ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
238 Main Street, Cold Spring, New York 10516
May 15, 2017
7:30 P. M.
Regular Monthly Meeting
Pledge of Allegiance
Approval of Minutes:
April 24, 2017

Public Hearing:
• Grasso (Index Industrial Design), 1602 Route 9, Garrison TM# 71.20-1-17

Appeal 905

The applicant seeks an Area Variance for maximum impervious coverage (Code 175-11 (B)
Dimensional Table, HC District. The Code specifies a maximum of 60% impervious coverage
and the applicant is seeking 69%.

Old Business:
• Essex Green Inc., Douglas Lane

TM#49.6-2-14

Appeal #903

(Continued application review: The Applicant seeks relief for a 40 foot rear yard setback where
50 foot is required and 0 foot front yard setback where 60 foot is required.)

New Business:
• ------JV()JV"f'.---------***NOTE: All items may not be called. Items may not always be called in order ***

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a public hearing will be held by the Zoning Board of Appeals
of the Town of Philipstown on Monday May 15, 2017 at 7:30 P. M. at the Philipstown Town Hall, 238
Main Street, Cold Spring, New York, to hear the following appeal:
Grasso (Index Industrial Design) 1602 Route 9, Garrison, NYTax Map# 71.20-1-17. The Applicant
seeks to construct a building addition on the subject property which will bring the impervious surface
coverage of the property to 69%. Town Code §175-ll(B) - Dimensional Table, for the HC Zoning
District provides for maximum surface impervious coverage of 60% (including all buildings, parking,
driveways and any other paved surfaces) The property is in the HC Zoning District.
At said hearing all persons will have the right to be heard. Copies of the application, plat map, and
other related materials may be reviewed in the Office of the Building Department at the Philipstown
Town Hall.
Dated 04/25/17
Robert Dee, Chairman, Town of Philipstown Zoning Board of Appeals.

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
April 24, 2017
MINUTES
The Zoning Board of Appeals for the Town of Philipstown held their regular monthly meeting on
Monday, April 24, 2017, at the Philipstown Town Hall, 238 Main Street, Cold Spring, New York.

PRESENT:

Robert Dee
Vincent Cestone
Paula Clair
Granite Frisenda
Leonard Lim
Adam Rodd

Chairman
Member
Member
Member
Member
Attorney (Drake Loeb PLLC)

**PLEASE NOTE that these minutes were abstracted in summary from being present at the
meeting and the television video. If anyone should seek further clarification, please review the
video.
Chairman Robert Dee opened the meeting at 7:30 P. M. with the Pledge of Allegiance.
Minutes:
Robert Dee - The first item on the agenda is the approval of minutes for the meeting of March 13th
does anybody have any corrections or changes?
Paula Clair - I had some corrections that basically are typos I think from the computer program and
Linda's changing them.
Robert Dee - Okay, anybody else have any?
Vincent Cestone - No. I make a motion that we accept them as amended.
Robert Dee - Okay.
Leonard Lim - I'll second.
Robert Dee - All in favor?
Vincent Cestone -Aye.
Paula Clair -Aye.
Granite Frisenda -Aye.
Leonard Lim -Aye.
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Robert Dee -Aye. Okay.
Public hearing
Stonecrop Gardens Inc., 61-115 Stonecrop Lane, Cold Spring

TM#39.-2-10

Robert Dee - The next item of business is the public hearing for Stonecrop Gardens Inc., 81 Stonecrop
Lane. The applicant seeks to reconstruct a building, parking and realignment etcetera. A variance is
required because under Town Zoning Code 175-36 (C) The maximum permitted building height is
structures in the Ridgeline Protect Overlay District is 30 feet. And replacement structuring includes a
Cupola arising to a height of 37 feet. We went over the application last meeting and the application was
complete. I guess, Mr. Watson, you are handling this, do you want to just run over this again?
Glenn Watson - Yes, thank you. Glennon Watson from Badey and Watson. I'm here with Tim Rasic
who's the project architect and the people from Stonecrop. Behind Mr. Rasic is; Alexis Fry, who is on
staff at Stonecrop; Caroline Burgess who is the Executive Director of Stonecrop; and Anne Cabot in the
middle who is one of the benefactors and founders of Stonecrop.
There was a building that was destroyed by fire or partially destroyed by fire and they saw the
opportunity to take it down and rebuild the building. Stonecrop Gardens as you probably all know is a
public garden, it was established by the Cabots and it is on a 67 acre parcel which is outlined in red on
this graphic that I have before you. The spire, proposed building is in the middle of the circle and as
you can see, the middle of the circle is in pretty much the middle of the property. The property has two
special use permits; one for Stonecrop Gardens and the other for the Therapeutic Equestrian Center,
which has changed its name recently but I don't know what that new name is. In the middle of the
building there, is the proposed Spire that is going to be hopefully, if you grant the variance, will be built
seven feet above the maximum height.

