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KENT FAM LY FARM 2

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Agenda, Town of
Mar | bor ough Pl anni ng Board, June 7, 2021.
Regul ar neeting at 7:30 p.m Approval of
stenographic mnutes for May 3rd.

On the agenda toni ght we have the
Kent Famly Farmat 152 and 178 North Road
for a final for the site plan, and we have
Mondel | o and Perretta for a final of their
lot line. W will continue the discussion
wi t hout the | awer, engineer, stenographer
for the Planning Board site plan review

The next deadline is Friday, June
11th. The next scheduled neeting is
Monday, June 21st.

I'd like to have a notion to
approve the stenographic mnutes for My
the 3rd, please.

MR CAUCH: |'ll make that
not i on.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Manny. |Is there
a second?

MR TRONCILLITG [I'Il second it.

0CHAI RVAN BRAND:  Bobby. Any

di scussi on?
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(No response.)

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Any obj ecti ons?

(No response.)

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Any abstentions?

(No response.)

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Ckay. Al
right. Before we begin, | know sone of
you have sone training hours. Ws that
true or sonething? G ndy?

M5. LANZETTA: Yeah. | attended
the New York State Renewabl e Ener gy
wor kshop, and | sent that information to
Jen.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Geat. Just so
that you know, the recording -- the
st enographer is going to nmake a report
based on the recording of the neeting this
eveni ng.

Al right. So first up we have
the Kent Famly Farm final of the site
plan. | wll start with Ms. Brooks.

M5. BROOKS: (Good evening. $So
since the |last neeting we nmade a coupl e of

revisions to the site plan. W revised
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what was a proposed septic to an
engi neered septic area, renoved the water
tank and the trees that were | ocated
inside of it. W added the sight distance
fromthe access on Church Street. W
showed the access to the agricul tural
bui | di ng fromthe handi cap parki ng spaces.
The term nol ogy we changed on note nunber
10, handi cap parking to accessible
parking. W added a note on the nmap that
all events needed to be in accordance wth
Ag & Markets event regul ations.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: G eat. Thank
you.

Questions, conmmrents fromthe
Board toni ght ?

Jen, | don't think you need to
share that, though.

MB. FLYNN  Ckay.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: | think she sent
it out to all of us.

MR CAUCH: | have a few
comrent s.

M5. FLYN\N Steve, can you nute?
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V¢ have background noi se from you.

MR CLARKE: Al right.

M5. FLYNN:  Thank you.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: (o ahead, Manny.
The floor is yours.

MR CAUCH: First of all, |
t hank you, Jeff, for addressing the
coments that | had earlier today. That
was very helpful, clarifying a | ot of
| ssues.

(Cne of the issues was why was
there a need of having the site plan
approval. It wasn't really clear to ne.
But because of all of the expansion that
they're doing, it's a requirenent of the
code. That clarification was well noted.
It wasn't very clear to ne. | appreciate
t hat .

And al so determ ning what is the
usage of that, as well as your
conversation with Ms. Brooks. That was
noted as well. Thank you for that
clarification.

(Technical interruption.)
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CHAl RVAN BRAND: |s he fadi ng out
for you as well?

MR CAUCH : | still haven't
clarity -- excuse ne. ne of the
additional is the safety, the traffic
safety and the signs there. | know you
have it that it's not per our
jurisdiction. | was wondering if you
could clarify that a little bit nore for
ne?

CHAl RVAN BRAND:  Who i s that
guestion to, Manny? To Jeff?

MR CAUCH : Yes.

MR BATTISTON: | wll say that
at the last neeting there was di scussion
of those itens. There was discussion that
traffic safety in terns of enforcenent of
speed imts and things of that nature is
not a Planning Board issue. That woul d be
nore of a policing issue. And signage,
roadway signage as well woul d be sonething
within either the highway superintendent's
jurisdiction. Perhaps the Town Board but

probabl y the hi ghway superintendent. So
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it's not a Planning Board issue.

MR CAUCH : Gkay. So then we
wi Il have to get the hi ghway supervisor
involved with that to nake it since there
wll be -- the traffic wll be -- nore
traffic in that area being -- | nean the
concept is a really good concept for the
Kent famly to do that. So we just want
to make sure, because the Hamet of MIton
Is such a quaint little thing, to increase
traffic, we just want to nmake sure that we
are prepared for the overflow and car
activity there.

