Village/Town of Mount Kisco Building Department
104 Main Street
Mount Kisco, New York 10549
Ph. (914) 864-0019-fax (914) 864-1085

MEMORANDUM
TO: Honorable Chairman Hertz and Members of the Mount Kisco Planning Board
FROM: Peter J. Miley, Building Inspector ,\>% )

SUBJECT: Fortunato Cambareri
147 (151-155) Lexington Avenue
SBL 80.32-2-10

DATE: April 22, 2020 (revised)

PROJECT

The proposed application includes the legalization of all buildings and sit-work located at 147
Lexington Avenue. 147 Lexington Avenue contained four (4) separate buildings located on one
lot. All of the buildings on the lot contain residences. Two of the dwelling units are located
above a garage known today as Bld. C & D. Building A (fronting Lexington avenue) contains a
mixed-occupancy including a restaurant (Thai Angels) and a two-family dwelling above. The
last building (Bld. B) contains an existing two-family dwelling. Today, combined, there are a
total of six (6) residential rental units and one (1) commercial business.

The original map of the property (enclosed with this memo) dated February 27, 1928, indicates
that the property contained four (4) separate structures. Original Building No. 153 was
originally a boarding house, today it is known as Bld. A containing a restaurant on the ground
floor and two family dwelling above. Originally Building No. 151 “Residences,” is located in
the middle of the property. Today, Building No. 151 known as Bld. B and is a two-family
dwelling. The building that is located in the rear — right southwest corner of the property, today
known as Bld. D, is a 1 story garage with 5 rooms and bath located on the 2™ floor above the
garage. The building started as an old barn (today referred to as Bld. C) which originally
contained 2 rooms over. Today, the barn has been enlarged and converted into a separate

dwelling unit above the garage/storage.

None of the buildings or residences (other than the restaurant) possess a certificate of
occupancy.

ZONING

1. According to §110-18 CN (Neighborhood Commercial) District B. principal uses (h)
Residences above stores provided that said residences have a separate entrance to the
street or sidewalk. Proposed includes an apartment (change of use from 2 rooms) above



a garage/storage therefore; a variance to allow an apartment above a garage with no
direct street/ sidewalk access is required.

2. Proposed development coverage is 77.5%, the allowable maximum development
coverage is 70% therefore; a 7.5% variance is required as per §110-18 C. (3)

3. Required parking is 20 spaces, proposed are 12 spaces therefore; an 8 parking space
variance is required as per 110 Zoning Attachment 2 Minimum Off-Street Parking

Regulations

4. Parking for a restaurant use requires “short-term” parking space dimensions of 9°-6” by
18°-6”, proposed parking width is 9°-0” therefore; the applicant can either seek a 6”
parking spaces width variance or adjust the parking space width to comply with
Village/Town of Mount Kisco Code. 9 of the spaces require a 9°6” width.

5. Drive aisles are (1) 22ft. 1 1/16in., (2) 23ft. 7 in. and (3) 24ft. Sin. A minimum of 25ft. is
required therefore; a variance is required.

COMMENTS

1. ADA parking space can be reduced to 8ft with an 8ft aisle, this would provide the

additional width for the space above.
2. The property is located in the New York City DEP Designated Main Street area.

APPROVALS REQUIRED

1. Site Plan Approval
2. Change of Use Permit
3. Zoning Board of Appeals

PM/mkr




Date: Case No.: Z%A :’D i lQ)

Fee: Date Filed:

Village/Town of Mount Kisco
Municipal Building
104 Main Street, Mt. Kisco, NY 10549

Zoning Board of Appeals
Application

Appellant: FOO—‘T UNATO Campager
Address: 16 lowpernceE ST., Muksco , NY 10949
Address of subject property (if different): 147 LEXiNeTord AJE, , MT, I45CO MNoes4Hq

Appellant’s relationship to subject property: _ X Owner Lessee Other

Property owner (if different): |D[-155 LexiNeToN AvENVE LLC.
Address: _[6 LaweenNce ST, MLkiSco, NY 10544

TO THE CHAIRMAN, ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS: An appeal is hereby taken
from the decision of the Building Inspector, PETER J. MILEY
dated pPRIL 22, , 2020 . Application is hereby made for the following:

X Variation or Interpretation of Section
of the Code of the Village/Town of Mount Kisco,

to permit the: Erection; Alteration; Conversion; X Maintenance

of ExI9TING ResSTAURANT 4 RESIDENTIAC STRUCTRES

in accordance with plans filed on (date) 10/%»0 /2020

for Property ID # 80.52 -2, 1O located in the CN Zoning District.
The subject premises is situated on the _EAST _ side of (street) LexineToN AVE.
in the Village/Town of Mount Kisco, County of Westchester, NY.
Does property face on two different public streets? YesfNo
(If on two streets, give both street names)

Type of Variance sought: _ X Use X Area
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Is the appellant before the Planning Board of the Village of Mount Kisco with regard to

this property? _ YE S

Is there an approved site plan for this property? _N©  in connection with a
Proposed or _ X Existing building; erected (yr.)

Size of Lot: 129 feet wide “ﬂ feet deep Area 15,86‘? SaFT

Size of Building: at street level HO.%  feet wide L\‘G feet deep

Height of building: 5- STORIES _Present use of building: __M([X - USE
PestovranT AT STReeT % RESDeNTIAL AMPMETMENTS

Does this building contain a nonconforming use? lﬂo Please identify and explain: __

Is this building classified as a non-complying use? NES Please identify and expléin: -
5 110- 19 -B(YH) RESIDEMCE WITHOUT DIRECT STREET MLESS IN BupmiC

Has any previous application or appeal been filed with this Board for these premises?
Yes/No?

Was a variance ever granted for this property? _INO If so, please identify and explain:

Are there any violations pending against this property? Yes 1f so, please identify and
explain: # 20112924

Has a Work Stop Order or Appearance Ticket been served relative to this matter?
X Yesor __ No Dateof Issue: OcTonER. 29™ , 1019

Have you inquired of the Village Clerk whether there is a petition pending to change the
subject zoning district or regulations? YES
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I hereby depose & say that all the above stateme?{s and the st 8\tements contained in the

papers submitted herewith are true.
(Appellant to sign herETr

(‘P’\ Ll L‘ J Ve }1‘1{} [ Wy,
(1) “,‘ L l'

Sworn to before me thlS day of: S

T -—/ ) A | O ;) , County, NY AW . s,
> qTATE k%
TOFNEW YORK .

Notary Public,

[TO BE COMPLETED IF APPELLANT IS NOT THE PROPERTY OWNER ﬁE.Ehﬁ

State of New York }
County of Westchester } ss

um‘“

in the

Being duly sworn, deposes and say that he resides at
County of Westchester, in the State of New York, that he is the owner in fee of all that

certain lot, piece or parcel of land situated, lying and being in the Village of Mount
Kisco, County of Westchester aforesaid and known and designated as number
to make

and that he hereby authorized
the annexed application in his behalf and that the statements contained in said application

are true.

(sign here)

ZBA Application




October 29, 2020

To:

Via

Re:

email and hand delivered

147 Lexington Avenue (aka 151-155 Lexington Ave.)
Mount Kisco, NY 10549 vks@vksa.com
Tax ID 80.32-2-10

Village/Town of Mount Kisco
Zoning Board of Appeals VKS
Village Hall (1* floor)

104 Main St.

Mount Kisco, NY 10549

ARCHITECTS
P O Box 696
Katonah, NY 10536
(914) 232-9828
Fax: 232-9839

Dear Sir or Madam,

We are pleased to submit the revised plans for the legalization of the existing buildings and uses at 147

Lexington Avenue, also known as 151-155 Lexington Avenue.

We have proposed variances based on the comments of the Building Inspector as follows:

Comments of Peter Miley, Building Inspector dated 4/22/2020:

Variance for apartment in Building C is required — agreed
a. 110-18-B(1)(h) Residence above stores, restaurants, offices and personal service
establishments, provided that said residences have a separate entrance to the street or
sidewalk.
Proposed development coverage is 77.5%, down from previous 99%. A 7.5% coverage variance is
required — agreed.
a. 110-18-C(3) Maximum development coverage: 70%
There are 20 required parking spaces, while there are 12 parking spaces proposed —a variance for 8
parking spaces is required — this was discussed at length during several previous reviews with the
Planning Board. We feel (and the Board agreed) that providing fewer parking spaces in order to
decrease the development coverage is a desired approach.
a. 110 attachment 2
9°-6” wide parking spaces have been provided in the front of the property to partially comply with
the Village/Town of Mt Kisco Code. Due to the reduced overall number of parking spaces, only four
(4) spaces are proposed to be 9°-6” wide.
The drive aisle width is limited due to the location of the existing structure(s). Therefore a 3°-0”
drive aisle variance is needed.
a. 110 attachment 1

Respectfully submitted,
Viktor Solarik

Viktor K. Solarik AIA LEED AP
VKS Architects

Enc.

CC.

10 sets: Drawings S1, S2 dated 10/29/2020
Fortunato Cambareri, file

Cambareri: 147 Lexington Ave 1




Timeline of 151-155 Lexington Ave. (147 Lexington Ave.)

March 2002 to November 2018

1. In March of 2002 I, Fortunato Cambareri purchased 151-155 Lexington Ave.(147
Lexington Ave.), Mount Kisco, NY from Rosario Simone.

2. leventually formed an LLC — 151-155 Lexington Ave. LLC. The property
consisted of everything that stands today at the time I purchased it: There are 4
structures on the property:

a. 151 Lexington Front is a two family house. Downstairs is a three
bedroom apartment occupied by Jamie Murcia and Raquel Jaramillo.
They have lived in this Apartment for thirty years. Upstairs is occupied by
the Martinez family. They have lived there for 27 years.

b. 151 Lexington Rear consists of a garage and a studio apartment.

c. 155 Lexington Front consists of a restaurant and two apartments with
tenants that have occupied it for many years.

d. 155 Lexington Rear consists of a garage and a two bedroom apartment.

3. Prior to Purchasing my Attorney and I met with Austin Cassidy, who was the
Building Inspector at the time. During this meeting he expressed that Lexington
Ave. was zoned retail, but properties like 151-155 lexington Ave. are
grandfathered in and assured me that all apartments are legal. Although it has
been 16 years, I recall seeing papers that stated that the property consisted of 6
apartments and a restaurant. I purchased the property and made cosmetic repairs.

In approximately 2004, I was able to remove Café La China from Leasing the Restaurant.
This was a Bar where Drugs and Prostitution was taking place. This was without a doubt
the biggest problem in the History of our great Town of Mount Kisco and the Police
Dept. Now it is a regular restaurant.