Robert Dee - That's in that drawing (not audible)?
Glenn Watson - That's in that drawing there and just to give you a little more idea of what's going on
again it's 67 acres, Therapeutic Equestrian Center up towards the north end of the property and the
center of the property houses the Stonecrop Gardens, it's a public garden, it's a teaching garden and it
has gained some fame and well know in horticultural circles. I'm going to take this board down and
place it over there in case you want to look at it again. This is one of the insets in the package you got
last month and show you a closer view. You have approximately the same orientation. The project that
is going on, which is the major part of the project is to realign the parking and enlarge the parking
within the garden so that the public that is coming to see the garden has a better access to the site.
We're adding handicap spaces. This is the proposed building it does occupy the same ground, it's a
little bit larger but it occupies the same ground as the building that was removed and this square that
you see me pointing to, in the crotch of this "L" shaped building, is the tower. Now Because we are on
a ridgeline we have to ... where height limit is reduced from the 40 feet normally associated with a
building and most of the zoning provides for a 40 foot building, it reduces it to 30 feet. The idea is to
minimize the visibility of the building above the ridgeline so people walking and hiking in public
places, their view of the forest will not be impeded. This third graphic is Mr. Rasics elevation of the
building and to which we have added some numbers and again this graphic is reproduced in the back of
your package. What we're seeking is to have seven feet of the building, at any point were somebody
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might see it they will see the point of this roof, it will be about eight feet across and about seven feet
high. So seven, if you take that eight feet across 4 times 7 is 28 about ~ that, if you do the triangle
math you will get 28 square feet. If you look in ... as you went through the questions, your standard
questions, that we answered you will see that we are surrounded by public property, a lot of it owned
by the State, Glynwood, but it's not a very visible spot. There is one ridgeline off towards Route 9, a
little to the north west about three thousand feet away. So there is a potential for somebody to walk
there and through the woods and look down and see this 28 square feet. It's going to be very small is
what the point is I'm trying to make at 3000. Right now you're looking and what you see shaded here
is the area that sticks above that and might in fact not be that visible because it will be backed by trees.
I wanted to go and just take a couple of moments to talk about some of the reasoning here. Mr. Rasic
will really add substantially to my comments here because our feeling in this regard is we have a
community of houses that are very similar and that there is s style of structure up there that's been built
and it's been maintained and it's been continued. To not have this tower this spire would really be
harmful to the architecture and the aesthetic of the place. So normally your criteria I think, at least in
my experience is you are most often dealing with percentages and how near to a property line or near to
proposed facility is going to be or an existing facility is going to be. We are not really dealing with
nearness we're dealing with a different issue, we are dealing with visibility, with distant visibility and
our impact, on that we say is very small. I don't think there is a place where you can see it that's less
than 3000 feet away. In terms of the percentage for the height percentage is a 23% height variance
seven over thirty and ...
Leonard Lim - Glenn, you chose the style just for the aesthetics?
Glenn Watson - Well I'll let, I think Mr. Rasic is better to speak to that so I'll rap this up, my part of it
up and I'll ask him to talk to you but you do have some samples of it in the back of the book.
Paula Clair - Can I just ask you what material is on the spire?
Glenn Watson - Well why don't I bring Mr. Rasic up because he's the Architect he can tell you exactly.
Robert Dee - I guess what we are looking at here is it looks like the shaded area is the area you are
looking for the variance
Timothy Rasic - Yes exactly.
Robert Dee - And we are just trying to figure out, I guess one question would be why couldn't it end at
the non shaded area, the roof line?
Timothy Rasic - My name is Tim Rasic from Janko Rasic Architects. We're the architects for the
building. So the material on the roof is a metal it's this color (pointed to chart) it's brown it's meant to
blend into the existing plantings.
Paula Clair - Is it in like lines?
Timothy Rasic - It's a standing seam metal roof, yes.
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Paula Clair - It looks like there is lines or little . ..
Timothy Rask - There are little ribs that come down.
Vincent Cestone - Is it Standing Seam?
Timothy Rask - It's a standing seam (not audible).
Paula Clair - Yeah so it's not un-attractive.
Timothy Rask - It's meant to be attractive of course we want it to be in keeping up with the gardens
and the buildings, and as Glenn had alluded to it's meant to relate to the architectural vocabulary on the
site and it has become a site of note. The original manor house was constructed in the late 1950's and
was based on a book. An Architecture firm in 1921 had traveled through the France countryside and
document old farm houses and manor houses and the original manor house was actually designed by a
drafts person from that firm. The tower element is an element that is repeated on the site, it's seen in a
potting shed and various other structures. So the concept is that element should carry through the rest of
the buildings on that site. The other building that was here previously was really almost a residential
structure, so it looked more like a house, and it wasn't in keeping with all the other buildings on the
property, so we are taking this opportunity to have a more cohesive vocabulary.
Glenn Watson - You'll see if you look at the samples in the back of the book they' re all, well there is a
section beyond this book but before that there are samples of the buildings on the site. You'll see that
they all have this tower which was started in the 1950's and it continues even through the conservatory
building which was built in the 90's I think or in the 80's.
Timothy Rask - Late 80's 90's something
Caroline Burgess - Yeah, I think 90's.
Timothy Rask - 90's.
Glenn Watson - So it's an aesthetic that is important to the garden and the whole idea of the garden
and we would very much like to keep it.
Robert Dee - Okay your trying to aesthetically stay with the other buildings.
Timothy Rask - Yes.
Robert Dee - Compared to the other buildings or stay in line with the other buildings like you're trying
to do here.
Glenn Watson - That's correct.
Timothy Rask- Exactly.