And this brings ne up to ny next
poi nt --

M5. BROOKS: Can | just finish
addr essi ng, Manny, just for one second
before you head on? Wat is within the
purvi ew of the Planning Board with regard
to the site plan reviewis the internal
traffic and how we control pedestrians and
their use, which is why we did have the
wal king path totally within | ands of Kent,
going fromthe Church Street parking | ot
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up to the site. So | think that the
Pl anni ng Board, they had -- they nade
actually several commrents with regard to
that, and we've nade revisions throughout
the review process to nake sure that
pedestrian safety was well accounted for.
So | think that although addressing
signage on the road and no parking and so
forth, which again | believe is within the
hi ghway jurisdiction, | think that the
Pl anni ng Board has certainly done their
due diligence, yourself included, with
maki ng sure sure that the on-site
provi sions were well accounted for.

MR CAUCH: That's well taken,
Patti. M/ concern is the additional --
t he nei ghbor hood peopl e wal king. Not only
the patrons to the brewery, the
nei ghbor hood peopl e wal ki ng on that road.
Al of a sudden -- there's a | ot of people
that wal k there, and so |I'mconcerned for
themas well. Not just the patrons but
t he people that wal k that road, and

there's a substantial anount of themthat
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do that.
M5. BROOKS: So that has nothing
to do with site plan then. You're saying

that that's a concern outside of the site

pl an?

MR CAUCH : |[|'mlooking at the
overall picture. I'mnot just |ooking at
one specific segnent of it. |'mlooking

at the overall whole picture of that.
There needs to be an overall attention to
the overall picture is what |'mgetting
at .

M/ next comment is that parking
Is very limted in the Hamet of MIton,
and | understand -- this is great. | just
want to know how is the brewery and the
Kent famly going to nonitor that val uable
par ki ng space that is there at the Hanl et
of MIton since parking is very limted
there. | just want to know what is their
plan. 1'mnot saying -- just what do they
have pl anned for hey, you have ot her
busi nesses in the area, you have, you

know, shops in the area. And again,
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parking is very limted there. | just
wanted to know if there is sone nonitoring
that's going to be done. |f they could
share that wth us, it would be hel pful.
That's all | had.

M5. BROOKS: | think at this
point in tinme there isn't any nonitoring
proposed. | nmean | can speak to this a
little bit because ny busi ness has one of
the few parking lots in the Hanl et of
H ghl and, and it has becone an enforcenent
I ssue for us personally as business
owners. So in our off hours when our
staff is not using our parking spaces, we
don't enforce it. Not that we encourage
strangers parking there, but we allow it
to happen. On the occasions where it does
becone an issue, then we get |aw
enforcenent involved and ask themto run
the plates, and we try and track down the
people. So | think that that woul d be
sonet hi ng that we hope woul d not occur,
but if it does occur that would be up to

M. Kent to contact |aw enforcenent, just
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as it is with any other business in the
ham et right now | nean ook at Frida's.
They have a | arge parking | ot behind them
for the | aundromat and the bakery, which
' msure they have issues with people
parking there who are not their custoners.
That generally is a business to business
enforcenent issue that's the onus,
unfortunately, of the |andowner.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Patti, how many
spots are on the site again? Do you know
off the top of your head?

M5. BROOKS: Overall including
the field overflow, there were 44. W had
28 spaces in front of the facility itself,
and then -- I"'msorry. There's an
addi tional 44 grass overfl ow down at
Church Street. So 28 plus 44.

MR CAUCH: M concernis there
Is alot of out of towners that cone in.
Maybe it needs to be -- whatever the
nonitoring systemor whatever it is needs
to be well stated, you know, or signs put

up, what is the intention, so we don't
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hol d the burden, or the police force does
as well. That's all.

M5. BROOKS: Point well taken.
Thank you, Manny.

CHAl RVAN BRAND:  Any ot her
guestions or comments fromthe Board?

MR TRONCILLITO Chip -- maybe
Chip, | don't know if you can answer this
or if Patti can answer it. | have
recei ved sone calls, and | just need
clarification so | can get back with the
people that called ne. In regard to the
inside of the facility, what are the
intentions in regards to what's going to
be avail abl e? That's what was bei ng asked
tonme. | figured the best person to ask
woul d be you so | could get back with them
wth the correct answer. | don't want to
give themfal se informati on.