In the mid to late 2000’s I tried with my Architect to add an addition to the front house at
155 Lexington and add living space to the large garage at rear house of 155 Lexington. I
never did anything. During this time, the Building Department and Planning Board
acknowledged that I had four structures on property consisting of 6 apartments and a
restaurant.

Since 2004, I have had several Landlord Registry and Fire and Safety Inspections from
numerous Inspectors. The inspections always came out good and an issue was never
brought up about having 6 Apartments and a restaurant.

In approximately 2010 or 2011, I went to the Building Dept. to get permission to replace
a 24” railroad tie wall and build a 24” stone wall. In addition, I was going to Blacktop the
front parking lot. After speaking to the powers that be, they said to go ahead because the
wall is only 24 inches and I am just going to go over the existing blacktop. So after
getting the OK, shortly after on a Saturday and Sunday I built the stone wall and prepped
for Blacktopping on Monday. Monday morning came and my worker and I were waiting
for my Cousin to come with the Blacktop. Unfortunately, Mr. Buxton, The Mount Kisco
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Timeline of 151-155 Lexington Ave. (147 Lexington Ave.)

March 2002 to November 2018

Code Enforcement officer, said that I have a stop work order and cannot proceed because
I do not have a site plan. This was extremely discouraging. I then hired an architect and
he completed a site plan. I was then forced to meet with Austin Cassidy, Building
Inspector, Mr. Oliveri, representing engineering company, Patti Tippa, Secretary, Joe
Cosentino, Chairman of the Planning Board, and perhaps a few others. After getting
everything approved, I got the ok to blacktop parking lot which I did right away.

Unfortunately, in 2012 I got some more bad news. The Building Dept. notified me that
because I have more than five connections (6 Apartments and a restaurant) I will now
have to eliminate my water well and be forced to hookup to Town water. I was very
disappointed because, I would test my water regularly and the lab would always say that
my water is better than the town’s. There were 4 such properties in Mount Kisco that had
more than five connections, but only my and another property were forced to connect.
The other two consisting of the 6 family behind the Diner and Mr. DeFrancisco’s place on
Sarles were asked to switch over but not forced like me. Water was free for me, but now
between the six apartments and the restaurant I have been paying $10,000 yearly since
2012 for town water! In addition, the Building Dept. charged me $3,000 for a connection
fee for the restaurant and $1,500 per the six apartments which totaled an additional
$9,000. Again, the Building Dept. acknowledged and charged me for 6 apartments.

Throughout the years of owning this Property, up until my last Fire Inspection in
December of 2017, the Building Dept. always acknowledged that the property consisted
of 6 apartments and a restaurant. I would never have paid $878,000 for a property in
2002 if it was only 4 apartments and a restaurant. I now have over $1 Million dollars
invested in the property and will be stuck with it because I will never get my money back.
I believe this is really unfair.

I urge the Town agencies to work with me and help me resolve this issue, which was
not created by me.
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PUBLIC NOTICE

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Village/Town of

Mount Kisco, New York will hold a Public Hearing on the l5TH day of

Decemper. 20290 _ at the Municipal Building, Mount Kisco, New York,

beginning at _ 7:00  PM pursuant to the Zoning Ordinance on the Appeal of

Foetunato  Camparer
(Name of Applicant)
6 [ aveerce ST, MU0, NN 0549
(Address of Appllcant)

from the decision of Peter J. Miley, Building Inspector, dated P\PD_\L N 72020
(Date of Denial Letter)
denying the application dated to permit the Leoriizarion of ExoTiNG  STeuavee
(Proposed Work)

The property involved is known as 4+ Leyntrore puE., MT K500 Y, 10549
(Address of Property)

and described on the Village Tax Map as Section 80.3%2 Block Z Lot 10

and is located on the EAST side of LEX‘ NOTON A\JE. na
east/west/n/s (Street Name)

NE((:H'bo%HOOD (owwizgunZoning District. Said Appeal is being made to obtain a
(e
variance from Section(s) J10-10-BOYH); [J0-16-C ; |10 aracement (£2  of the
(Identify specific zoning code section number(s))

Code of the Village/Town of Mount Kisco, which requires A 5% DivewoPMmENT
COUELAGE VapancE ; AN USE vpsiane AN & Pagiciwiy SPrce VAgiavcs,
AL TemPozaky Paticine WIDTH VAZIANCE , & 2 DRVE AGE URAANCE

Harold Boxer, Chair
Zoning Board of Appeals
Village/Town of Mount Kisco

7 ZBA Application



ExHIBIT 13

147 Lexington Ave, Mt.Kisco 10549
Property Owners within 300' Radius

Owner Property Address Dwner/Mailing Address Tax Map #
Antonio & Carmela Cambareri 177 Lexington Ave 16 Lawrence St, Mt.Kisco, NY 10549 80.32-3-4

Lisa C Abzun 85 W Hyatt Ave, 145 Croton Ave, Mt.Kisco, NY 10549 80.32-2-7.1
Fedele LLC 4 Sarles Ave. 26 Primrose St, Katonah, NY 10536 80.32-2-5

n/a n/a n/a

S&Y Property Management LLC 113-115 Gregory Ave. 115 Gregory Ave, Mt.Kisco, NY 10549 80.32-3-2

S&Y Property Management LLC 88 W Hyatt Ave. 115 Gregory Ave, Mt.Kisco, NY 10549 30.32-3-3

Asaro Properties LLC 169 Lexington Ave. 115 Gregory Ave, Mt.Kisco, NY 10549 80.32-3-1

Attn: Mark Betz Fox Lane Campus,
Bedford Central S.D. W Hyatt Ave. P.0.Box 180, Mt.Kisco, NY 10549 80.33-6-1.1
Attn: John E. Porcella 135 Radio Circle,

Community Living Corporation 41 Highland Ave Mt .Kisco, NY 10549 80.25-5-6

159 Lexington Avenue LLC 159 Lexington Ave. 16 Lawrence St, Mt.Kisco, NY 10549 80.32-2-9

Lisa C Abzun B89 W Hyatt Ave. 145 Croton Ave, Mt.Kisco, NY 10549 80.32-2-7.2
Pat Cambareri 22 Sarles Ave. 5 Chestnut Ridge Rd, Mt.Kisco, NY 10549 80.32-2-2

West Hyatt Management LLC 83 W Hyatt Ave. PO Box 838, Mount Kisco, NY 10549 80.32-2-6

Pat Cambareri 143 Lexington Ave 5 Chestnut Ridge Rd, Mt.Kisco, NY 10549 80.32-2-1

Timothy M, Foran 52 Highland Ave. 52 Highland Ave, Mt.Kisco, NY 10549 80.33-1-2

DePalDe Sarles Corp. 14 Sarles Ave. 23 Stone House Rd, Somers, NY 10589 80.32-2-4

n/a n/a n/a

Asaro Properties LLC 173 Lexington Ave. 115 Gregory Ave, Mt.Kisco, NY 10549 80.32-3-5

Village of Mount Kisco Lexington Ave. 104 Main St, Mt.Kisco, NY 10589 80.24-3-13
583 Locust Ave LLC 56 Highland Ave. 30 Sunrise Drive, Armonk, NY 10504 80.33-1-1

163 Lexington Avenue, LLC 163 Lexington Ave. 779 Main St, Mt.Kisco, NY 10549 80.32-2-8

Nancy Bronzino 16 Sarles Ave. 16 Sarles Ave, Mt.Kisco, NY 10549 80.32-2-3

Bedford Central S.D. W Hyatt Ave. P.O. Box 180, Mt.Kisco, NY 10549 80.33-1-19




AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING

STATE OF NEW YORK }
}SS.:
COUNTY OF WESTCHESTER }
FO'P—’TUNKT o CAM'E:AF’-EIZ-\ being duly sworn, deposes and
says:

I reside at (6 LaweeNnceE ST, MT. ILISC,OT‘ Ny (05494

On Novemmge- IZ™ 2020 TIserved a notice of hearing, a copy of which is

attached hereto and labeled Exhibit A, upon persons whose names are listed in a schedule
of property owners within 300 feet of the subject property identified in this notice. A
copy of this schedule of property owners’ names is attached hereto and labeled Exhibit B.
I placed a true copy of such notice in a postage paid property addressed wrapper
addressed to the addresses set forth in Exhibit B, in a post office or official depository

under the exclusive care and custody of the United States Post Office, within the County

of Westchester.
3
Sworn to before me on this AN,
&
Ny th s | P S DoIstr,, b,
QAT qayot Mevenmrher 20 9 ¢ F o o,
S T STATE .. %
- o § OFNEWYORK. 3%
-~ ) 4 S OmRYPUBIC:
i T t N C: 3
/ ” % @ﬁj‘@é‘/ == ; :- et TRt acen & sk L'-l.-i-r.i'\": ‘l? ::
( [_‘__-___/,f’é - 4 [{}/O £ '.:'* _ o1BoedssT “q\?‘ s
(Notary Public) 4 "g% 0 - ‘;’sg.s'?

(] LY
900809944 ot
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AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION
FROM

State of Wisconsin
County of Brown, ss.:

On the 30 day of November in the year 2020, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for said State, personally appeared

Jui hea, h ™ : __, personally known. to-me or proved-to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence 10..-
be the individual(s) whose name(s) is (are) subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the
same in his/her/their capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument, the individual(s), or the person upon behalf
of which the individual(s) acted, executed, the instrument.

