessible to
patrons, and bathroons. It would basically be
identifying the portion of the house to which
guests were -- which were inaccessible to guests,
reserved for owners.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: That has to be fifty
percent ?

MR BLASS: That's what the code reads
NOW.

CHAI RVAN BRAND:  Ckay.

MR WLLINGHAM Tom Corcoran isn't

seeing it quite that way, at |east per ny
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conversation. W'Il|l see howit all kind of plays
out .

MS. LANZETTA: If he could give us sone
witten guidance as to how he's attributing this,
that would be hel pful to us.

MR, WLLINGHAM  Yeah

CHAI RVAN BRAND:  So we' ||l schedul e a
public hearing for July 17th.

MR WLLI NGHAM  Ckay.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Between now and t hen
-- the deadline is July 7th for that?

MS. FLYNN:  Yes.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: You'll send out the
mai | i ngs and hopefully you can get clarification
bef ore then.

MR, WLLINGHAM  Wiile | have you here,
the gravel parking issue, is it sonething that's
-- we don't feel like it really fits this use.

| f you' ve been to the site, it's not a paved kind

of parking lot. |Is it possible that the Board
will consider a waiver? 1Is it possible?

M5. LANZETTA: | personally don't have
any issue with gravel. 1'mgoing in a few nonths

to Newport where we frequent a | ot B&Bs and they
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have no bl acktop. Everything is gravel there.

MR, TRUNCALI: | agree with C ndy.

CHAI RVAN BRAND:  Me, tooO.

M5. COOL: If I may add to it. In our
particular case | think the gravel is nost
appropri ate because we are on a slanting lot. |If
we macadaned this parking area and what's al ready
a big driveway which has al ways been gravel --
the nice thing about gravel is it allows noisture
to go down into the ground. Oherwi se we're
going to be sending sheets of water down the
hill, and | don't think that's in anybody's --

MR. H NES: The only other issue there
may be is an ADA issue with that. The gravel
does not neet the Americans with Disabilities
Act. | see we're going with handi cap access or
an accessi ble access ranp to the front, but
there's no way to get to it at that point.

M5. LANZETTA: You might want to
consi der sone perneabl e pavers where a person can
pull up and --

MR TRUNCALI: Is there a sidewal k out
to the street?

MR COOL: May | suggest just about
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that particular issue, in terns of handicap
access, to suggest that the handi cap access
shoul d be in the rear of the property where the
parking area is would nmean that a handi cap person
woul d have to wal k about fifty additional yards,
up a hill to the front door to go one step onto a
porch at the first level. |In practical terns

t hat nmakes no sense. \Wat our proposal is today
-- ADA requirenments have all kinds of equipnent.
There are |ight weight alum numranps that wl|
take a handi cap person up one step and fromthe
front steps. That's all that he or she would
really need. It does not have to be a pernmanent
alteration of the establishnent. It neets the
needs when there's a handi cap person on site, and
it also elimnates the ugliness of what nmany
handi cap ranps are that create nonstrosities in
front or side yards. | would hope that the

Pl anni ng Board take into due consideration being
both practical in ternms of truly wishing to
support and neet the needs of the handi cap but

al so be responsive to the aesthetics of the
bui | di ng and what nekes the npbst sense.

Sonetimes regul ations do everything to destroy a
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property as opposed to nmake it work well, | ook
good and function appropriately for the people
it's neant to serve

M5, COOL: I'lIl be the first person who
woul d agree that what applies to one should apply
to all. Absolutely. But to conpare what we're
trying to do to Buttermlk Falls is like
conparing our backyard to this fifty-acre
property. Buttermlk Falls uses the word bed and
breakfast but it's an inn. In fact, | would
guess it's maybe a hotel.

MR WLLINGHAM Just lastly, the
structural alteration, again I'mtrying to figure
out why. To ne the no structural alteration
seens to be so you don't do an addition. You
don't say I'mgoing to work out of ny house and
build a big addition on the house and there's
your office. That's seens to be the intent of
that. You' d think if you're going to convert
your house to your office there would be sone
al terations.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Thank you.

Anyt hing el se fromthe Board?

MR TRUNCALI: No.
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MR LOFARO.  No.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: So we'll see you back
on July 17th. Thank you.

M5. COOL: Is this a public hearing on
the 17th?

CHAI RVAN BRAND: It will be a public
heari ng.

M5. COOL: I'Il conme and see Jen and
we'll find out what | need to do.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Basically mailing out
to all adjacent property owners. She'll show you
how to find those persons.

M5. COOL: Thank you.

(Time noted: 9:02 p.m)
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| would like to have a notion to
adj ourn.

MR CAUCHI : 1'll nake a notion to
adj ourn the neeting.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: |Is there a second?

MR, TRUNCALI: 1'Ill second.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: All those in favor?

MR CLARKE: Aye.
MR TRAPAN : Aye.
MS. LANZETTA: Aye.
MR, TRUNCALI: Aye.
MR CAUCHI : Aye.
MR LOFARO  Aye.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Aye.
Any opposed?

(No response.)

(Time noted: 9:03 p.m)
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