M5. BROOKS: Are you talking
about with regard to food, Bob?

MR TRONCILLITO Yes. That's
what their concern was. | said geeze, |

don't know. That's the reason |I'm asking.
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Just so when | get back with them | can
give themthe answer, Chip, whatever it
I S.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: That's actually
in our resolution tonight. It clarifies
exactly what he's going to be doing and
what he's not going to be doing in there.

MR TRONCILLITO  Ckay.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: | nean naybe |
can have Jeff go through that when we get
to that point. |If you still have
guestions outside of that, then maybe we
can ask Chip. | think that it was pretty
clear in the resol ution.

MR KENT: W' re |osing our
internet for sonme reason up here on North
Road. You guys are going in and out.

MR TRONC LLITQO If that's going
to be clarified, then that will be the
answer for ne, and | can get back to ny
constituents that were asking ne those
guestions. That's all.

CHAI RVAN BRAND:  If it's still

not clear to you afterwards, please feel
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free to ask

MR TRONC LLITO  Ckay.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: | think that
it's very clear.

MR TRONOLLITO Al right.
Good. Sounds good to ne.

CHAl RVAN BRAND:  Any ot her
guestions or comments fromthe Board?

MR GARCFALQO Yes. | have sone
guestions and comments. | had asked for
sight di stances, and on the new June
revi sion you provided the sight distance
off of Church Street. | think for the
hi ghway superintendent we shoul d have
sight di stances where the other two
accesses are being -- well, one is being
created and one is really already there.
The one that is already there is already
paved. But that was ny other concern,
that the accesses, the initial portion of
it, according to our code, needs to be
paved. | can't renenber whether it's 15
feet or 10 feet or whatever. But that

Isn't shown on the new plan as bei ng paved
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for those two other accesses. So | think
what we need to do is have in the
resolution that the hi ghway superintendent
approves the accesses and any signing that
goes along with those accesses and the

wi dth of those accesses, because they are
-- two of the accesses are going to be one
way. So they really need to be signed
because one of themis going to be gravel
and you're really not going to be able to
put a pavenent narking on that gravel.

But to have appropriate signing. |'mokay
with himsigning off once he | ooks at the
sight distances and the signing for those
two one-way and sees that you've included
pavi ng on those other two accesses for
that short distance.

M5. BROCKS: Janes, you had
mentioned that last nonth and so | tried
finding it in the code. | had witten
down that you said it was Section 130(QC
121, and | couldn't even find that section
in the code. So | certainly -- if you

could provide that to ne, | greatly woul d
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appreciate it. | think that your solution
or your suggestion that we leave it up to
the jurisdiction of the highway
superintendent is certainly fine as far as
" mconcerned. But | just also wanted to
poi nt out that the sight distance for the
two accesses along North Road have al ways
been shown on the site plan and they're
there. They're across the street.

They're in green. So | thought that you
were just asking ne to add the one on
Church Street, which | did, because the
ot her ones have been shown all al ong.

MR GARCFALQO | apol ogi ze. You
are correct. It isin green, it's just
hard -- | didn't see it because it was in
green. So yeah, those are provided.

Thank you very nuch.

M5. BROOKS: Ckay.

MR GARCFALO |'msorry about
poi nting that out when it was unnecessary.
M. BROOKS: No probl em

CHAl RVAN BRAND:  Anyt hi ng el se

fromthe Board?
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(No response.)

CHAl RVAN BRAND: |'mgoing to say
that's a no.

Jeff then, you have prepared two
docunents for us this evening. D d you
just want to reviewthem the first being
t he SECQRA negative declaration and notice
of determnation of non-significance and
t he Pl anni ng Board approval resolution for
the site plan?

MR BATTISTONI: Yes, | can do
that. First let ne just ask a question.
Board Menber Garofal o just said that he
wanted a condition added that the hi ghway
superi ntendent sign off on, let's say the
surface of and the signage for the access
points. |If we phrase it that way, is that
accept abl e?

MR GARCFALO In the | ocations.

MR BATTISTONI: (kay. Bear with
me a second.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: |s the Board in
agreenent to add that as wel | ? Does

anyone object to adding that, | should
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ask?

MR CAUCH : No.