,\J ih °,‘) /ll"" J *‘"’h being duly sworn says that he/she is the principal clerk of THE JOURNAL NEWS, a

newspaper published in the County of Westchester and the State of New York, and the notice of which the annexed is a printed copy,

was published in the newspaper area(s) on the date (s) below:

Zone: Run Dates:
Westchester 11/30/2020

Signature /

My commission expires
Legend:

WESTCHESTER:

Amawalk, Ardsley, Ardsley on Hudson, Armonk, Baldwin Place, Bedford, Bedford Hills, Brewster, Briardliff Manor,Bronxville, Buchanan, Carmel, Chappaqua, Cold Spring,
Crompond, Cross River, Croton Falls, Croton on Hudson, Dobbs Ferry, Eastchester, Elmsford, Garrison, Goldens Bridge, Granite Springs, Greenburg, Harrison, Hartsdale,
Hastings, Hastings on Hudson, Hawthorne, Irvington, Jefferson Valley, Katonah, Lake Peekskill, Larchmont, Lincoindale, Mahopac, Mahopac Falls, Mamaroneck, Millwood,
Mohegan Lake, Montrose, Mount Kisco,Mount Vernon, New Rochelle, North Salem, Ossining, Patterson, Peekskill, Pelham, Pleasantville, Port Chester, Pound Ridge, Purchase,
Purdys, Putnam Valley, Rye, Scarsdale, Shenorock, Shrub Oak, Somers, South Salem, Tarrytown, Thomwood, Tuckahoe, Valhalla, Verplanck, Waccabuc, White Plains,
Yorktown Heights, Yonkers

ROCKLAND:
Blauvelt, Congers, Gamerville, Haverstraw, Hillburn, Monsey, Nanuet, New City, Nyack, Orangeburg, Palisades, Pearl River, Piermont, Pomona, Sloatsburg, Sparkill, Spring
Valley, Stony Point, Suffem, Taliman, Tappan, Thiells, Tomkins Cove, Valley Cottage, West Haverstraw, West Nyack

Ad Number: 0004464300

NANCY HEYRMAN .
Notary Public =
State of Wisconsin




State of New York ) e s own
) ss: AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING o=

County of Westchester)

\O@ [ ‘_,f?)f" ' nQ . being duly sworn, says that onthe / ¢) day oiiﬁe%ei'fni’gf ﬁ@l D
he conspicuously fastened up and posted in seven public places, in the Village/Town of
Mount Kisco, County of Westchester, a printed notice of which the annexed is a true

copy, to Wit: ---

Municipal Building — X
104 Main Street

Public Library X
100 Main Street

Fox Center X
Justice Court — Green Street X
40 Green Street

Mt. Kisco Ambulance Corp X
310 Lexington Ave

Carpenter Avenue Community House X
200 Carpenter Avenue

Leonard Park Multi Purpose Bldg X

7

g
7
AT A
; 77

Swfpyto before me this 07“5 ofD/&f/hbb'l 7020
/72(4? feltl )£ /ZM

f\lotary Public

MICHELLE K. RUSSO
NOTARY PUBLIC-STATE OF NEW YORK
No.01RU6313298
Oualliﬁed in Putnam County
My Commission Expires 10-20-2022



TOWN/VILLAGE OF NTKISCO ZONING TABLE: ON; NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT | LLC
PROPOSED PLANTING SCHEDULE LOT AREA MIN. BUILDING SETBACKS MAX. AVERAGE HEIGHT L MAX_COVERAGE* GEMENT
ERONT SDE | REAR FOR PRINCIPLE & * BUILDING DEVELOPMENT T MANA
SYMBOL BOTANICAL NAME COMMON NAME SIZE ROOT QUANTITY ACCESSORY BUILDINGS 35% 70% . EST HYA
o CHAMAECYPARIS | GOLD MOP "SAWARA" 3 GAL. CONT. | REQUIRED 7,000 SF 10 FY N/A 20 FT | 3 STORES | 35FT. 5,654 SF 11,108 SF 4/\ JF W WALL
"GOLD MOP” CYPRESS N/A  |27.7% (4, 1.6% - 0 NI A
" RYDRANGEA MACRD | FYORANGEA 3GAL CONT, ; EXSTNG | 15,869 & N/A | N/A | N/A | 3 STORES / 7 (4,397 SF) _91:6% (14.539 ) N/F NANCY BRONZIN FETA st
PROPOSED SAME - - - SAME - SAME 77.8% (12,352 SF) e L CNCE
| o BLUE HOLLY 3 GAL CoNT 2 * MAXIMUM COVERAGE'S BASED ON 110-18(C) ST e - CONCRETE
NK ' WALL 815 N ., e
L HEMEROCALLIS DAYLILY t GAL. CONT. 4 TOWN /VILLAGE OF MT.KISCO: PARKING CALCULATION S| ol \ BLDG. L e D INING A '\ P N
12| CHAIN WASO L7y GO N \
MISCANTHUS SINENSIS | MAIDEN SILVERGRASS 3 GAL CONT, =155 —NE _ - - 3
M 3 USE CLASSIFICATION | REQUIRED CALCULATION T2 2 L s e ]
NEPETA CATHINT 3 AL CONT - . £1a|e T NE pA T CAMBAF?EF?I () TREES— > . BUILDING C BUF =
N : ' 14 ONE & TWO—FAMILY — o5 49 1 —
APARTMENTS|  DWELLING & 1.5 SPACES PER DWELLNG | SEF BELOW * 8 |73 S Y[ 2 STORY - |
s SPIREA JAPONICA | JAPANESE SPIREA 3 GAL. CONT. I (NO CHANGE) . INTNG WALL : 6.4
"c0 oD | . - } SHRUBS i RETATNING T |- sTucco 1B !\CK
T TAXUS CUSPIDATA JAPANESE YEW 3 GAL. CONT, 19 SEATED DINING 1 SPACE PER 3—-PERSON IN PLANTER ¥ - ] - ,_\ B — \,\ APT 5. S
WIBURNUN PLICATUN |DOUBLEFILE VIBURNUM| 3 10 # FEET HT BB RESTAURANT| (N0 CHANGE) | CAPACITY OR 1 PRR 78 SOFT | 880 §F /75 SF = 11.73 1211219 - o "% " DO RU\R 5TORY
. : ra el : R e i \ '
v TOMENTOSON 5 | OF GFA, NO LESS THAN 8 R N V7 DR U 1—BEDROQM | 2
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November 4, 2020

Honorable Chairman Harold Boxer

and Members of the Zoning Board of Appeals
Village of Mount Kisco

104 Main Street

Mount Kisco, New York 10549

Re: 180 S. Bedford Road

NEW JERSEY OFFICE

ONE GATEWAY CENTER, SUITE 2600
NEWARK, NEW JERSEY 07102

(973) 824-9772

FAX (273) 824-9774

REPLY TO:

TARRYTOWN OFFICE

Public Utility Wireless Telecommunications Facility

Homeland Towers. LLC

Honorable Chairman and
Members of the Zoning Board of Appeals:

We are the attorneys for Homeland Towers, LLC (“Homeland Towers”) and
Verizon Wireless (together “Applicants™) in connection with their enclosed application to place a
public utility wireless telecommunications facility (“Facility”) at the above referenced property
(“Property”). The Facility is proposed as a 140-foot (145’ to top of branches) monopole designed
to resemble a tree (“Monopine™) to support the equipment for Verizon Wireless. The Property

is located in the CD Conservation Development District.

On October 6, 2020, the Applicants received an interpretation from the Village’s
Building Inspector that certain area variances are required for the Facility (“Building Inspector’s
Interpretation”). The Applicants respectfully file this application to appeal the Building
Inspector’s Interpretation, or in the alternative to request any necessary area variances for the
Facility. The Applicants’ submission is also in response to the comments received from the
Village Building Inspector, Planning Board Engineer, and Planning Board’s Wireless
Consultant, (“Village Comments™), and also in response to certain public comments received.

In furtherance of the foregoing, enclosed please find, a check in the amount of
$750.00 representing the Zoning Board of Appeals application fee together with ten (10) copies

of the following materials:
1. Zoning Board Application Form;

2. Memorandum in Support of Application;



3. Deed;

4. EAF with Visual EAF Addendum;

¥

. FCC Compliance Report;

o

RF Report dated August 17, 2020;

7. Alternate Site Analysis dated August 14, 2020;

8. Visual Resource Assessment dated July 29, 2020;

9. Supplemental Visual Resource Assessment dated September 28, 2020;

10. SHPO Concurrence that there are No Historic Properties in the Area of Potential Effects;

11. FAA Determination of No Hazard to Air Navigation;

12. Supplemental RF Report prepared by V-COMM L.L.C dated October 28, 2020;

13. Letter from Klaus Wimmer, of Homeland Towers, dated November 2, 2020, confirming
that the mentioned alternative “high elevation” locations are not feasible alternative
locations and are not available for the installation of the Facility;

14. Collocation Commitment Letter;

15. Memorandum of Lease;

16. Letter from APT, dated November 3, 2020, in response to the Village Comments and
public comments;

17. Letter from APT, dated November 2, 2020, detailing the projects compliance with the
requirements of §110-33.1(A) of the Village Code for a Steep Slope permit;

18. Letter from APT, dated October 29, 2020, confirming that the generator proposed will be
in compliance with the Village’s noise level requirements contained in the Village Code;

19. Fall Zone/Structural Letter from APT, dated September 16, 2020, certifying that the
Facility, in the unlikely event of a collapse, would fall completely within the Property
lines;



20. Please note that the Facility has been designed to collapse within the Property lines and
there are no publicly accessible locations within close proximity to the facility. The
Memorandum in Opposition from a neighboring property owner’s counsel includes a
letter from Dennis Rogets, dated March 28, 2013. This letter was originally submitted to
the Town of Kent on behalf of an opposition group represented by Mr. Campanelli.
Submitted herewith is the response from Tectonic Engineering, dated April 8, 2013,
detailing the false assumptions contained in the Rogers letter;

21. Letter from Saratoga Associates, dated November 3, 2020, detailing the scope and
methodology for the balloon test; and

22. Revised Zoning Drawings.

Please note that a balloon test has been scheduled for the morning of November 14,
2020 at the Property.

We thank you for your consideration, and look forward to discussing this matter with
the Zoning Board of Appeals at its next available meeting. If you have any questions or require
any additional documentation, please do not hesitate to contact me at 914-333-0700.

Snyder & Sny delr, LLP
oY
Robert D. Gaudioso
RDG/djk
Enclosures
cc: Homeland Towers

Verizon Wireless

Planning Board
Z:\SSDATA\WPDATA\SS3\RDG\Homelandtowers\Mount Kisco\NY172\ZBA Letter 11,3.20.rif
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Date: Case No.:
Fee: Date Filed:
Village/Town of Mount Kisco

Municipal Building
104 Main Street, Mt. Kisco, NY 10549

Zoning Board of Appeals
Application
Appellant: Homeland Towers, LLC and Verizon Wireless

Address: ¢/o Snyder & Snyder, LLP 94 White Plains Road Tarytown, N -
Address of subject property (if different): 180 S. Bedford Road, Mt. Kisco, NY

Appellant’s relationship to subject property: Owner x Lessee Other

Property owner (if different): Skull Isiand Partners, LLC -
Address: C/O David Seldin 1571 Oceanview Drive Tierra VerdQ, FL 3311 5-253_8

TO THE CHAIRMAN, ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS: An appeal is hereby taken
from the decision of the Building Inspector, PeterMiey
dated October 6, 2020 - Application is hereby made for the following:

__ Variation or request for Interpretation of Section See Memo in Support
of the Code of the Village/Town of Mount Kisco,

to permit the: X Erection; Alteration; Conversion; Maintenance
of A wireless telecommunications facility

. inaccordance with plans filed on (date) with the Application
for Property ID # - locatedinthe €@ Zoning District.
The subject premises is situated on the south __ side of (street) S. BedfordRoad
] in the Village/Town of Mount Kisco, County of Westchester, NY
Does property face on two different public streets? Yes/No No
(If on two streets, give both street names)

".[_‘ype of Variance sough? Use X Area Ses Memo in Support

1 ZBA Application



I submit the following attached documents, drawings, photographs and any other
items listed as evidence and support and to be part of this application:

a)

b)

€)

d)

€)

h)

i)

D

*k)

)

The following jtems MUST be submitted:

Attached hereto is a copy of the order or decision (Notice of Denial) issued by the Building
Inspector or duly authorized administrative official issued on upon
which this application is based.

