VILLAGE OF MONROE
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
MEETING
NOVEMBER 14, 2017
MINUTES

PRESENT: Acting Chairman Zuckerman, Members Margotta, Martuscelli and McCarthy;
Building Inspector Cocks; Kelly M. Naughton, Esqg.

ABSENT: Chairman Baum

Acting Chairman Zuckerman called the meeting to order at 8:10pm with the Pledge of
Allegiance to the flag.

1. HRR Corp. — Interpretation and Use Variance — (206-5-4.12)
Present: John C. Cappello, Esq., Attorney from Jacobowitz and Gubits, LLP, and Mr.
Timothy Mitts, Principal of HRR Corp. and Ms. Pamela Lee, future operator of Rest
Haven, Inc.

a. Areview of an administrative determination of the Assistant Building Inspector (now
Building Inspector) and an interpretation to permit the use of an “Assisted Living
Facility/Adult Care Facility” in a SR-10 Zone as a pre-existing “Adult Home for the
Mentally Disabled” or as a single family dwelling; or in the alternative,

b. A use variance from the requirements of Section 200 Schedule 1-B, Table of Use
Requirements, in the SR-10 zoning district. The current use of the property is a
single family home. The proposed use is a home for senior citizens in need of
assistance.

The property, which is the subject of said action by the Board, is located in an SR-10 Zoning
District and is identified as Section 206, Block 5, Lot 4.12 on the tax map of the Village of
Monroe.

This is a continuation of the hearing on October 10, 2017. That meeting was adjourned
because the Board wished to interview Pamela Lee, the person who will be running Rest
Haven, Inc. This request was first made at the July 11, 2017 meeting by Chairman Baum.
In addition, the Board had requested additional documentation showing Mr. Mitt’s name as
president of HRR, Corp.

Acting Chairman Zuckerman began by advising the applicant that there were only four
members of the Board present. Three “yes” votes are needed for the review of the



interpretation to be granted. If all five members of the Board were present two can vote “no”
and the interpretation would be granted. When only four members are present the
interpretation will by law by denied if there are two “no” votes. Acting Chairman
Zuckerman asked if Mr. Cappello wished to adjourn the meeting to December when all five
members of the Board might or might not be in attendance. Mr. Cappello asked if he could
present the rest of his evidence tonight and postpone the vote to the next meeting. Acting
Chairman Zuckerman granted his request.

Mr. Capello began by distributing documents to the Board, one of which was an affidavit
from Pamela Lee showing that she is the sole owner and operator of Rest Haven, Inc. Rest
Haven, Inc. will lease the facility and be the operating entity of the adult care facility. There
may be an intervening lease just for Rest Haven Preservation, Inc. to be able to enforce the
historical character of the structure but they wouldn’t be occupying it. They would ensure
that the historic preservation portion of this important building is kept.

Acting Chairman Zuckerman clarified that it would go from HRR Corp., if this works out, to
Preservation of Rest Haven, Inc. and then from that organization to Rest Haven, Inc.? Mr.
Cappello responded yes. It’s not totally reflected in the package here (documents distributed
to the Board) but that will be “massaged.” Member Margotta asked, “So there won’t be two
separate ones, there will be either one or the other just the title might be different?” Mr.
Cappello responded, yes, there would be one organization if it works out that way. It would
either be HRR to Rest Haven, Inc. who will operate the whole facility. There may be an
intervening (sic) where HRR would go to Rest Haven Preservation to give them the right to
enforce the historic character and ensure the building is properly maintained. Member
Margotta asked if it was a property management company? Mr. Cappello said yes, in
essence. Attorney Naughton said that it’s not going to change the use at all. Mr. Cappello
agreed. They will be there to make sure that nobody pulls out the staircase and puts in metal
stairs.

Acting Chairman Zuckerman said we know that HRR is a for-profit company and your
statement says that Preservation of Rest Haven, Inc. would be a non-profit and Rest Haven,
Inc., the operator, would be a for-profit? Mr. Cappello said yes, Rest Haven Preservation is
only for the purposes of preserving the historical features of it. But the operation of the
facility will be a for-profit venture and HRR will be the landlord, responsible for repairing
the facility and whatever landlords are responsible for.

