VILLAGE OF MONROE
PLANNING BOARD
SPECIAL MEETING MINTUES

Tuesday December 11, 2023
7:00 P.M.

Present: Chairman Boucher, Members Allen, Hafenecker, lannucci, Karlich, Kelly and Umberto,
Attorney Cassidy, Engineer Higgens and Consuiltant Clint Smith

Pledge of Allegiance.

On a motion by Member Umberto and seconded by Member Kelly is was resolved to: Open the
meeting.

Aye: 7

Nay: O

Public Hearing:
Verizon

On a motion by Member lannucci and seconded by Member Kelly is was resolved to: Open the
Public Hearing for Verizon.

Aye: 6

Nay: 0

Attorney Cassidy read the legal notice. Attorney Cassidy asked the Board secretary if the public
notice and mailing have been completed. The Board secretary stated yes.

Chairman Boucher stated that if the public would like to speak they need to address their
comments to the Board. The Board will not respond to the public but will give the applicant the
public comments to address at a later date.

Mr. Scott Olsen, Attorney for the applicant, stated he did not see any public listed on the Verizon
sign in sheet. Verizon is proposing a new small cell tower at 21 Still Road at St. Paul’s church.
Mr. Olsen reviewed what had been discussed with the Board prior to the Public Hearing. Mr.
Olsen stated the Verizon Engineer was present to discuss Verizon future plans for cell towers in
the Village of Monroe. Mr. Olsen distributed a map for future cell sites to the Board members.
Chairman Boucher asked if these documents were submitted today. Mr. Olsen stated yes, they
were submitted today. Chairman Boucher stated the Board members have not had time to
review these documents. Mr. Olsen stated he understands that, he just wanted to make sure
the Board had the information they had requested.

Member Umberto stated that at this time Verizon only has plans for the cell tower at 21 Still
Road and another one in the Pine Tree development for the future. Mr. Olsen stated that is
correct. Mr. Olsen stated Verizon is actively working to secure the Pine Tree site but the site
has not been secured at this time. Mr. Olsen stated the Rye Hill site may have to be relocated
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but that is not clear at this point. If the Rye Hill site is relocated, all the other sites may have to
be relocated as well. If the Rye Hill location is relocated it should not affect the 21 Still Road
site. Mr. Olsen stated the reason Verizon was before the Board is because they would like to
build the 21 Still Road site.

Mr. Olsen stated the site we are proposing is suffering significantly from capacity. These sites
can only handle a certain amount of capacity. Chairman Boucher stated the proposed cell
tower is a micro-tower. Mr. Olsen stated yes, as defined under federal law. Mr. Olsen stated
there is a major problem in the Route Six area which would need a macro-tower but that is not
part of the Village. The 21 Still Road and the Pine Tree site would be micro-sites.

Chairman Boucher opened the hearing up to public comment. No one from the public came
forward to speak.

On a motion by Member Umberto and seconded by Member Helfenecker is was resolved to:
Close the Public Hearing for Verizon at 21 Still Road.

Aye: 7

Nay: 0

Chairman Boucher asked the Board consultant Mr. Smith for his comments. Mr. Smith stated
he has reviewed the information provided to him from Verizon and found Verizon was compliant
with FCC rules. Mr. Smith stated the cell tower site was compliant.

Attorney Cassidy asked the Board Secretary if the County GML 239 review response had been
received. The Board Secretary stated no. Attorney Cassidy stated after the Board receives the
County GML 239 review response the Board will be able to vote on this. The vote can be done
at the regular January meeting.

Public Hearing
Monroe Woodbury Islamic Center (MWIC) Site Plan Review

On a motion by Member Umberto and seconded by Member Kelly it was resolved to: Open the
Public Hearing for Monroe Woodbury Islamic Center.

Aye: 7
Nay: O

Attorney Cassidy read the public notice. The Board Secretary stated both the publication and
the mailing had been done.

Ryan Nasher, Engineer for the applicant, gave an overview. Mr. Nasher put up presentation
boards of the building.