4

ZBA4/24/17

Robert Dee - Is what you are trying to do here. Okay, Glenn I just want to go over these five factors
with you a little bit. I want, you always give me detailed answers to the questions, which I appreciate
but, I guess we'll go look at number one it says "What possible detriment will the variance have to the
nearby properties?" (not audible) You don't have to read the whole thing, basically ...
Glenn Watson - The impact if it's going to occur is going to be the visibility of that being offensive of
somebody's eye that's not on the site it's not offensive to somebody on the site it's somebody off the
site looking from a distance so there's certainly an idea that you could build a massive structure, a big
structure, and it would poke its way through the canopy and make what is otherwise a perfectly bucolic
setting really ugly, a classic example: cell phone towers, I mean people come out. This is not a cell
phone tower. So that is mitigated I think significantly because there are really no places where you can
see it that is anywhere near it and it's small so it's impact. If there is any is going to be minor and it's
going to be very infrequent because there is no frequently visited spot where you can take a look down
and see it.
Robert Dee - I understand what you're saying. Okay, "If you didn't get the variance how else would
you build it? How else would you accomplish the goal if you didn't get the variance?"
Glenn Watson - Well we can't accomplish that particular goal it's just not possible unless you made
this whole thing shrink down and miniature and then there would be architectural problems. We could
accomplish the building but the building would be not in keeping with the architecture.
Robert Dee - "What is the code requirement you seek to vary?" So that is basically if you are looking
for the seven feet.
Glenn Watson - The code requires, as I stated before, a 30 feet maximum allows 30 feet. We're
seeking a variance to have 3 7.
Paula Clair- (not audible) 176 this one.
Robert Dee - Yeah 176 is the code requirement. "What impact or effect will the variance have on the
current physical and environmental conditions in the area?"
Glenn Watson -Again we don't there will be any physical or environmental conditions affected by
this. I think that again, I pointed out that this is to measure and impact from off site. I think it will have
no impact because I think there will be very, very little opportunity, if any, to really see it but I have to
at this point take the opportunity to say that it will have a very good impact on the site because it will
be a continuum of the architectural aesthetic of the site and it will avoid something that is going to be
different and contrasting and not aesthetically pleasing within the realm of the architect that is
presented already.
Robert Dee - "Is the variance requested the result of a self-created hardship?"
Glenn Watson - Well, I will read that if you don't mind.
Robert Dee - Go ahead.
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Glenn Watson - Whether the variance is self-created or not can be argued either way. The fact that
Stonecrop wants the variance and could compromise its goals by designing a building without the need
for the variance could be seen as requesting the introduction of a self-created hardship. However, Mr. &
Mrs. Cabot spent 49 years developing their property in a specific harmonious architectural style, and
that tradition has been perpetuated by Stonecrop Gardens. The need to ask for a variance and, arguably,
was created by the adoption of the "new'' zoning in 2011.
Robert Dee - You're right. That's a good argument. Are there any questions from anyone on the Board,
the architect anyone else like that?
Leonard Lim - Glenn, what do you mean by realignment of the parking lot?
Robert Dee - Well we're not, that's not a variance for us, I don't think so.
Leonard Lim - Well it's on the application, the realignment of the parking lot, I'm just curious.
Robert Dee - Yeah, you don't need a variance for that. That's with the Planning Board right.