Acting Chairman Zuckerman marked as Exhibit X a letter in response to the Land Use
Determination from then Assistant Building Inspector Cocks to Timothy Mitts dated April
22, 2016. Acting Chairman Zuckerman then marked as Exhibit Y the second application
submitted by HRR Corp. to the Zoning Board of Appeals (the application now before the
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Board). This application is for a Use Variance. Acting Chairman Zuckerman marked as
Exhibit Z the letter dated November 2, 2017 from John C. Cappello, Esg. which contains the
introductory letter, a discussion of the Conners Case and an affidavit of Pamela Brown Lee.
Acting Chairman marked as Exhibit AA a document that Mr. Cappello distributed to the
Board this evening, the application of Rest Haven, Inc. to the Department of Health to
operate an adult care facility.

Mr. Cappello said that Ms. Lee will be the sole shareholder of Rest Haven, Inc. This
company is the applicant to the Department of Health for the license to operate this facility.
They will be utilizing and operating all three floors. Ms. Lee as the operator will be living on
the third floor with Mr. Mitts. Mr. Mitts’ presence there will be as Ms. Lee’s partner, not as
the landlord. The full premises will be leased to Rest Haven, Inc. They will share facilities.
It will be operated as a group home just as in the prior use when there was a third floor
employee who lived there. Ms. Lee will be there 24/7. Obviously she will shop and go out
but when she’s not at Rest Haven there will be employees. It’s consistent with the testimony
from Ms. Wendy Palmiero who was at the last meeting. It will be an adult care facility, not
an assisted living facility, not a nursing home. It will be a place where eight individuals,
potentially up to ten if there are couples, will live there as essentially a family unit. They will
have care, they will have someone assisting by giving them rides to places, to help them with
day-to-day living so that they can continue to occupy and live in the community.

Mr. Cappello said that the second part of his letter is a discussion of the Conners Case that
was raised at the last meeting. He believed that case is consistent with the presentation he
has made with this case. The County Supreme Court determined in that particular instance
that a group home that was for the developmentally disabled under the mental hygiene law
was exempt from zoning because its purpose was to exempt those types of facilities from
zoning in order to provide a community setting. That case cited other cases that he discussed
in his memo and in other submissions where the Court of Appeals and the Appellate Courts
not only held that group homes for the developmentally disabled were exempt but also foster
homes or other homes where groups of people lived for the purpose of continuing to
participate in the community in a home-like setting versus an institutional setting. Mr.
Cappelo said I think it’s all consistent with our argument that the purpose of this facility is
allowing people to be able to live in a home-like setting instead of an institutional setting, to
be able to continue to live mostly in the communities that they’ve always lived in as long as
they’re functioning. The state is consistent with it. We’ve highlighted the purposes in the
laws that permit these types of facilities, and that purpose is to allow as much a home-like
setting as possible. So, Mr. Cappello said, we believe that while not exactly the same class
of people living in there and not licensed under the mental hygiene law we are essentially
doing the same thing.
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The other package that Mr. Cappello submitted is the original application package to the
State. He said that we have labeled as six exhibits questions that were asked by the
representative of the Department of Health Robin Dillon and attached to each of the emails
are the replies submitted by Rest Haven, Inc., the applicant:

1. The first set shows corrections, because the first application you have does show a
different entity but the August 17 submission which is Exhibit AA has an errata sheet
on the fourth page that says the applicant now is Rest Haven, Inc. It acknowledges in a
response to one of Ms. Dillon’s questions that there were some inconsistencies in the
original application where it went from “Assisted Living” to “Adult Facility.” It
clarifies that this is an adult home and not an Assisted Living Facility. We provided the
level of medical care and assistance. We also provided some financial information.

2. Mr. Cappello said that the second email from Ms. Dillon on July 5, 2015 requested
some additional financial information and she acknowledged that the review process
was more than half complete.

3. The third email exchange dated July 14, 2017 provided clarification regarding the
process because there was a question raised as to whether an elevator was needed and
Ms. Dillon said as long as the architect can certify that a chair lift met the requirements
of the Building Code that that would be fine.

4. The fourth email dated September 13, 2017 was a follow-up request for additional
documentation regarding Ms. Lee’s finances as the operator of the facility. Mr.
Cappello requested that the Board keep this information confidential.