Copy of notice to the administrative official that I have appealed, setting forth the grounds
of appeal and have requested the application to be scheduled for a public hearing,

A typewritten statement of the principal points (facts and circumstances) on which I base my
application with a description of the proposed work.

Ten (10) sets of site plans, plat or as-built survey drawings professionally signed and sealed
(as may be required).

A block diagram with street names, block and lot numbers, and street frontage showing all
property affected within 300’ of the subject property, with a North point of the compass
indicated.

A full list of names and addresses of the owners of all property shown on the above noted
block diagram that lie within or tangent to the 300° radius from the subject property.

A copy of the Public Notice for the public hearing of this application.

A sworn Affidavit of Mailing, duly notarized, that a true copy of said Public Notice has been
sent by mail to all property owners within 300 feet of this premises at least 10 days prior to

the public hearing,

NOTE: APPLICANT MUST CAUSE A TRUE COPY OF THE PUBLIC NOTICE TO BE
PUBLISHED IN THE OFFICIAL NEWSPAPER OF THE VILLAGE AT LEAST 15 DAYS
PRIOR TO THE PUBLIC HEARING.

A true copy of the filed deed and/or signed lease or contract for the use of the subject
property.

At least two sets of unmounted photographs, 4” by 6” in size, showing actual conditions on
both sides of street, between intersecting streets. Print street names and mark premises in
question,

A floor plan of the subject building with all the necessary measurements.

A longitudinal scetion of the subject building and heights marked thereon as well as front
elevations.

* Optional - As Needed
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[ hereby depose & say that all the above statements m@[iéﬁ_;q_géﬁiéjﬁ; contained in the
papers submitted herewith are true. - _,.,5,_,: = =
=~ {Appellafit to sign here)
# /

ge A )
Sworn to before me this day of: U&%ﬂ. e 202 07

Notary Public, ! Q ng:k! g&t € _, County, NY

)

A —= i
A 2 fot—— David James Kenn
T e g— NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF NEW YORK
= Registration No. 02K 6343903
Qualified in Westchester Coun

lasion Explres Juna 20, 20150'

(TO BE COMPLETED IF APPELLANT IS NOT THE PROPERTY OWNER IN F EE]

State of New York }
County of Westchester }ss

Being duly sworn, deposes and say that he resides at - in the
County of Westchester, in the State of New York, that he is the owner in fee of all that
certain lot, piece or parcel of land situated, lying and being in the Village of Mount
Kisco, County of Westchester aforesaid and known and designated as number

) ___ and that he hereby authorized - to make
the annexed application in his behalf and that the statements contained in said application

are true.

(sfgn here)
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PLANNING BOARD AND
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
TOWN/VILLAGE OF MOUNT KISCO

In the matter of the Application of
HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC and VERIZON WIRELESS

Premises: 180 S. Bedford Road
Mount Kisco, NY 10594

S-B-L: 80.44 —1-1
X

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATIONS FOR
SPECIAL PERMIT, SITE PLAN APPROVAL, STEEP SLOPE PERMIT,
AND APPEAL OF BUILDING INSPECTOR INTERPRETATION, OR IN THE
ALTERNATIVE A REQUEST FOR AREA VARIANCES, BY
HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC AND VERIZON WIRELESS
TO LOCATE A WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY
AT 180 S. BEDFORD ROAD

1. Introduction

Homeland Towers, LLC (“Homeland Towers”) and Verizon Wireless (together
“Applicants”) respectfully submit this memorandum in support of the applications filed
(“Application”) for a wireless telecommunications facility (“Facility”) located at 180 South
Bedford Road, Mount Kisco, NY 10594 (“Property™).

1I. Statement of Facts

The Property is identified by SBL 80.44 — 1 — 1 on the Town/Village of Mount Kisco
(“Village”) Tax Map, with a postal address of 180 South Bedford Road, Mount Kisco, NY
10594 and is located in the Conservation Development (“CD’) Zoning District.

The proposed Facility will be used to provide federally licensed wireless
communication services to the Village and surrounding area. The Facility will include a
140-foot monopole (145 feet to the top of the branches), designed to resemble a tree
(“Monopine™) to support the antennas of Verizon Wireless, while providing collocation space
for similar federally licensed wireless carriers and emergency communications equipment,
with related equipment installed within a fenced equipment compound at the base thereof.



The Facility is proposed to be located on a Property outside of the Personal Wireless
Service Facilities Overlay District (“Overlay District”) because the significant gap in service
could not be remedied from within the Town’s Overlay District. See Radio Frequency
Justification Report prepared by V-COMM, L.L.C dated August 17, 2020, and as
supplemented on October 28, 2020 (“RF Report™); See also, Alternatives Site Analysis
prepared by Klaus Wimmer of Homeland Towers dated August 14, 2020, and as
supplemented on October 29, 2020 (“ASA™).

III.  Public Utility Status

Under the laws of the State of New York Verizon Wireless is qualified as a public
utility for zoning purposes. See Cellular One v. Rosenberg, 82 N.Y.2d 364 (1993)
(hereinafter referred to as “Rosenberg™), Cellular One v. Mever, 607 N.Y.S. 2d 81 (2nd Dept.
1994) and Sprint Spectrum, L.P. v. Town of West Seneca, (Index No. 1996/9106 Feb 25,
1997, Sup. Ct. Erie County). In Rosenberg, supra, the Court of Appeals, New York’s
highest court, held that federally licensed wireless carriers (such as Verizon Wireless)
provide an essential public service and are public utilities in the State of New York. Public
utilities should be accorded favored treatment in zoning matters. See Rosenberg.

Verizon Wireless’s status as a public utility is underscored by the fact that its services
are an important part of the national telecommunications infrastructure and will be offered to
all persons that require advanced digital wireless communications services, including local
businesses, public safety entities, and the general public.

In addition to its status as a public utility, Verizon Wireless is licensed by the Federal
Communications Commission (“FCC”).

There is also a public need for Verizon Wireless’s service, as evidenced by the
granting of licenses to Verizon Wireless by the FCC. This grant constitutes a finding that the
public interest will be served by the Verizon Wireless’s service and is consistent with the
public policy of the United States “to make available so far as possible, to all people of the
United States a rapid, efficient, nationwide and world-wide wire and radio communication
service with adequate facilities at reasonable charges, for the purpose of national defense, for
the purpose of promoting safety of life and property through the use of wire and radio
communication . . . [.]” 47 U.S.C. §151.

The instant application is filed in furtherance of the goals and objectives established
by Congress under the federal Telecommunications Act of 1996 (“TCA”). The TCA is “an
unusually important legislative enactment,” establishing national public policy in favor of
encouraging “rapid deployment of new telecommunications technologies (emphasis
supplied).” Reno v. ACLU, 521 U.S. 844, 857 (1997).

In fact, in 1999, Congress expanded further upon this policy by enacting the Wireless
Communications and Public Safety Act of 1999, Pub.L. 106-81, 113 Stat. 1286 (the “911
Act”). The “911 Act,” empowered the FCC to develop regulations to make wireless 911
services available to all Americans. The express purpose of the Act, as articulated by
Congress, was “to encourage and facilitate the prompt deployment throughout the United
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States of seamless, ubiquitous, and reliable end-to-end infrastructure for communications,
including wireless communications, to meet the Nation's public safety and other
communications needs” (emphasis added).

A state or local government’s authority to regulate “the placement, construction, and
modification of personal wireless service facilities,” is limited by the federal requirements set
forth in Section 332(c)(7)(B) of the TCA. 47 U.S.C. § 332(c)(7)(a). The Facility is a
“personal wireless service facility” as defined by the TCA. 47 U.S.C. § 332(c)(7)(c).
Pursuant to Section 332(c)(7)(B) the zoning authority of a State or local government, or
instrumentality thereof, with regards to personal wireless service facilities is limited as
follows:

1) No zoning decision or action shall “unreasonably discriminate among
providers of functionally equivalent services,” or “prohibit or have the effect
of prohibiting the provision of personal wireless services.” 47 U.S.C.

§332(c)(N)(B)(D);

2) Decisions and actions on zoning and construction applications must be made
“within a reasonable period of time.” 47 U.S.C. §332(c)(7)B)(ii);

3) Any “decision shall be in writing and supported by substantial evidence
contained in a written record.” 47 U.S.C. §332(c)(7)(B)(iii); and

4) No action or decision shall be made “on the basis of the environmental effects
of radio frequency emissions to the extent that such facilities comply with the
Commission’s regulations concerning such emissions.” 47 U.S.C.

§332(c)(N(B)(iv).

Please further note that on November 18, 2009, the FCC issued a Declaratory Ruling
regarding timely review of applications for siting of wireless facilities, WT Docket NO.
08-165 (the “Shot Clock Order”). The Shot Clock Order finds that a “reasonable period of
time” for a local government to act on this type of application, an application for a new
tower, is presumptively 150 days. The FCC again clarified the 150 day “Shot Clock” (2018
Third Report and Order) and in the implementing regulations contained in 47 C.F.R. §
1.6003. According to the Shot Clock Order and 47 C.F.R. § 1.6003(c)(1)(iv), if the Village
fails to act within 150 days of filing a complete application, the applicant may commence an
action in court for “failure to act” under Section 332(c)}(7)(B)(v) of the TCA.

Iv. The Zoning Approvals Required for the Proposed Facility Being Located
Outside of the Overlay District

The Applicants respectfully appeal the Building Inspector’s interpretation contained
in the Building Inspector Memo dated October 6, 2020 (“Building Inspector Memo™) that the
conditions of the Overlay District apply to the Facility located outside of the Overlay
District.



Section 110-27.1(H) of the Zoning Code states as follows:

Special permits for sites outside the Personal Wireless Service Facilities
Overlay District. Personal wireless service facilities at sites outside the
Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District shall require a
special permit from the Village Board if the site is located on
Village-owned property and the Planning Board if the site is located on
any other property, and shall be permitted only if a New York
State-licensed professional engineer specializing in electrical
engineering with expertise in radiocommunication facilities establishes
to the satisfaction of the approving agency all of the following:

(1) That the personal wireless service facility is needed to provide
coverage to an area of the Village that currently has inadequate
coverage and is of the minimum height and aesthetic intrusion necessary
to provide that coverage;

(2) That coverage cannot be provided by a personal wireless service
facility located within the Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay
District;

(3) That all reasonable measures in siting the personal wireless service
facility within the Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District
have been exhausted; and

(4) That technical and space limitations prevent location or colocation in
the Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District.