MR BATTISTONI: Ckay. So
following the last -- at the |last neeting

the Board cl osed the public hearing. |
was directed to prepare a resolution for a
negative declaration and al so a resol ution
for site plan approval. | did prepare
that and circul ated those two resol utions.
Manny had several questions today by
e-mail and we tried to address those, and
Tom Corcoran had sone questions as well.
In the approval resolution, at the very
end of it there is a paragraph E which
reads as follows, "The owners do not
intend to operate a restaurant on the
property, so this approval does not grant
an approval for such operation. However,
state law requires establishnents which
sel | al coholic beverages for on-prem ses
consunption to nake food available. A
diversified selection of finger foods such
as cheeses, fruits and crackers has been

held to be sufficient. The provision of



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

25

KENT FAM LY FARM 19

such food is approved. Further, to the
extent that events are held at the
property" -- excuse ne. "Further, to the
extent that events are held at the
property, outside catering busi nesses and
food trucks are authorized to provide food
service on the property." So that's that
fifth condition or condition E that |
added.

Bob, | hope that answers your
guesti on about food servi ce.

MR TRONG LLITO Yes, it does.
This way when the people -- when | get
back with themand say hey, this is what
it is. And that's fine. | just needed a
little bit of clarification. Thank you.
| appreciate it.

MR BATTISTON: And that's a
specific condition in the resol ution.

And finally we'll add one, and
|'mjust going to read the | anguage. This
w || be sub-paragraph F, "The hi ghway
superi ntendent nust sign off on the

| ocati on of the surface of and the signage
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for the access points.”

CHAl RVAN BRAND:  Now, | nay be
incorrect but | feel like we've discussed
this before for a different agricultural
site where the paving -- it may have even
been this one. W tal ked about sone
portion -- that nmaybe the accessible
par ki ng spaces on ag sites did not need to
be paved. AmI| incorrect in that?

MR BATTISTONI: | think that was
t he di scussion but |I'muncl ear about
whet her an access point requires a certain
anount of paving. | would | eave that up
to the highway superintendent. |If he
feels it's required under the code, he'l
require it. If he feels he can sign off
onit, he'll sign off onit. That would
be his jurisdiction.

CHAl RVAN BRAND:  Ckay. |'m
confortable with that.

Any ot her questions regarding
t hat ?

(No response.)

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Al |l right then.
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MR GARCFALO There was one item
in the resolution where you put | think no
new buil ding i s proposed or sonething |like
that -- to that effect, itemF. There was
sone di scussi on about the barn and, you
know, the Building Departnent treating it
as a new buil ding because it hadn't been
I nspected but had been built under the
farmregul ati ons. Maybe rather than say
no new bui |l di ng, maybe it woul d be better
to say no building construction is
proposed. Sonething to that -- sonething
to that effect.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Vel |l they are
fixing the old one in the back, so that
woul dn't work with what we di scussed so
far.

M5. BROOKS: | think the way it's
worded right nowis correct for the reason
that | understand that the buil ding
I nspector was contending that it's not an
exi sting building, but the point is that
we can all drive by it and see it and it

Is an existing building. So again, we're
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crossing over with what Building
Departnent rules and regul ations are as
far as use on the interior of the building
and zoning and the fact that the building
Is an existing building. W don't

pretend -- you know, again our site plans
are very clear. Wen sonething is
proposed, we call it proposed. Wien
sonething is existing, then it's shown on
the building as an existing feature. So
al t hough, you know, | do understand we had
received that comment fromthe building

I nspector, it certainly is an existing
bui |l ding, and right now we call it, you
know, building agricultural/barn, and that
Is a factual statenent.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: It's there right
now, at the tine of the approval. kay.
I'mgood with that.

Anyt hi ng el se?

(No response.)

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Ckay. As far as
the application of Charles T. Kent and

Janes D. Kent Junior as owners and
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applicants for site plan approval, the
Town of Marl borough Pl anni ng Board SEQRA
negati ve decl aration and notice of
determ nati on of non-significance.
Jen, woul d you poll the Board.
M5. FLYNN:  Chai rnman Brand?
CHAl RVAN BRAND:  Yes.

M5. FLYNN  Menber Troncillito?
MR TRONC LLI TGO  Yes.

M5. FLYNN Menber Garofal 0?
MR GARCFALQO  Yes.

M5. FLYNN Menber Lanzetta?
M5. LANZETTA:  Yes.