5. The next exhibit is dated October 2017 and is a “Schedule 6” providing operation
information as to the employee guidelines that the facility will be required to adopt for
their employees. It has a copy of the written lease which in this instance is from HRR
Corp. to Rest Haven, Inc. That may change slightly, as Mr. Cappello discussed at the
beginning of tonight’s meeting.

6. The last exhibit is a memo that Mr. Mitts provided showing his progress with the
physical alterations to the building that would have to be in place for it to be an adult
facility but would be typical of improvements that you could make to a single-family
home.

Mr. Cappello also submitted Exhibit BB which shows how HRR Corp., the Preservation of
Rest Haven organization and Rest Haven, Inc. are constituted.
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Acting Chairman Zuckerman asked about Exhibit D, the old application for the Lee-Caldas
Adult Home. Should we now ignore it? Mr. Cappello said yes. Acting Chairman
Zuckerman said we should be more interested in Exhibit AA.

Acting Chairman Zuckerman asked about the number of bedrooms in the house. Looking at
Exhibit A, Mr. Mitts said there are six bedrooms on the second floor and three bedrooms on
the third floor and a room marked “Living Area” that could also be used as a bedroom. Ten
bedrooms in total.

Member McCarthy asked if any of the ten rooms would be used by the buyer or staff? Mr.
Muitts said the third floor would be for staff staying over and Ms. Lee. The residents
themselves will only be on the second floor. Two of the bedrooms are large enough to
accommodate two people. This is why their application and the licensing is for six to eight
people. Acting Chairman Zuckerman asked if they are going to max out at eight? Mr. Mitts
said yes, they are looking to keep it at eight.

Mr. Mitts said this is nothing different than if you have parents that need some care. You
might drive them places and do things for them. That is the type of facility this is going to
be. People will have help with their doctors’ appointments, laundry, etc.

Acting Chairman Zuckerman asked Ms. Lee if she was applying for an Adult Care Facility,
not an Assisted Care Facility? She said that was true. Acting Chairman Zuckerman asked if
Rest Haven, Inc. (the operator) is going to pay HRR Corp. (the owner) a monthly rent subject
to there being any changes as far as a third party is concerned? Ms. Lee said that is correct.
Acting Chairman Zuckerman said Ms. Lee had made an application for eight individuals
initially? Ms. Lee said yes. Mr. Mitts interjected and said they were going to try and hold it
to eight. Acting Chairman Zuckerman said that one of the problems is that under the law and
under the Department of Health, an Assisted Care Facility can have up to 200 beds. You
probably are going to be the smallest licensed one in Orange County! Mr. Mitts said,
probably in New York State. Acting Zuckerman said that’s probably true. Mr. Cappello said
he was confused by that, too. The application forms that you fill out are the same regardless
of the size of the facility. They throw the words Assisted Living back at you and Adult Care
and they have charts. It’s not easy to get through.

Acting Chairman Zuckerman asked, assuming you have the eight residents in, how will they
be paying? Will you be qualified for Medicaid? Mr. Mitts said that they haven’t even
determined that. We’re going to work with Wendy Palmiero to figure that all out. Acting
Chairman Zuckerman said that they probably can’t as an Adult Care Facility. If you see
Exhibit D, page 8 of Schedule 1E, question 6, Payer Source, Private Pay is 100%. Mr. Mitts
said they’ve been talking about that. He said that they were not involved with Wendy
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Palmiero when that application went it. With Mr. Cappello’s help they have been able to fine
tune everything. Mr. Mitts said once we know where we sit and what has to be done we can
better figure out what we can and what we can’t do. Acting Chairman Zuckerman said that
according to the Department of Health they will need an ALP (Assisted Living Program) in
order to collect Medicaid payments and you’re not applying for an ALP, you’re applying for
an ACF (Adult Care Facility). Mr. Mitts said, “Correct.” Acting Chairman Zuckerman said,
at least initially, can we say that this is going to be 100% privately paid? Mr. Mitts said yes.

Acting Chairman Zuckerman said that as an Adult Care Facility it will provide the least
amount of care under the numerous licenses that are given. Ms. Lee said yes. An Assisted
Living Facility would be a larger amount of care. An Enhanced Assisted Living Facility
would be more than that. But you’re going to stick with simply an Assisted Living Facility.
Mr. Mitts said, yes, it’s a balancing act. He said, I would have no problem if the Board said,
we’re willing to do it but to only ten people. We could always entertain doing that if the
Board’s concerned about it. We’re open to everything.