As clearly stated in the above code section because the Facility is to be located on a
Property “outside the Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District,” and the Property
is not “Village-owned,” the Facility shall be approved by special permit from the Planning
Board, if the Applicants meect the four above listed criteria. The standards set by the Village
Zoning Code for personal wireless service facilities within the Overlay District do not apply
to the proposed Facility, instead the Zoning Code requires that only the four above listed
criteria be satisfied for special permit approval.

It is important to note that the Village has previously determined that the
requirements of the Overlay District do not apply to properties outside of the Overlay
District. In fact, the Village made this exact determination approximately one year ago for a
facility located on Village owned property at 1 Mountain Avenue. See Memo from Village
Attorney dated May 20, 2019 (“Village Attorney 2019 Memo”).!

By implication, the local law states that applications exempted
by § 110-27.1 H do not have to comply or be “in accordance
with the criteria set forth in this section [§ 110-27.1] and in §
110-46 of the Zoning Law.” In fact, § 110-27.1 H sets forth a
completely different set of criteria by which to evaluate such
applications. [§ 110-27.1 H(1)-(4)].

' A copy of the Village Attorney 2019 Memo has been annexed hereto for your convenience.
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See Village Attorney 2019 Memo.

Ultimately the Applicants must be afforded the same legal interpretation of the Zoning Code
as was given for the Village’s own property, and the Village must be bound by its own
precedent. To do otherwise would be arbitrary, capricious, and discriminatory. See Knight v
Amelkin, 68 N.Y.2d 975, 978 (1986) (“because petitioners have shown earlier
determinations of the Board reaching contrary results on essentially the same facts, an
explanation or, in the alternative, a conforming determination, is required.”); See also Town
of New Castle v. Kaufmann. 72 N.Y.2d 684, 686 (1988) (“[w]hen such a construction would
thwart the settled purposes of the statute, however, literal and narrow interpretations should
be avoided.”); See also 47 U.S.C. § 332(c)(7)(B)E)(D).

Therefore, the Applicants respectfully appeal the Building Inspector’s interpretation
contained in the Building Inspector Memo that the standards for the Overlay District apply to
this Facility, as both the clear language of the Village Zoning Code, and the past precedents
set by the Village, demonstrate that the Overlay District requirements do not apply to this
Facility on this Property. As such a height variance and setback variances are not required.

In addition, the Applicants also appeal the Building Inspector’s interpretation that a
height variance is required pursuant to §110-27.1(E)(3). See Building Inspector Memo. For
the reasons set forth above, §110-27.1(E)(3) does not apply to the Facility because it is
located outside of the Overlay District. However, even if it were found that §110-27.1(E)(3)
applied to the Facility located outside of the Overlay District, §110-27.1(E)(3) does not
require the Applicants to seck a variance because the language of the Zoning Code clearly
and unambiguously authorized the Planning Board to approve any height as long as the
height is proven necessary. Section 110-27.1(E)(3) states as follows:

Maximum height. Unless the FCC promulgates rules to the
contrary or the applicant demonstrates to the satisfaction of the
board granting the special permit that a greater height is
necessary, the maximum height for a tower or monopole shall
be 80 feet above ground level or the minimum height necessary
to provide service to locations which the applicant is not able
to serve with existing facilities within and outside the Village,
whichever is less.

As the Code clearly states, the 80-foot maximum height limitation does not apply if “the
applicant demonstrates to the satisfaction of the board granting the special permit that a
greater height is necessary.” Therefore, since the Applicants have submitted an RF
Justification Report that demonstrates the proposed height of 140 feet (145 to the top of faux
branches) is necessary, a variance from §110-27.1(E)(3) is not required. See RF Justification
Report.

The Building Inspector Memo also states that a variance from §110-7(C)(3)(a) could
be required as the solar project proposed on the Property would not meet the minimum lot
area requirement. Section 110-7(C)(3)(a) only sets a minimum lot area for the solar project.
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Therefore, as the proposed Facility is an entirely separate and distinct use, the Applicants
cannot be required to obtain a variance from this Zoning Code requirement for Tier 3 solar
energy facilities. Moreover, the Property meets the requirements for the minimum lot size for
both §110-7(C)(3)(a) and §110-27.1(E)(4), as the property is 25 acres in size. See Site Plan
Sheet SP-1. The addition of the Facility will not reduce the size of the Property. Minimum lot
size is a requirement for the size of the property and not a requirement for the amount of
building or development coverage on a property. In fact, the Village Code sets separate and
distinct requirements for the amount of development coverage for the solar facility. See
Village Code §110-7(C)(3)(c). However, the conditions within §110-7(C)(3) only apply to
the proposed solar facility and there are no maximum development coverage limitations in
the Code for the Facility.

Based on all of the aforementioned it is respectfully requested that the Zoning Board
of Appeals find that: (1) the standards for facilities within the Overlay District do not apply
to this Facility located outside of the Overlay District; (2) there is no requirement for a
variance for the height of the Facility if “the applicant demonstrates to the satisfaction of the
board granting the special permit that a greater height is necessary”; (3) no setback variances
are required; and (4) no variance from §110-7(C)(3)(a) is required for this Facility as that
Zoning Code section only applies to “Tier 3 solar energy facilities.”

V. The Proposed Facility Meets the Special Use Permit Standards

A special use permit is permitted as of right when the applicant has demonstrated
compliance with the applicable standards. See Matter of North Shore Steak House v. Board
of Appeals of Inc. Vil. of Thomaston, 30 N.Y.2d 238 (1972).

In reviewing the Application, the following factors are offered for consideration in
accordance with the Zoning Code. Please note that the following sections in beld face type
are the actual quotes from the Zoning Code, and the response to each section is noted below.

Special permits for sites outside the Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay
District. Personal wireless service facilities at sites outside the Personal Wireless Service
Facilities Overlay District shall require a special permit from the Village Board if the
site is located on Village-owned property and the Planning Board if the site is located on
any other property, and shall be permitted only if a New York State-licensed
professional engineer specializing in electrical engineering with expertise in
radiocommunication facilities establishes to the satisfaction of the approving agency all
of the following:

As noted above the Property is located outside the Overlay District and is not on
Village-owned property, therefore the Applicants have requested special permit approval
from the Planning Board. The RF Report submitted with the Application has been signed and
sealed by Peter Longo, P.E. a professional engineer licensed in the state of New York. See
RF Report.

(1) That the personal wireless service facility is needed to provide coverage to an area of
the Village that currently has inadequate coverage and is of the minimum height and
aesthetic intrusion necessary to provide that coverage;

6



The RF Report demonstrates that there is “a significant gap in coverage for Verizon
Wireless,” and that “a new wireless facility is needed.” The RF Report also demonstrates that
the proposed height “is the minimum height needed to provide the capacity and coverage
required.” Furthermore, the Visual Resource Assessment prepared by Saratoga Associates,
dated July 29, 2020, and as supplemented on September 28, 2020 (“VRA”) demonstrates that
the Facility has been strategically located on the Property so that it is not visible from a vast
majority of the Village. Moreover, the Applicants have proposed a stealth design Monopine
to camouflage the Facility, and further reduce any visibility. The Facility is the least intrusive
means available to fill the significant gap in coverage identified in the areas surrounding the

Property.

(2) That coverage cannot be provided by a personal wireless service facility located
within the Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District;

As demonstrated in the RF Report “[t]he Overlay District is approximately 5,500 feet away
from the proposed location and is outside of the coverage gap area, therefore it will not
provide the required coverage to this intended area for this proposed site.”

(3) That all reasonable measures in siting the personal wireless service facility within
the Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District have been exhausted; and

As noted above, and in the RF Report, it would be futile for the Applicants to attempt to
locate the Facility within the Overlay District because it is too far away from the coverage
gap area and a facility in the Overlay District “will not provide the required coverage to this
intended area for this proposed site.” See RF Report.

(4) That technical and space limitations prevent location or colocation in the Personal
Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District.

As noted above, and in the RF Report, the technical limitations of where the coverage is
needed prevents Verizon from filling the identified significant gap in coverage by locating
equipment in the Overlay District. See RF Report. Neither collocation on an existing facility
or constructing a new facility within the Overlay District will allow the Applicants to address
the significant gap in coverage identified in the areas surrounding the Property. See RF
Report. The Overlay District is too far, and “will not provide the required coverage to this
intended area for this proposed site.” The RF Report also states that “[a] review of the
surrounding area reveals absence of existing tall structures, towers, or water tanks that meet
all the requirements for a wireless facility,” which demonstrates that collocation outside the
Overlay District on an existing structure is also not possible, and that the proposed Facility is
necessary to cure the significant gap in coverage. Additional information on the Applicants’
efforts to locate a facility on an existing tall structure is included in the ASA, which further
demonstrates that there are no available tall structures that could support a facility and
remedy the significant gap in coverage identified in the RF Report. See ASA.

Section 110-46 of the Village Zoning Code contains general requirements for special
permit approvals, which the Applicants have also satisfied.

A. Notice and public hearing. The Planning Board shall not decide on any application
for a special permit without first holding a public hearing, notice of which hearing,
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including the substance of the application, shall be given by publication in the official
newspaper of the Village at least 15 days before the date of such hearing. In addition to
such published notice, the applicant shall cause such notice to be mailed at least 10 days
before the hearing to all owners of property which lies within 300 feet of the property
for which approval is sought and to such other owners and by such other means of
notification as the Planning Board may deem advisable.

The Applicants have submitted an Application to request such a public hearing and will
comply with above listed public notice requirements.

B. In approving special permits, the Planning Board shall take into consideration the
public health, safety and welfare and the comfort and convenience of the public in
general. The Planning Board may prescribe such appropriate conditions and
safeguards as may be required in order that the result of its action shall, to the extent
possible, further the expressed intent of this chapter and the accomplishment of the
following objectives:

(1) That the proposed use shall be of such location, size and character that, in general, it
will be in harmony with the appropriate and orderly development of the district in
which it is proposed to be situated and will not be detrimental to the orderly
development of adjacent properties in accordance with the zoning classification of such
properties.

As demonstrated in the Application materials submitted herewith, including the VRA, the
Facility has been strategically located and designed so as to fill the identified significant gap
in service. The Facility will be in harmony with the appropriate and orderly development of
the district, and will not be detrimental to the orderly development of adjacent properties. See
VRA. The Facility is minimally visible and has incorporated a stealth monopine design to
further blend the Facility into its surroundings and camouflage views of the Facility from the
public. See VRA.