Glenn Watson - It's before the Planning Board, the Planning Board has scheduled a public hearing for
next month. Today the parking lot, if you're looking at this graphic that I have up, you come into the
parking lot from the bottom of the map and you come into this first open area is really the parking lot,
it's not big enough and it doesn't provide the circulation and it doesn't provide orderly parking so what
we have done is design a parking lot that creates a circulation where people can get in and out. We've
done extensive surveys on the property and extensive walking and picking out places and tucked the
parking in between trees and taking advantage of little advantage of little open areas where we don't
have to cut many trees we've minimized the trees that have to be cut down. We don't have sufficient
handicap parking so we've set aside handicap parking close to the building and at the behest of the
Planning Board. We have actually moved some of the parking closer to the new building. I've always
been very pleased when looking at the parking lot that Boscobel created as opposed to ones that you get
at a shopping center or something like that and if you look at how that works, where it's kind of hidden
and it's kind of in the middle of a little bit of a garden and we tried to create that same sort of idea and I
think ours will be actually a little more interesting and a little less regular and a little more broken up
but it will supply the circulation.
Robert Dee - Okay, thank you. Any questions? Anybody else that's on the Board, any questions? Does
anybody from the audience wish to speak on the (not audible) no? Okay at this point in time I make a
request that we close the public hearing.
Vincent Cestone - Second.
Robert Dee - Motion. All in favor?
Vincent Cestone -Aye.
Paula Clair - Aye.
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Granite Frisenda -Aye.
Leonard Lim-Aye.
Robert Dee -Aye. Okay. Thank you.
Glenn Watson - Thank you.
(The public hearing closed at 7:51 P. M.)
Robert Dee - Having reviewed it, the application having gone over it the five factors and all like that
at this time I'm going to call for a vote, a roll call vote. Mr. Cestone?
Vincent Cestone - I vote to approve.
Robert Dee - Approve. Mr .. .
Leonard Lim - I vote to approve.
Robert Dee - Approve.
Granite Frisenda - I vote to approve.
Robert Dee - Approve.
Paula Clair - I also vote to approve.
Robert Dee - I vote to approve, unanimous. Okay thank you.
Grasso (Index Industrial Design), 1602 Route 9, Garrison

TM#71.20-1-17

Robert Dee - Okay, this is new business, this is Grasso, Industrial Design, it's 1602 Route 9 Garrison
the applicant seeks an area variance for maximum impervious coverage Code 175-11 (B)Dimensional
Table, HC District. The code specifies a maximum of 60% impervious coverage and the applicant is
seeking 69%. I guess when I looked at it, I looked at your plans and all I guess you are looking for an
addition to your building.
Andre Grasso - Yes. My name is Andre Grasso I am the owner of the building and of the two
businesses that occupy the building and I am looking to gain the variance so I can get approvals on an
approximately thirty eight hundred square foot addition behind the exiting building on Route 9, as you
can see illustrated in the packet that I prepared. I say thirty eight hundred because we've been
investigating the basement and we may or may not have the basement depending on the excavation cost
and things like that.
Robert Dee - Right.
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Andre Grasso - But, above grade it will be two stories thirty eight hundred. Less than probably a half
acre of disturbance. The area behind the building is kind of an open space, gravel kind of area that's
kind of open.

Robert Dee - Right.
Andre Grasso - Anyway, I also own the building to the south which is a residential property and then
the Garrison Fire House is to my north.

Robert Dee - Right, so this is an addition to your building and right and this is because of what, what
reason?