Mr. Nasher stated the MWIC has been in operation at the location since 2015. The current
building is accessible from a driveway on Orange Turnpike via a typical driveway to what is a
residential type of building. The new building will be about 5,200 Sq. Ft and will include two
stories. The prayer sessions will take place five days a week. The first session starts at 6:00
AM. until 6:15 A.M. The second session starts at 1:00 P.M. until 1:20 P.M. and the third
sessjon starts at 3:00 P.M. until 3:20 P.M. The last session starts at 8:00 P.M. until 8:20 P.M.
There are two large events twice a year, about 200 to 250 people who attend these special
events. The building design was based on the weekly usage. A traffic study was done. The
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number of attendees and the number of cars is stated in the traffic study. MWIC had a traffic
study done and the Board Traffic consultant reviewed it. The Board consultant is satisfied and
does not feel the traffic will have an impact on the area.

MWIC submitted the storm water and drainage plan to the Board. Mr. Nasher explained how
the drainage works. The comments from the Board Engineer were addressed. The drainage
will not impact the neighbors. Water to the building will be from the existing source.

MWIC submitted the lighting plan to the Board. Mr. Nasher stated the lighting will point down so
it does not impact the neighbors. Mr. Nasher displayed a rendering of the lighting and how it
would look. The rendering shows how the lighting is pointed downwards.

MWIC also submitted the Architect and Landscaping plans.

Amed Amara, Architect for the applicant, displayed the renderings of the building. Mr. Amara
explained the levels and outside of the proposed building. We looked at the Building Code and
confirmed with the Building Inspector that a fire escape is not needed from the roof. This is due
to the fact that the building will be built from non-combustible materials and the roof is
accessible with a fire proof stair. ‘

Mr. Amar stated the building is situated on an angle for the direction of the prayer.

Member Halfenecker asked about the H-Vac units and if they would be on the roof. Mr. Amara
stated yes, there will be two roof-top units.

Mr. Esposito, Landscape Architect for the applicant, presented the landscaping plan. The plan
includes twenty-four shade trees, one hundred and eleven Evergreen trees for screening and
multiple beds of shrubs and perennials. There will be a hedge along Orange Turnpike as well
as a hedge to screen the parking lot. The Evergreen trees will be double-staggered planted and
will be six to seven feet tall at planting. The Landscape plans include pictures of what the plants
will look like.

Chairman Boucher opened the hearing to public comment. There was a sign-up sheet for
anyone who wanted to speak.

Rebecca Mynio of 3 Reynolds Road, Monroe New York, came up to speak. Ms. Mynio stated
her property is directly above the proposed site. A copy of her statements is attached to these
minutes.

Elena Pugh of 1432 Orange Turnpike came up to speak. Ms. Pugh statements is as follows: | e
live directly across the street from the proposed mosaic. | can tell you despite what they say
about the hours they come and go, they come and go al all hours of the night. And, | know this
because the lights shine directly into my bedroom window when they come and go. | am
against this mosaic being built the way they have it, because it is going to not fit into the
neighborhood. It is not esthetically that we would want in out neighborhood. | am opposed to
the excess traffic coming and going and the constant lights in the windows from the traffic
exiting onto Orange Turnpike is very disturbing to those of us that live across the street. | have
no problem having an Islamic prayer center but, | want it to reflect what is in neighborhood now.
| don’t want something huge with minarets on it. If you want a small building like they have now,
| have no problem with that. But, | really don’t feel like | want to live across the street from a
mosaic and | am absolutely opposed to this because | think it is going to bring down all the
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property values in the neighborhood. And, we work very hard to keep our property nice and
keep the values up. And, | am going to say the quite part out-loud here with the current political
climate how long if they build this huge mosaic is it going to take before some crazy decides that
they don't want it in town endangering all of the surrounding neighbors. | think that is an
important consideration that the Planning Board should look into excellent points that | won’t
beleaguer but | want you to know | am not as a neighbor approve of this.