Member McCarthy asked, suppose you have a client who has been there for a couple of years
and they become ill. They might need specialized equipment. Do you reject them? Mr.
Muitts said that as Ms. Palmiero said that last time she was here, Form 3122 must be filled
out. A doctor must clear people for this facility. If their condition becomes greater than
what we can serve they have to be relocated in New York. That is required by law. They
don’t want somebody of age in an insufficient facility. Plus, we wouldn’t want them in the
building either. If we can’t give them the proper care then we become liable if something
happens. My building is a big, big issue. That’s one of the reasons I’ve put my heart and
soul into fixing that place up, to make sure we’ve got a new alarm system in place, we’ve got
cameras on the place. We’re doing everything possible for the safety of the residents. Mr.
Cappello spoke about a neighbor he helps who resides at Glen Arden, a continuing care
retirement community in Goshen, NY. They have a provision that if you need assisted
living you’re entitled to go into assisted living and you can come back if you get better.

Member Martuscielli asked what if the person objects to being relocated? Mr. Mitts said
they have no choice. New York State licensing will come and inspect the facility and if
someone is not supposed to be there they will remove them. Member Margotta asked if there
was a bi-annual or quarterly inspection to make sure that things like that are addressed? Mr.
Mitts said per Ms. Palmiero the State comes in every year but they also do spot checks, too.
Being a new facility operating in an old facility they’re going to be spot checking us even
more. Member Margotta said, so guaranteed annual inspection plus spot checks? Mr. Mitts
said yes. Member McCarthy asked if they were unannounced? Mr. Mitts said the yearly is
probably announced but the checks during the year would definitely be unannounced.

Acting Chairman Zuckerman said the Department of Health checks about once every 18
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months. Mr. Mitts said that they also do spot checks. He said that the protocol is that once
they have everything up and running and all the paperwork is submitted to the State of New
York for licensing, they have to install a sprinkler system. Outside of that they have a list of
things that must be in the office and posted on the wall. It’s daunting! They’re on you every
which way.

Acting Chairman Zuckerman said reading from what the Department of Health puts out there
are 14 conditions for which you would have to be transferred. One of them is if a person
regularly needs assistance from another person to walk or climb to ascend stairs. That person
has to be sent to a higher degree of care. Member Margotta said that’s what the spot checks
are for, to make sure that people like that are not slipping through the cracks. Acting
Chairman Zuckerman added because you would need a different type of license. Member
Martuscielli said that if a person becomes incapacitated prior to these spot checks you would
contact another facility? Mr. Mitts said, immediately, just as | would do for my mother, who
| take care of in Rockland. I wouldn’t allow that.

Member McCarthy asked if there was any indication of the criteria that you might apply to
the selection of clients as well as those you might reject? Ms. Lee said, I don’t think there’s
anything other than their physical health. Member McCarthy continued, suggesting what if
they had committed had felonies in their past? Ms. Lee said, well she never thought about
somebody doing that. Acting Chairman Zuckerman continued with the DOH’s 14
conditions. He said one of the 14 is, “Engages in drugs or alcohol use that results in
aggressive behavior.” Mr. Mitts said he worries about that with his rentals.

Attorney Naughton asked if Mr. Mitts had an application form put together yet? Ms. Lee and
Mr. Mitts said no. Mr. Cappello said that there is something from the State. Mr. Mitts said
that ultimately all your questions about the criteria and everything else comes back to Form
3122. I can say, “Come on and stay here, Kelly stay” but your doctor says, “No Kelly, you
can’t go there.”

Regarding potential occupants, Member Margotta asked if there is going to be a fair,
democratic list of people that you choose or is it going to be like 1 know this guy? Mr. Mitts
and Ms. Lee said no. Mr. Mitts said this is a business to take care of people that need help
and keep them in this community. We’re going to try and balance everything out. The
history of this property is always humanitarian. It’s taken care of people who were blind,
taking care of people who were developmentally disabled. It took care of the Lantz family
for several years who didn’t even know they were raising their kids in such a house. This is
humanitarian. I’m trying to preserve it. Member Margotta added, then there’s the house that
she (Helen Keller) slept in down the street. Acting Chairman Zuckerman said before that
there was Mr. McKendrick who built this in 1904, he built this as a mansion. Mr. Mitts said,
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| know the original intent, he built it to entertain himself. Mr. Mitts said, I’'m talking about
today’s intent.