(2) That, in addition to the above, in the case of any use located in or directly adjacent
to either a residence district or a district in which residential uses are permitted, the
location and size of such use, the nature and intensity of operations involved or those
conducted in connection therewith and its site layout and its relation to access streets
shall be such that both pedestrian and vehicular traffic to and from the use and the
assembly of persons in connection therewith will not be hazardous or inconvenient to or
incongruous with the residential uses or conflict with the normal traffic of the
neighborhood.

The Facility is unmanned and only requires infrequent (approximately one technician per
month) service visits. Therefore, the Facility will have a negligible impact on traffic, and
“will not be hazardous or inconvenient to or incongruous with the residential uses or conflict
with normal traffic of the neighborhood.” See EAF. An existing access drive will be utilized.
The Facility has been placed on the Property and has been limited in sized and properly
designed to resemble a tree so as to “not be hazardous or inconvenient to or incongruous with
the residential uses or conflict with the normal traffic of the neighborhood.”



C. Each application for a special permit shall be accompanied by a proposed plan
showing the size and location of the lot and the location of all existing and proposed
buildings and facilities, including access drives, parking areas and all streets within 200
feet of the lot.

The Applicants have submitted a Site Plan with their application that shows “the size and
location of the lot and the location of all existing and proposed buildings and facilities,
including access drives, parking areas and all streets within 200 feet of the lot.” See Site
Plan.

D. Each application for a special permit shall be accompanied by a fee as set forth in
Chapter A112, Fees, of this Code. In addition thereto, and in order to ensure that the
cost to the Village of any engineering, planning, legal or other expert consultations
required in connection with the review of any application for a special permit shall be
borne by the applicant, the applicant shall, upon the submission of an application
pursuant to this section, deposit with the Treasurer of the Village/Town of Mount Kisco
a sum in the amount set forth in § A112-110C of this Code; provided, however, that
upon a resolution of the Planning Board, adopted by a vote of not less than 2/3 of the
membership of such Board, finding that a deposit in a lesser amount will be sufficient to
satisfy the anticipated cost of reviewing the application, the applicant may satisfy its
obligation under this section to make an initial deposit by depositing such lesser
amount. The Planning Board shall not consider any application for which a deposit is
required under this section until the Treasurer has certified that the required deposit
has been made. The sum deposited shall be held by the Treasurer in a separate trust
and agency account for the benefit of the applicant and will be disbursed by the
Treasurer for the payment of such engineering, planning, legal or other expert
consultations as are required by the Board of Trustees, Planning Board or Village
Manager for the review of the application for a special permit or other application
related thereto, in accordance with the usual requirements of the Village for the
payment of bills. In the event that, prior to the completion of the review of the
application, the sum deposited is depleted to the amount set forth in column B of §
A112-110C, the applicant shall deposit an additional amount as set forth in column C of
§ A112-110C. Review of the application shall be suspended until the applicant makes
the additional required deposit. After the final action of the Planning Board with
respect to the application, and upon payment of all of the fees for the reviews
contemplated herein, the balance remaining in the trust and agency account shall be
returned to the applicant. The requirements of this section shall be strictly enforced by
the Planning Board and the Building Inspector, and no certificate of occupancy shall be
granted until all of the fees required to be paid pursuant to this section have been paid.

The Applicants have paid the required application fees and have submitted escrow funds as
required by the Planning Board.

E. In cases where a parcel of land for which a special permit has been requested is
located within 500 feet of the boundary of another municipality, the Secretary of the
Planning Board shall transmit a copy of the official notice of hearing to the Municipal
Clerk of the affected municipality. Said notice shall also be submitted to the
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Westchester County Planning Board when so required by the Westchester County
Administrative Code.

The Property is within 500 feet of the Town of Bedford, and the Applicants request that the
Village direct the Secretary of the Planning Board to make the above noted referrals as
required by GML §239-M and the Westchester County Administrative Code.

F. The Planning Board may review any previously granted special permit for
compliance with conditions imposed. Such review shall follow public notice given 15
days before a public hearing held thereon. Personal service of the notice of such hearing
shall be made upon the owner of the property 15 days before the public hearing held
thereon. Said special permit may be revoked following said hearing only upon a
determination by the Planning Board to the effect that such conditions as may have
been prescribed previously by the Planning Board in conjunction with the issuance of
the special permit have not been or are no longer being complied with. The Planning
Board shall set forth, in writing, said conditions that are no longer being met, following
which a period of 60 days shall be granted for the applicant to comply with such
conditions. If the applicant fails to comply within said sixty-day period, the special
permit may be revoked.

The Application herein is an initial request for a new special permit and therefore the above
subsection is not applicable.

As noted above because the Facility is located outside of the Overlay District, meets
the criteria for being located outside the Overlay District and meets the general special permit
requirements, the Planning Board shall approve the Applicants’ requested special use permit.
See North Shore Steak House, N.Y.2d 238. Therefore, the Applicants respectfully request
that the Planning Board approve the requested special permit for the Facility.

In the event that the Applicants’ appeal regarding the applicability of the conditions
contained in §110-27.1 is denied, the Applicants offer the following statements in support of
the requested special permit.

§110-27.1

B. Permitted uses. Except as specified in § 110-27H (Special permits for sites outside the
Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District), all new personal wireless service
facilities, and all additions and/or meodifications to currently existing personal wireless
service facilities, shall be allowed only in the Personal Wireless Service Facilities
Overlay District and only pursuant to a special permit issued by the Planning Board in
accordance with the criteria set forth in this section and in § 110-46 of the Zoning Law.

The Application includes a request for a special permit from the Planning Board.

C. Underlying zoning regulations. The requirements of the underlying zoning districts
shall apply within the Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District unless the
provisions set forth in this section are deemed more stringent than the underlying
requirements. All structures and facilities accessory to personal wireless service
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facilities, including but not limited to equipment sheds, parking areas, anchors, bases
and pads, shall comply with the existing setback and dimensional regulations
established for principal structures in the underlying zoning district, except for the
height of a proposed tower or monopole.

The Facility has been located so as to meet all of the required setbacks for the underlying
Conservation Development District. See Site Plan Sheet SP-1. Please note that the setback
and bulk requirements contained in §110-7(C)(3) for the proposed solar facility does not
apply to this Application.

D. Data requirements. Applicants for special permits shall file with the Village Clerk 3
copies and with the Planning Board 11 copies, of the following documents:

The Applicants have submitted the required number of copies to the Village.

(1) Site plan. A site plan, in conformance with applicable site plan submission
requirements contained in § 110-45 of the Zoning Law. The site plan shall show
elevations, height, width, depth, type of materials, color schemes and other relevant
information for all existing and proposed structures, equipment, parking and other
improvements. The site plan shall also include a description of the proposed personal
wireless service facility and such other information that the Planning Board requires.

The Site Plan submitted with the Application includes the elevations, height, width, depth,
type of materials, color schemes and other relevant information for all existing and proposed
structures, equipment, parking and other improvements. See Site Plan.

(2) Environmental Assessment Form. A completed Environmental Assessment Form
(“EAF”), including the Visual EAF Addendum. Particular attention shall be given to
visibility from key viewpoints identified in the Visual EAF Addendum, existing treelines
and proposed elevations.

An EAF with the Visual EAF addendum has been submitted with the Applications. See EAF.
The Applications have also submitted a Visual Resource Assessment with additional
information regarding the limited visibility of the Facility. See VRA.

(3) Landscape plan. A landscape plan delineating the existing trees or areas of existing
trees to be preserved, the location and dimensions of proposed planting areas, including
the size, type and number of trees and shrubs to be planted, curbs, fences, buffers,
screening elevations of fences and materials used. For towers or monopoles, the
landscape plan shall address the criteria set forth in § 110-27.1F(3).

A landscape plan has been included on Sheet LS-1 of the Site Plan.

(4) Documentation of proposed height. Documentation sufficient to demonstrate that
the proposed height is the minimum height necessary to provide service to locations
which the applicant is not able to serve with existing facilities within and outside the

Village.
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The RF Report demonstrates the proposed height is the minimum height necessary. See RF
Report.

(5) Statement regarding colocation. For new personal wireless service facilities, a
statement by the applicant as to whether construction of the facility will accommodate
colocation of additional facilities for future users.

Homeland Towers has submitted a letter dated October 27, 2020 stating that it will
accommodate collocation of additional facilities for future users, including future municipal
communications equipment (“Collocation Commitment Letter”). See also, Site Plan Sheets
AP-1 and AP-2.

(6) Structural engineering report. A report prepared by a New York State licensed
professional engineer specializing in structural engineering as to the structural integrity
of the personal wireless service facility. In the case of a tower or monopole, the
structural engineering report shall describe the structure's height and design, including
a cross section of the structure, demonstrate the structure's compliance with applicable
structural standards and describes the structure's capacity, including the number of
antennas it can accommodate and the precise point at which the antenna shall be
mounted. In the case of an antenna mounted on an existing structure, the structural
engineering report shall indicate the ability of the existing structure to accept the
antenna, the proposed method of affixing the antenna to the structure and the precise
point at which the antenna shall be mounted.

Submitted with this Application is a Structural Letter dated September 16, 2020 (“Structural
Letter”), certifying that the 140-foot-tall Facility (145 feet top of faux branches) will be
designed in compliance with all applicable federal, state, and local structural requirements for
loading, including wind and ice load. See Structural Letter. The Structural Letter also states
that the Facility “will be designed to support at least four (4) antenna arrays.” In addition, the
Structural Letter also certifies that “the proposed tower will be designed with a ‘hinge-point’
at elevation 31° AGL (closest property line distance is 109’ +/-) so that in the unlikely event
of a catastrophic failure occurring, the tower fall zone will be contained within the subject
parcel.” The Site Plan also includes cross sections of the Tower. See Site Plan.

(7) Engineering analysis of radio emissions. An engineering analysis of the radio
emissions and a propagation map for the proposed personal wireless service facility.
The analysis shall be prepared and signed by a New York State-licensed professional
engineer specializing in electrical engineering with expertise in radio-communication
facilities. The results from the analysis must clearly show that the power density levels
of the electromagnetic energy generated from the proposed facility are within the
allowable limits established by the FCC which are in effect at the time of the
application. If the proposed personal wireless service facility would be colocated with
an existing facility, the cumulative effects of the facilities must also be analyzed. The
power density analysis shall be based on the assumption that all antennas mounted on
the proposed facility are simultaneously transmitting radio energy at a power level
equal to the maximum antenna power rating specified by the antenna manufacturer.
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Submitted with this Application is an Antenna Site FCC RF Compliance Assessment and
Report prepared by Pinnacle Telecom Group, dated August 11, 2020 (“FCC Compliance
Report™) that certifies the Facility will comply with the FCC rules and regulations regarding
radio frequency emissions. The FCC Compliance report demonstrates that under worst-case
conditions “the conservatively calculated maximum RF level caused by the combination of
antenna operations is 2.0130 percent of the FCC general population MPE limit.” Therefore,
the Facility is more than 45 times below the FCC limit and is in compliance. See FCC
Compliance Report.