Robert Shimal, of 7 Maidstone Lane came up to speak. Mr. Shimal statement is as follows: |
live next to the proposed mosaic. | moved her in 2014 with my job. It was a nice, quiet,
peaceful residential area which had beautiful neighbors, beautiful green scenery with a peaceful
tranquilly to it. Since coming here, | have seen a neighborhood change, a dynamic change if
you will, | feel the pressure every day as such as was mentioned provisory concerns regarding
the traffic situation can’t be under estimated. With all the new foot traffic on you can be sure
when you bring people walking and cars coming that provides a safety factor. | am not against
any mosaic. I am worried about the lighting situation effecting our house because we are literally
next to it, the rear part of it. | am also worried about the run off. We've seen we have seen the
physical manifestation of the of what the current grading has done. And would like to see an
adequate solution provided for that as well. Thank you very much.

Brendon Ortiz, of 3 Melody Lane, came up to speak. Mr. Ortiz statement is as follows: | just
want to say that Islam is one of the eight granic religions, like Judaism and Christianity and |
think it could fit into the community as it one of Abrahams's religions. Thank you.

Chairman Boucher asked if there was anyone else who wanted to speak. No one from the
public wanted to speak.

Attorney Cassidy stated that when the application was submitted the Board was under a
different version of the code and as of last week that code has changed with the adoption of a
new Local Law the Village Board adopted which alters the code for places of worship. The
applicant needs to go to the Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA). This will leave the Planning Board
Public Hearing opened for public comment. If the ZBA decision is not granted the applicant
would have to make some changes.

Dominic Cordisco, Attorney for the applicant, stated thank you for having the public Hearing
tonight. As the notices had already gone out we felt it would be beneficial to get public feed
back that we got tonight and we apricate the comments and concerns that the neighbors have.
We also agree with Board Attorney Cassidy that the new Local Laws for zoning for places of
worship has been adopted. We do believe we need a variance in order to proceed with the
project in its current state. We would ask the Board to make a referral to the ZBA, if we are
successful or not we would have to come back to this Board.

Chairman Boucher stated the applicant can go to the ZBA with or without a referral. This Local
Law is so new to all of us. Attorney Cassidy stated in light of that, the Board should make a
referral for this project to go to the ZBA. This Board is not making any comments on the merits
of this application and not advising if there is relief or not. Mr. Cordisco stated this would help
the applicant ask for what they need. Attorney Cassidy stated she is recommending making
the referral tonight and leaveing the Public Hearing opened.



On a motion by Member lannucci and seconded by Member Kelly it was resolved to: Keep the
Public Hearing for MWIC opened.

Aye: 7

Nay: 0

On a motion by Member lannucci and seconded by Member Allen it was resolved to: To refer
MWIC to the ZBA to seek a variance.

Aye: 7

Nay: 0

The Board has a discussion on the 2024 Calendar. Chairman Boucher stated the April date
may have to be changed. It was decided that April 8, 2024 would be a special meeting. The
calendar needs to be posted on the Village web site.

On a motion by Member lannucci and seconded by Member Allen it was resolved to: To
approve the 2024 meeting calendar with the April change.

Aye: 7

Nay: 0

On a motion by Member Kelly and seconded by Member Umberto it was resolved to: To
approve meeting minutes from August 14, 2023.

Aye: 5

Nay: 0

Abstain: Members lannucci and Allen.

On a motion by Member lannucci and seconded by Member Halfnecker it was resolved to: To
approve meeting minutes from October 10, 2023.

Aye: 5

Nay: 0

Abstain: Members Kelly and Karlich.

On a motion by Member Halfnecker and seconded by Member Kelly it was resolved to: To
approve meeting minutes from October 24, 2023.

Aye: 6

Nay: 0

Abstain: Member lannucci

On a motion by Member Kelly and seconded by Member Allen it was resolved to: To adjourn
the meeting.

Aye: 7

Nay: 0