Mr. Cappello said, that he was not aware if there was any criterion about choosing who could
live there beyond generally not discriminating against race, creed or gender.

Acting Chairman Zuckerman read statement 8 from the affidavit filed by HRR Corp. (Exhibit
Z).

We will provide, if necessary, assistance to the residents with personal

care, i.e. bathing, dressing and toileting; supervision and case

management; meal preparation; housekeeping; laundry; counseling; an

individualized service plan; and medication management (note this does

not include dispensement (sic) of medication but merely reminders to

residents of what medication as prescribed by their individual physician

needs to be taken and when).

He said, this is basically the boiler plate for an adult care facility. This is the least amount of
care that is licensed by the Department of Health. Ms. Lee agreed. He continued, saying and
that’s basically the services that you are going to perform for eight people? Ms. Lee said six
to eight. She said six would be the least. Acting Chair Zuckerman clarified that they were

asking the Department of Health for a license to take care of eight people? Ms. Lee said yes.

Mr. Mitts referred the Board to Schedule 6 (labeled Exhibit AA, tab “Exhibit 5”) which has
detailed information about how the facility would be run.

Acting Chairman Zuckerman asked about the last page of Ms. Lee’s affidavit (Exhibit Z) in
which it says that they will be licensed under New York State Mental Hygiene Law, as well
as the Department of Health. The AHRC was and is licensed by OPWDD not the
Department of Health. The only reason they’re under the Department of Health is for
purposes of Medicaid. That’s how they get their Medicaid reimbursement.

Member McCarthy asked about them not having locks on the bedroom doors. That could
lead to potential problems such as allegations of theft and sexual harassment. How would
that get resolved and who does that? Mr. Cappello referred him to Schedule 6 (labeled
Exhibit AA, tab “Exhibit 5°) which has incident reports. Member McCarthy asked if a
person would be able to put a lock on their door if they chose to? Mr. Mitts said they could
put a lock on their bedroom door. The rest of the house would be open. He also reminded
the Board that cameras are being put up “all over the place” inside and outside. Plus New
York State law requires them to immediately report any issue. They will come and
investigate.
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Acting Chairman Zuckerman asked if anyone from the public wanted to speak. Mary West,
a woman from 135 West 23 Street in Manhattan, said she is thinking of moving to Rest
Haven, Inc. who described herself as a healthy senior citizen. She was told by Ms. Lee and
Mr. Mitts that the facility is going to be an assisted living facility for healthy senior citizens.
They would provide laundry facilities, meals, programs of interest (movies, plays, other types
of entertainment), cleaning and housekeeping. It would definitely not be a nursing home and
people who are nursing home-eligible would not be allowed to live there. There would be a
nurse available who would be qualified to evaluate anyone’s condition to determine if they
were nursing home-eligible. She said that she understands the concerns of people in the
community who want to keep this a quiet, peaceful place to live. She has those same goals.
She would not want to destroy the residential neighborhood that people like so much.

Acting Chairman Zuckerman clarified for the record that this will not be an assisted living
facility but rather an adult care facility.

Member Margotta asked about number of cars that will be at a facility that houses up to 10
people and has two people living there in addition to a few others who will come daily to
work there. He asked if there is anything that will limit that? Mr. Mitts said no. He also said
that he is trying to preserve the building and make it more private. He is installing a fence
around it. He also said that most of the people who stay there will not be driving. Member
Margotta asked how many cars will be there and will there also be a bus for social events?
Mr. Mitts said there will not be a bus. He also said they would not be changing the driveway
or the parking in any way.

Acting Chairman Zuckerman ask about Rest Haven, Inc., the operator. Is Ms. Lee the sole
officer, director and stockholder as of this moment? Mr. Cappello said, yes, as of this
moment. What may happen five years from now he couldn’t say. Acting Chairman
Zuckerman asked about Preservation of Rest Haven, Inc. Has it been decided who the
officers and directors are? Mr. Cappello said there are officers in it, neither Mr. Mitts nor
Ms. Lee is in that. Mr. Zuckerman asked about Ms. Caldas. She’s out of everything? Mr.
Cappello said she’s now gone. Acting Chairman Zuckerman asked if Mr. Cappello could
give him a list of the designated officers, directors and stockholders of Preservation of Rest
Haven, Inc. Mr. Cappello gave the Board Exhibit BB which lists the officers of HRR Corp.
and Preservation of Rest Haven, Inc.