(8) Map of proposed coverage and existing facilities. A map showing the area of
coverage of the proposed facility and listing all existing personal wireless service
facilities in the Village and bordering municipalities containing personal wireless
service facilities used by the applicant, and a detailed report indicating why the
proposed personal wireless service facility is required to provide service to locations
which the applicant is not able to serve with existing facilities which are located within
and outside the Village, by colocation and otherwise.

The RF Report includes the above noted coverage maps and information regarding existing
facilities. The RF Report demonstrates that there is a significant gap in coverage in the areas
surrounding the Property and that the Facility is of the minimum height necessary to fill the
gap in coverage. See RF Report.

E. Criteria for special permit applications. Applicants for special permits for
establishment or construction of personal wireless service facilities shall meet all of the
following criteria:

(1) Necessity. The proposed personal wireless service facility is required to provide
service to locations which the applicant is not able to serve with existing facilities which
are located within and outside the Village, by colocation and otherwise.

The Applicants have demonstrated that the proposed Facility is necessary and that existing
facilities do not provide reliable service to the area in question resulting in the existing
significant gap in coverage identified in the RF Report. See RF Report and ASA.

(2) Colocation. The colocation of existing personal wireless service facilities only within
the Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District shall be strongly preferred to
the construction of new personal wireless service facilities. If a new site for a personal
wireless service facility is proposed, the applicant shall submit a report setting forth in
detail an inventory of existing personal wireless service facilities within the Personal
Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District which are within a reasonable distance from
the proposed facility with respect to coverage, an inventory of existing personal wireless
service facilities in other municipalities which can be utilized or modified in order to
provide coverage to the locations the applicant is seeking to serve and a report on the
possibilities and opportunities for colocation as an alternative to a new site. The
applicant must demonstrate that the proposed personal wireless service facility cannot
be accommodated on an existing facility within the Personal Wireless Service Facilities
Overlay District or on an existing facility in another municipality due to one or more of
the following reasons:
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(a) The proposed equipment would exceed the existing and reasonably potential
structural capacity of existing and approved personal wireless service facilities within
the Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District, considering existing and
planned use for those facilities.

(b) The existing or proposed equipment would cause interference with other existing or
proposed equipment which could not reasonably be prevented or mitigated.

(c¢) Existing or approved personal wireless service facilities within the Personal Wireless
Service Facilities Overlay District or in neighboring municipalities do not have space on
which the proposed equipment can be placed so it can function effectively and
reasonably, and the applicant has not been able, following a good-faith effort, to reach
an agreement with the owners of such facilities.

(d) Other reasons make it impracticable to place the proposed equipment on existing
and approved personal wireless service facilities within the Personal Wireless Service
Facilities Overlay District on existing facilities in other municipalitiées.

(e) Service to the locations to which the applicant seeks to provide service cannot be
provided by existing facilities within or outside the Village.

The RF Report demonstrates that the significant gap in coverage cannot be remedied by
locating a facility within the Overlay District, as the Overlay District is too far away from the
gap in coverage. See RF Report. The ASA also demonstrates that collocation at an existing
facility outside of the Overlay District or outside of the Village is also not feasible. See ASA.

(3) Maximum height. Unless the FCC promulgates rules to the contrary or the
applicant demonstrates to the satisfaction of the board granting the special permit that
a greater height is necessary, the maximum height for a tower or monopole shall be 80
feet above ground level or the minimum height necessary to provide service to locations
which the applicant is not able to serve with existing facilities within and outside the
Village, whichever is less.

The RF Report demonstrates that the proposed height is the minimum height necessary, and
that this “greater height” is therefore necessary to fill the significant gap in coverage. See RF
Report. We therefore respectfully request that the Planning Board approve the Facility with
its proposed height, without the need for an area variance, as the proposed height is
necessary.

(4) Minimum lot size. The minimum lot size for a tower or monopole shall be equal to
the square of twice the tower's or monopole's height, or the minimum lot size required
by the underlying zoning district, whichever is greater.

The CD district requires a minimum lot size of 25 acres and the Property is at least 25 acres
in size. See Site Plan Sheet SP-1.

(5) Setbacks. Unless the FCC promulgates rules to the contrary, all personal wireless
service facilities shall be separated from all residential dwellings by a distance of no less
than 500 feet. In no case shall a setback be less than 20 feet or the minimum setback
required by the underlying zoning district, whichever is greater. The setback shall
increase 100 feet for each 10 feet that the personal wireless service facility exceeds the
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maximum height set forth in the underlying zoning district. Setbacks from towers or
monopoles shall be measured from the base of the structure.

This would require a setback of 1,600 feet, and the Sheet TR-1 of the Site Plan demonstrates
that there is no location on the Property where this setback can be met. In the event the
Applicants’ appeal of the Building Inspector’s interpretation is denied, and it is determined
that the setback requirement for facilities within the Overlay District applies to this Facility,
which is located outside of the Overlay District, a variance will be sought from the Zoning
Board of Appeals.

(6) Security fencing. Security fencing, showing the location, materials and height, shall
be provided around each tower or monopole to secure the site and provide an opaque
banner. Access to the structure shall be through a locked gate.

Details on the 6 foot proposed fence is included on Sheet C-3 of the Site Plan. The access
gate will be locked.

F. Design guidelines. The proposed personal wireless service facility shall meet the
following applicable design guidelines:

(1) Finish/colors. Towers or monopoles not requiring Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA) painting or marking shall either have a galvanized finish or be painted gray or
blue-gray above the surrounding treeline and gray, green or tannish brown below the
surrounding treeline.

There are no markings or painting required by the FAA. See FAA Determination of No
Hazard to Air Navigation (“FAA Determination™). The Tower is proposed with a stealth
monopine design as an alternative to painting the Facility.

(2) Illumination. No signals, lights or illumination shall be permitted on personal
wireless service facilities unless required by the FAA or other federal, state or local
authority.

There is no light on top of the Facility and no light required by the FAA. See FAA
Determination.

(3) Landscaping for towers or monopoles. For towers or monopoles, vegetative
screening shall be provided to effectively screen the tower base and accessory facilities.
At a minimum, screening shall consist of one row of native evergreen shrubs or
evergreen trees capable of forming a continuous hedge at least five feet in height within
two years of planting. Existing vegetation shall be preserved to the maximum extent
practicable and may be used as a substitute of or in supplement toward meeting
landscaping requirements. Additional screening may be required to screen portions of
the structure from nearby residential property or important views. All landscaping
shall be properly maintained to ensure good health and viability.
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. Existing vegetation will be preserved to the maximum extent practicable and will be used in
supplement toward meeting landscaping requirements. A landscaping plan has been included
with the Site Plan to provide further screening. See Sheet LS-1 of the Site Plan

(4) Visibility. All personal wireless service facilities shall be sited to have minimum
adverse visual effect on residential areas, parks or major roadways.

The Facility has been strategically located and designed with a stealth monopine design to
present minimum visibility. See VRA. By locating the Facility off of the ridgeline and away
from a majority of the residences, and incorporating a stealth design, the Facility will be the
least intrusive means to remedy the significant gap in coverage.

(5) Signage. Signage shall be prohibited on personal wireless service facilities except for
signage to identify the facility which is located along the right-of-way frontage and is
approved by the Architectural Review Board. Except as specifically required by a
federal, state or local authority, no signage shall be permitted on equipment mounting
structures or antennas.

No signs are proposed on the tower and the only signs proposed are the site identification
sign and the FCC required signage. See Site Plan Sheet C-3.

Therefore, based on all the aforementioned reasons, the Applicants have met all of the
applicable criteria for special permit approval and respectfully request that the Planning
Board issue the special permit for the Facility.

VI.  The Facility Meets the Requirements for Site Plan Approval

The instant application also involves a request for site plan approval pursuant to
§110-45 of the Zoning Code. A site plan is permitted as of right when the applicant has
demonstrated compliance with the applicable standards.

In reviewing the application, the following factors are offered for consideration in
accordance with the Zoning Code. Please note that the following sections in bold face type
are the actual quotes from the Zoning Code, and the response to each section is noted below.

A. General requirements.

(1) Site plan approval shall be required for all uses other than one-family residences
and the buildings accessory thereto.

As the Facility is not a one-family residential use the Applicants respectfully request Site
Plan Approval from the Planning Board.

B. Objectives. In considering and acting upon site plans, the Planning Board shall take
into consideration the public health, safety and welfare and the comfort and
convenience of the public in general and of the residents of the proposed development,

16



if any, and of the immediate area in particular and may prescribe such appropriate
conditions and safeguards as may be required in order that the result of its action shall,
to the extent possible, further the expressed purposes of this chapter and the
accomplishment of the following objectives in particular:

(1) Pedestrian and vehicular access and safety: that all proposed accessways are
adequate but not excessive in number, adequate in width, grade, alignment and
visibility and not located too near to street corners or other places of public assembly;
and other similar safety considerations.

The Facility is unmanned and will have a negligible impact on traffic. See EAF. The FCC
licensed services provided from the Facility will also improve pedestrian and traffic safety in
the area, as wireless services are routinely used to report traffic accidents.

(2) Circulation and parking: that adequate off-street parking and loading spaces are
provided to prevent parking in public streets of vehicles of any persons connected with
or visiting the use and that the interior circulation system is adequate to provide safe
accessibility to all required off-street parking lots.

The Facility is unmanned and only requires infrequent (once a month) visits by a site
technician, and therefore the use will not result in an increase on parking in the surrounding
public streets. Adequate parking has been provided for the proposed unmanned use. See Site
Plan.

(3) Landscaping and screening: that all areas where landscaping is required are
reasonably screened at all seasons of the year, particularly from the view of adjacent
residential lots and streets.

Landscaping has been proposed and can be seen on Sheet LS-1 of the Site Plan. The Facility
has also been strategically located so that views from nearby residential properties in the
Village are screened by vegetation or limited by topography. See VRA.

(4) Drainage and utilities: that all facilities for water, sanitary and storm sewer and
other utility services are adequately designed and that the site drainage system affords
the best practical solution to on- and off-site drainage problems.

The Facility presents a minimal addition of impervious surface to a large undeveloped
property, does not use potable water, and does not produce waste. See EAF. Soil erosion and
sediment control plans are shown on the Site Plan. See Site Plan Sheets EC-1 and EC-2. The
Facility will use a gravel access drive and most areas within the equipment compound (other
than foundation for tower and concrete slabs for equipment cabinets) will also be gravel,
which will help capture stormwater runoff and groundwater percolation.