Andre Grasso - Just expansion of storage space. It's primarily going to be used for storage and a
warehouse and garage. We 're product designers and sometimes we work on large things and our shop
could use a little more space primarily for safety reasons also, you know how you have to move this to
do that anyhow that's not going to ...

Robert Dee - You're before the Planning Board with this right?
Andre Grasso - Yes, yeah and they came out for a site visit and because we ran into the lot coverage
issue they sent me to you guys.

Robert Dee - Okay, so if you don't get the, you know, you got to get this variance to go back to them I
guess Right?

Andre Grasso - Yes, yes.
Robert Dee - Because otherwise you can't continue with them okay. Can you cut the building down to
conform to the 60%?

Andre Grasso - It would be significantly reduced down, you know.
Robert Dee - How much, do you have an idea?
Andre Grasso - It would drop it to the point where I would start to question you know.
Robert Dee - Whether it's worth it?
Andre Grasso - Whether it's worth doing it for that much space.
Leonard Lim - Can you give me the difference in square footage if you dropped it down to code from
what you presently want?

Andre Grasso - We would probably loose a good fifteen hundred square feet, I would say.
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Vincent Cestone - So more than half?
Robert Dee - Okay.
Vincent Cestone - It's two stories.
Andre Grasso - Right we even looked at going up but frankly it doesn't really, you know we're
designers, we spent a lot of time developing our building years ago you know, it's kind of a nice
building and to have this story sticking above it and in the back.
Robert Dee - Right. Yeah, I know the building, I looked at the building your trying to keep in line
with it. With the building line pretty much.
Andre Grasso - Yeah, right now the building line is the same. So it's really not visible from the front,
fairly from coming north and a little bit from the south, if you're traveling south. We set it back quite a
bit. There is a bit of an overhang if you look at the illustrations and that really makes a difference if
you' re coming south, you don' t see a lot of the building, the addition on it.
Robert Dee - Right. I reviewed the application you got any questions on the application as to what if
anything is missing here (not audible). I mean we have to go to public hearing on it you know what I'm
trying to say.
Paula Clair - So is this just a review for completeness?
Robert Dee - This is a review for completeness, that's all this is then to set up a public hearing. Does
anybody feel we need anymore information on this?
Leonard Lim-No.
Robert Dee - Anymore information in this? Okay at this time I make a motion that the application is
complete.
Leonard Lim - I'll second.
Robert Dee - All in favor?
Vincent Cestone - Aye.
Paula Clair - Aye.
Granite Frisenda -Aye.
Leonard Lim - Aye.
Robert Dee - Aye. Okay, now we have to set up for a public hearing the problem with the public
hearing not problem but we had to change this hearing I mean this meeting until the end of the month.
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Usually we meet the second Monday, okay now if we were to do that again meet next Monday there
wouldn't be enough time to send out they ...
Paula Clair - It's the second, two weeks.
Leonard Lim - Next Monday is the first Monday
Paula Clair - Two weeks, actually it's more than that.
Robert Dee-The next meeting will be May 8th.
Paula Clair - That's the second Monday?
Robert Dee - Correct. Okay, right am I correct? I don't have a calendar May 8th.
Linda Valentino - May 81h would be the second.
Robert Dee - That would be the normal meeting. I don't believe that's enough time to send out the
notices?
Linda Valentino - It's not because we missed the deadline to have it put in next weeks paper.
Robert Dee - So what has to happen is all the neighbors and all the surrounding properties have to be
notified and it has to go into a newspaper and it has to be the Putnam County News and they have to
advertise it and people have to have a chance ... and so that is not enough time okay, so we can do
several things, we can have the meeting in June. Is that going to push you off?
Andre Grasso - That's a lot of time on that.
Robert Dee - Or we can make it another Monday to try ... another Monday.
Linda Valentino - We can try next Monday which is the 151h.
Robert Dee - The 15th? Anybody have a problem with that on the 15th?
Adam Rodd- Is it possible to do it the fourth?
Robert Dee - The what?
Adam Rodd - The Fourth Monday?
Robert Dee - The fourth Monday?
Adam Rodd - May 22.
Robert Dee - Okay.
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Linda Valentino - There might be court.
Robert Dee - I don't know about court. The only thing I don't know what is going to be in here okay.
Linda Valentino - There is court. There is a possibility that it could run long. It doesn't usually but it