M5. FLYNN  Menber Lofaro?
MR LCFARO  Yes.

MB. FLYNNN  Menber Cauchi ?
MR CAUCH : Yes.

M5. FLYNN  Menber O arke?
MR CLARKE: Yes.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Then we have the
Pl anni ng Board of the Town of Marl borough
approval resolution of site plan for the
application of Charles T. Kent and Janes

D. Kent Junior as owners and applicants
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for site plan approval.

Chai rman Brand offered the
follow ng resol uti on which was seconded by
Menber Lanzetta with the agreed upon
addi tion of subsection F which essentially
not es the hi ghway superintendent signing
off on specific portions of the access,
si ght di stance and possi bl e pavi ng.

Jen, woul d you poll the Board.

M5. FLYNN:  Chai rman Brand?

CHAI RVAN BRAND:  Yes.

M5. FLYNN Menber Garof al 0?

MR GARCFALO  Yes.

M5. FLYNN  Menber Troncillito?
MR TRONC LLITQ  Yes.

M5. FLYNN Menber Lanzetta?

M5. LANZETTA:  Yes.

M5. FLYNN Menber Lofaro?

MR LOFARO  Yes.

M5. FLYNN  Menber O arke?

MR CLARKE: |I'mgoing to have to

abstain on this one. The two famlies are
alittle too close for ne to nake a

decision. So I'll just -- let ne abstain
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on this one.
M5. FLYNN  (kay. Menber Cauchi ?
MR CAUCH : Yes.
M5. FLYNN Patti, can you give
me the | ast revision date?
M5. BROCKS: Yes. May 20, 2021.
M5. FLYNN:  Thank you.
CHAl RVAN BRAND: Al right. |
believe that finishes up Kent Famly Farm
M5. BROOKS: Thank you very much.
MR TRONCI LLITG Good | uck,

Chi p.
CHAl RVAN BRAND: | don't know if
you can still hear us.
M5. FLYN\: | think he's frozen.
MB. BROCKS: 1'Ill send himan

e-nail and | et hi mknow

(Time noted: 7:55 p.m)
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CERTI FI CATI ON

I, 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 I am not
related to any of the parties to this
proceedi ng by blood or by narriage 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
2021.

M CHELLE CONERO

26
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CHAl RVAN BRAND: Al right. Next
on the agenda this eveni ng we have
Mondel l o and Perretta for a final of the
lot Iine on Janes Street in Marl borough.

Jeff, | guess I'll start with
you. You al so approved a resol ution of
approval for this. Anything that you'd
| i ke to point out to the Board?

MR BATTISTONI: The resol ution
Is straightforward. It was a Type 2
action and it qualified for the waiver of
t he public hearing under your Town Code.
So there was a variance -- an area
variance granted by the Zoning Board of
Appeal s, so the resolution is
strai ghtforward.

CHAI RVAN BRAND: Qeat. Any
guestions or comments fromthe Board?

(No response.)

CHAl RVAN BRAND: No. Then for
the application of Lucas A Mndello as
trustee of the Lucas A Mndello |iving
trust and Steven Perretta as trustee of

the Frank Perretta living trust, a | ot
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MONDELLC & PERRETTA

i ne revision,

resol ution of approval

you have before you a

by the Town of

Mar | bor ough Pl anni ng Board dated June 7,

2021.
Jen,

IVB.

2P I D

CHAl RVAN BRAND: G eat .

woul d you pol |

t he Boar d.

FLYNN: Chai rman Brand?
CHAl RVAN BRAND:  Yes.

FLYNN:.  Menber

LANZETTA:  Yes.

FLYNN.  Menber
LOFARQO  Yes.
FLYNN.  Menber
CLARKE:  Yes.
FLYNN.  Menber
CAUCH :  Yes.
FLYNN:  Menber

CGARCFALO  Yes.

FLYNN:.  Menber

Lanzetta?

Lof ar 0?

d ar ke?

Cauchi ?

Gar of al 0?

Troncillito?

TRONCI LLITO  Yes.

a -- before we nove to the di scussion

wi t hout the | awyer,

st enogr apher,

I's not here this evening,

engi neer and

obvi ously the stenographer

there were two

29

Just as
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MONDELLC & PERRETTA 30

out standi ng i ssues fromour |ast neeting
that | just want to check in with where we
are.