Acting Chairman Zuckerman said that one of the points of confusion is that when the initial
application was filed back in 2016 Pamela Lee was the president of HRR Corp. When the
contract of sale came about she signed it as the president. The SBA loan shows Pamela Lee
of HRR Corp. owns 51% and Caldas owns 49%. Mr. Mitts said that they weren’t given good
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advice from the beginning about how to handle this transaction. Originally Ms. Caldas and
Ms. Lee were going to go into this together. Then they were advised to separate the property
from the business for liability reasons. That’s why it is the way it is. Acting Chairman
Zuckerman confirmed with Mr. Mitts that he was already president when the application
came into the Zoning Board on May 18, 2017? Mr. Mitts said yes. Acting Chairman
Zuckerman confirmed that the changes had been made prior to May 18, 2017? Mr. Mitts
said yes. Acting Chairman Zuckerman asked Mr. Cappello if he had examined the records?
Mr. Cappello said that his partner Gary Schuster had. Acting Chairman Zuckerman asked
Mr. Cappello, as an officer of the court, is Exhibit BB correct? Mr. Cappello said that he
could not confirm that. He said Mr. Mitts signed the application as the president of HRR
Corp. and he was advised that Mr. Mitts was president by his partner Gary Schuster. Mr.
Cappello asked Acting Chairman Zuckerman if he wanted something in writing to verify
that? Acting Chairman Zuckerman said that was not necessary. He said he would take Mr.
Cappello’s word for it at the next meeting if Mr. Cappello could check with his partner about
it before then.

Acting Chairman Zuckerman asked if Mr. Mitts or Ms. Lee had any idea how long it would
be before they heard back from the Department of Health about the license they applied for?
Ms. Lee said that they told her that the DOH’s review was already about 50% processed
(please see email dated July 5, 2017 Exhibit AA tab “Exhibit 2’). Mr. Mitts said that since
then they have submitted Schedule 6 (Exhibit AA tab “Exhibit 5”). He is waiting for the
Depart of Health to review Schedule 6. Mr. Mitts said he has no reason to believe they will
not clear it. Also, Mr. Mitts has to install a sprinkler system in the house. Mr. Mitts said he
was told verbally that the DOH will issue the license after that is done. In his summary to
Mr. Cappello (Exhibit AA tab “Exhibit 6”) Mr. Mitts discusses additional work that needs to
be done.

Acting Chairman Zuckerman asked if there is any contingency that they have to get the
approval of the Zoning Board prior to their issuing the license? Mr. Mitts said no. Mr,
Cappello said he believed the DOH would want a letter saying that they were in compliance
and probably a CO before they would issue a license. Attorney Naughton advised Mr.
Cappello that any decision of the Zoning Board of Appeals would be subject to the DOH
granting a license.

On a motion made by Member Martuscielli and seconded by Member McCarthy, it was:
Resolved to close the public hearing for HRR Corp.

Ayes —4
Nays —0
Absent/Abstaining — Chairman Baum (Absent)
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ADOPTION OF MINUTES FROM OCTOBER 10, 2017 MEETING

On a motion made by Member Margotta and seconded by Member Martuscielli, it was:
Resolved that the minutes be adopted.

Ayes — 4
Nays -0
Absent/Abstaining — Chairman Baum (Absent)

ADOPTION OF THE 2018 MEETING SCHEDULE

On a motion made by Member McCarthy and seconded by Member Martuscielli, it was:
Resolved that the 2018 Meeting Schedule be adopted.

Ayes — 4
Nays -0
Absent/Abstaining — Chairman Baum (Absent)

NEW BUSINESS: APPLICATIONS TO THE BOARD

The Board was advised that no new applications were received.

ADJOURNMENT:

On a motion by Member Margotta, seconded by Member Martuscielli, with all in favor, there
being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 9:29pm.

Ayes — 4

Nays -0

Absent/Abstaining — Chairman Baum (Absent)
Respectfully submitted,

/ﬂ&sm,ez_ el ‘bokoch\a/

Elizabeth Doherty
ZBA Secretary
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