could.
Robert Dee - Oh, there is a possibility that court is going to be here so we don't know if we would be
able to use it.
Linda Valentino - It's usually over by seven but there is never a guarantee.
Robert Dee - If they get a couple of bad guys we're in trouble. The 15111 you can't make it?
Adam Rodd - We could, I'm certain ...
Robert Dee - Could you get somebody else to cover.
Adam Rodd - I mean I can get someone else. I'm spoken for normally on the third ...
Robert Dee - I think we have a better shot on the 15th. We'll make it for the next meeting is going to
be May 15th. Okay.
Andre Grasso - That's for the public hearing?
Robert Dee - Yeah for public hearing. This will give people time to be notified and everything else
like that. Okay. Now have you had any issues with any neighbors or anything about this? Anybody?
There's not really to many neighbors around right in the Commercial Zone? The Firehouse is next door.
(not audible)
Andre Grasso - The firehouse next door, Josh the tree guy is across the street.
Robert Dee - Okay so May 15th is good for everybody for the meeting? Okay we'll see you then okay.
Andre Grasso - Linda what time is the meeting?
Linda Valentino - 7:30.
Robert Dee - 7:30 here, the same time, same place we'll be here. Okay thank you and we're done with
that.
Old Business:
Robert Dee - Old business, Adam, we had at the last meeting we had a woman come before us from
Nelsonville. She had a piece of property that was the town line ran through her piece of property and it
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was a big discussion about whether she needed to be approved from Nelsonville, Town of Philipstown
whatever, we went back and forth with it. The building inspector was here from Nelsonville he said
she didn't ... he would approve it.
Adam Rodd - He would approve it?
Robert Dee - Yeah but then the mayor, the guy who was going to be elected Mayor, who was elected
Mayor, he said he wasn't going to approve it. So we are back and forth now I have a letter here that is
put on the agenda because they say legally they don't need Nelsonvilles permission, so I guess what I
would like to do is give him that review this okay the reason for (not audible) I don't know why they
don't need Nelsonvilles approval. Okay, it's addressed to you so you must have a copy of it.
Adam Rodd - Actually no.
Robert Dee - Well you have it now.
Adam Rodd - I have it now.
Paula Clair - This is new.
Robert Dee - Yeah she just got it. I guess it came in the other day and it was to late to be put on the
agenda but what I want you to do is, if you get a chance, is review it and see if it is even supposed to go
on the agenda because we went through this for a quite lengthy time. I was under the understanding
that it had to be approved through Nelsonville first. What it basically is, is the house is on a piece of
property, the town line runs right through the middle and she wants to build, so the Mayor said he had
some kind of concerns with this and what not like that had to be addressed but I don't see that as being
addressed. I don't know if they are going to waste their time. I' m not going to approve it until I know
that Nelsonville is okay with it. That's what I'm trying to say.
Adam Rodd - Okay, I haven't seen this material so I'll review it.
Robert Dee - I know when you get a chance to look at it just let me know. Because then if you say, my
opinion is that Nelsonville has to approve it or something, this is nothing to me because it's a letter
from her saying they don't need it and I'm not ... I guess basically it's from Badey and Watson.
Adam Rodd - (not audible) So it's between the Mayor and the Code Enforcement officer for
Nelsonville?
Robert Dee - Correct.
Adam Rodd - And the Code enforcement. ..
Robert Dee - They don't seem to be on the same page.
Adam Rodd - ... but the Code Enforcement officer said it was okay?
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Robert Dee - Okay and the Mayor said it wasn't okay. So I don't know where that's at.
Adam Rodd - Okay.
Robert Dee - I really don't want to get involved in it but you know I'm not going to have this woman
come here and then I'm going to have to through this all again, I guess that's what I'm trying to say.
Okay, thank you. Any other business: new business, old business? Anybody got any business? I make a
motion.
Leonard Lim - Second
Robert Dee - to adjourn. All in favor?
Vincent Cestone - Aye.
Paula Clair - Aye.
Granite Frisenda - Aye.
Leonard Lim - Aye.
Robert Dee - Aye. Okay that's it. Thank you.

(The meeting adjourned at 8:03 P. M. by a unanimous decision.)
NOTE:

These minutes were prepared for the Zoning Board of Appeals and are
subject to review, comment, emendation and approval thereupon.

DATE APPROVED:-- - - - - - - Respectfully submitted,
Linda Valentino
Secretary
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