Pat, you're going to get to ne
the fee for the conceptual site plan
application review.

And then | believe there was a
gquestion fromthe Oim Varolis regarding
their status. Do you know what |I'm
referring to, Pat?

MR HNES | don't. It came at
the end of their approval that it was a
County hi ghway. Now the County has
determned that they do not want
dedi cation of that portion of the lot, is
ny take on that, what | saw in sone
e-nail s.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: So we're just
waiting for the final nmaps to be
submtted?

MR HNES. W're waiting for the
final maps to be submtted. W're
renmovi ng that dedication offer. The

County road will remain a County road by
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use.

(Time noted: 7:58 p.m)

CERTI FI CATI ON

I, 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 I am not
related to any of the parties to this
proceedi ng by blood or by narriage and that |
amin no way interested in the outcone of this
matt er.

IN WTNESS WHERECF, | have
hereunto set ny hand this 22nd day of June
2021.

M CHELLE CONERO
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MEETI NC HELD REMOTELY VI A ZOOM
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BOARD BUSI NESS
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Ti me: 7:58 p.m
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Cl NDY LANZETTA
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STEVE CLARKE
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BOARD BUSI NESS 33

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Ckay. | think
then -- is there any other reason not to
dismss Jeff and Pat for the eveni ng?

M5. LANZETTA: | have a question
that |1'd Iike an opinion by Jeff, or
possi bly Pat could weigh in. The Zoning
Board of Appeals is going to be | ooking at
-- they're currently | ooking at a solar
panel array that was pre-standing that was
put in the front yard of a hone, and of
course that's considered an accessory use
and therefore is not in conpliance wth
our code, our new solar code. In taking a
| ook at that, it says that our -- if
you're not inthe R1 Dstrict, and this
IS -- in this particular case it was the
AGR-1, that they're supposed to cone in
for a site plan before they do anyt hing,
which was a surprise to ne. | hadn't
really realized that when we were | ooking
at the code as it was drafted. In the
code it does explain an expedited site
pl an, you know, requirenent, but we don't

-- but then it refers to our code with the
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BOARD BUSI NESS 34

full site plan.

I*mwondering if in the future
this cones before us, because it's
probably nore likely that we'll get a
freestanding solar array in an Ag
Dstrict, do we have to put themthrough
the entire site plan review or can we | ook
at the expedited site plan as it's
outlined in the solar code?

MR BATTISTONI: 1'Il |ook at
your solar code so that | know what it
says. enerally an action |like that woul d
be a Type 2 action, so in terns of
environnmental reviewit's quick. But |
don't know of f hand what your sol ar code
says about site plan requirenents. |'l]
| ook at that.

MR HNES It sounds like if
it's before the ZBA they' ||l have a public
hearing so you'll get a feel fromthe
nei ghbors the concerns as well initially
bef ore they even get back to you.

M5. LANZETTA: Well | nmean it's
done. They built it.
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BOARD BUSI NESS 35

MR HNES Rght. The ZBA has
to have a public hearing.

M5. LANZETTA: And they are. But
I f they approve it, it's kind of noot
because it never cane before us for a site
pl an.

MR HNES The ZBA grants them
relief. It will have to cone back to you
for site plan.

M5. LANZETTA: Ckay. Thank you
for bringing that up because | was
wondering about that. So if the ZBA says
it's okay, we'll give themthe variance to
have it in their front yard, they cone
back to us for site plan, what's the point
because it's built?

MR GARCFALQ | think the point
Is that you have to go through site plan,
ot herwi se you have peopl e just building
everything and saying oh, it's done.
Because in theory, if we said no, they
m ght have to renove it or nmake changes to
it. So | think that it becones a

requi rement, otherw se you just have
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BOARD BUSI NESS 36

peopl e ski pping the Planning Board and
j ust goi ng ahead and buil di ng things.

CHAl RVAN BRAND: Even if the ZBA
approves it? W can't say no then, could
you?

MR GARCFALO Sure. Even if the
ZBA approves say a change in the side
yard, that doesn't nean we're going to
approve the project. It's just --

(Technical interruption.)

M5. FLYNN D d everybody go?

(Time noted: 8:02 p.m)
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CERTI FI CATI ON

I, 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 I am not
related to any of the parties to this
proceedi ng by blood or by narriage 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
2021.

M CHELLE CONERO
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