(5) Character and appearance: that the site layout of the proposed use, buildings,
structures, freestanding signs and lighting shall be in general harmony with the
character and appearance of the surrounding area and that of the Village as a whole.

As noted in the VRA, views of the Facility are limited and the Facility also includes a stealth
monopine design to camouflage any potential views of the Facility. Therefore, the Facility
will be consistent with the character and appearance of the surrounding area.
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(6) Environmental preservation: that the proposed development or use is designed so as
to minimize any adverse environmental effects; that all water bodies, wetlands, steep
slopes, hilltops, ridgelines, major stands of trees, significant geological features and
other areas of scenic or ecological value are preserved to the extent possible; that soil
erosion is prevented to the extent possible; and that flood hazards are minimized.

The Application also involves a request for a Steep Slope permit, and as demonstrated in the
Application materials, including the EAF, the Facility will not present any significant adverse
environmental effects. The Facility has been strategically located off of the ridgeline. The
Facility is unmanned, does not produce waste, odors or vibrations. There are no impacts to
the water table or wetlands. Only minimal tree removal is presented and the Applicants are
planting trees for landscaping. In addition, the Applicants have received a concurrence that
no historic properties are within the areas of potential effects from New York State Historic
Preservation Office dated October 29, 2020 (“SHPO Concurrence™). The Site Plan includes
soil erosion and control measures and there are no flood areas within the project site.

(7) Fire protection: that all proposed structures, equipment and materials and the
design of all sites are readily accessible for fire protection.

The Facility will be constructed to comply with all applicable fire protection and fire safety
codes required.

(8) Master Plan: that the proposed site plan is in general conformance with the
applicable provisions of the Master Plan of the Village of Mount Kisco, as may be in
existence from time to time.

The Facility will be reasonably accessible for fire protection.

(9) Numination: that the proposed development or use is designed so as to prevent
misdirected or excessive artificial light, caused by inappropriate or misaligned light
fixtures that produce glare, light trespass, and/or unnecessary sky glow, to discourage
the waste of electricity, and to improve or maintain nighttime public safety, utility and
security.

There is no light proposed on the tower and no light is to be installed other than a
maintenance light at ground level only to be used by a technician in the event they are
visiting the site during night hours. See FAA Determination. The Facility does not produce
glare or sky glow. See EAF. Again, the FCC licensed services provided from the Facility will
promote public safety in the area.

C. Procedure. The Planning Board shall approve or disapprove site plans in accordance
with the following procedure:

(1) Prior to the submission of a formal site plan application, the applicant shall request
the Planning Board to conduct a conceptual review of the proposed site plan. The
request for such review shall be accompanied by the fee therefor set forth in Chapter
Al12 of this Code. The purpose of the conceptual review shall be to discuss the
proposed site plan and the procedures and requirements of this section so that the
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necessary subsequent steps may be taken with a clear understanding of the Planning
Board requirements in matters relating to the development of the site.

The Applicants filed for a conceptual review meeting but no conceptual review meeting was
conducted.

(2) Within six months following the presubmission conference and at least 15 days prior
to the Planning Board meeting at which the plan is initially submitted to the Planning
Board for review, 10 copies of the site plan and any related information, including a
letter of application, shall be submitted to the Building Inspector. The fifteen-day
requirement may be reduced to a minimum of 10 days at the discretion of the Planning
Board, provided that said Board finds that such reduction will not preclude a thorough
review of the site plan by appropriate Village officials prior to its presentation at the
Planning Board meeting at which approval is requested. Subsequent submissions, data
and material as deemed necessary and so requested by the Planning Board shall be
submitted to the Building Inspector at least seven days prior to the meeting during
which such data or material will be reviewed, unless specifically waived by the Planning
Board.

The Applicants have submitted the necessary copies to the Village Planning Department for
the requested approvals from the Planning Board.

(3) Each application for site plan approval, and each application for amendment to a
site plan, shall be accompanied by the fee for approval of a site plan set forth in
Chapter A112 of this Code, the purpose of which shall be to help defray the
administrative costs related to the review of such site plan application. In the case of an
application for amendment to a site plan, the Village Manager may waive the fee
required herein, in whole or in part, where the proposed amendment is minor in
character and will, in the judgment of the Village Manager, require minimal review by
the Planning Board and staff.

The Applicants have paid the required application fees and submitted the required escrow
submissions.

(4) The Building Inspector and Village Engineer shall review each proposed site plan or
amended site plan for compliance with the Village Code. The Building Inspector shall
present the site plan or amended site plan to the Planning Board only after he is
satisfied that it does so comply with the Village Code. The application shall be deemed
submitted to the Planning Board upon its presentation to the Board by the Building
Inspector at a regular meeting. In the event that the Village Code is amended during
the pendency of the application in any respect which may apply to the proposed site
plan or amended site plan, the Planning Board shall suspend its review of the
application and take no action with respect thereto until the Building Inspector has
reviewed the site plan or amended site plan for compliance with the Village Code as
amended. If the Building Inspector determines that the site plan does not comply with
the Village Code as amended, the Building Inspector shall so report to the Planning
Board, which shall thereupon deny the application for approval of the site plan or
amended site plan.
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The Applicants respectfully submit that the application for Site Plan approval is complete
and the Facility complies with the Village Code. It is also respectfully submitted that the time
period and methods for deeming the Application complete are superseded by federal law. See
Shot Clock Order and 47 C.F.R. § 1.6003.

(5) When deemed appropriate by the Planning Board, the Fire Department shall be
requested to review a site plan for fire access and safety considerations.

The Fire Department has reviewed the project.

(6) Applications for amendments to an approved site plan shall be made and acted upon
in the same manner with the procedure set forth above. The Planning Board may refuse
to consider an application for a new site plan or amendment to an approved site plan if
the Building Inspector determines that the site is not in compliance with its current
approved site plan by reason of the failure of the applicant or property owner to satisfy
any of the conditions imposed upon the approval of such site plan.

The Application is for original site plan approval and there are no current approved site plans
applicable to the proposed Facility.

(7) Superseding Subdivision 2 of § 7-725 of the Village Law insofar as it imposes a
limitation upon the time within which the Planning Board must decide upon an
application for site plan approval and anything to the contrary contained therein
notwithstanding, the Planning Board shall decide upon an application for approval of a
site plan within six months of its submission or any public hearing held thereon,
whichever shall be later, and shall not be required to decide sooner.

This code section is inapplicable as the Application must be reviewed in accordance with the
reasonable period of time as interpreted by the FCC, which for the instant application is 150
days from filing a complete application. See 47 C.F.R. § 1.6003.

(8) In order to ensure that the cost to the Village of any engineering, planning, legal or
other expert consultations required in connection with the review of any application for
approval of a site plan or amendment to an approved site plan shall be borne by the
applicant, the applicant shall, upon the submission of an application pursuant to this
section, deposit with the Treasurer of the Village/Town of Mount Kisco a sum in the
amount set forth in § A112-110C of this Code; provided, however, that upon a
resolution of the Planning Board, adopted by a vote of not less than 2/3 of the
membership of such Board, finding that a deposit in a lesser amount will be sufficient to
satisfy the anticipated cost of reviewing the application, the applicant may satisfy its
obligation under this section to make an initial deposit by depositing such lesser
amount. The Planning Board shall not consider any application for which a deposit is
required under this section until the Treasurer has certified that the required deposit
has been made. The sum deposited shall be held by the Treasurer in a separate trust
and agency account for the benefit of the applicant and will be disbursed by the
Treasurer for the payment of such engineering, planning, legal or other expert
consultations as are required by the Board of Trustees, Planning Board or Village
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Manager for the review of the application for approval of the site plan or amendment to
an approved site plan or other application related thereto, in accordance with the usual
requirements of the Village for the payment of bills. In the event that, prior to the
completion of the review of the application, the sum deposited is depleted to the amount
set forth in Column B of § A112-110C, the applicant shall deposit an additional amount
as set forth in Column C of § A112-110C. Review of the application shall be suspended
until the applicant makes the additional required deposit. After the final action of the
Planning Board with respect to the application and upon payment of all of the fees for
the reviews contemplated herein, the balance remaining in the trust and agency account
shall be returned to the applicant. The requirements of this section shall be strictly
enforced by the Planning Board and the Building Inspector, and no certificate of
occupancy shall be granted until all of the fees required to be paid pursuant to this
section have been paid.

The Applicants have submitted the required fees and escrow funds.

D. Site plan elements. The applicant shall submit a site plan signed and sealed by the
registered architect or professional engineer responsible for the preparation of said site
plan. The site plan shall include those elements hereinafter listed or as indicated by the
Planning Board in the presubmission conference. This information, in total, shall
constitute the site plan. Unless specifically modified by the Planning Board, the site plan
shall be prepared at a scale of one inch equals 30 feet.

(1) Legal data.

(a) The section block and lot number of the property, taken from the latest tax records.

The section block and lot is 80.44-1-1 and can be found on Sheet T-1 of the Site Plan.

(b) The name and address of the owner of record and applicant if not the same.

The Property Owner is Skull Island Partners LLC, and the Applicants are Homeland Towers,
LLP and Verizon Wireless. This information is listed on Sheet T-1 of the Site Plan.

(¢)The name and address of the person, firm or organization preparing the plan.

The Site Plan has been prepared by Scott M. Chasse P.E. of APT Engineering with offices
located at 567 Vauxhall Street Extension- Suite 311, Waterford, CT 06385.

(d) The date, North arrow and graphic scale.

The Site Plan includes a date, compass arrow pointing north and a graphic scale on each plan
sheet.

(e) Sufficient description or information to define precisely the boundaries of the
property. All distances shall be in feet and tenths of a foot. All angles shall be given to
the nearest 10 seconds or closer. The error of closure shall not exceed one in 10,000.

The boundary information has been included in the Site Plan which includes a survey.
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(D) A vicinity map identifying the location of the site in context to the surrounding area.
Sheets R-1 and SP-1 of the Site Plan include such a Map.

(g) The location, names and existing widths of adjacent streets and curblines.

The locations, names and existing widths of adjacent streets and curblines are shown on
Sheets R-1 and SP-1 of the Site Plan.

(h) The locations and owners of all adjoining lands, as shown on the latest tax records.
The locations and owners of all adjoining lands are displayed on Sheet R-1 of the Site Plan.

(i) The location, width and purpoese of all existing and proposed easements, setbacks,
reservations and areas dedicated to public use within or adjacent to the property.

There are no areas dedicated to public use as this is a public utility telecommunications
facility. The information regarding easements can be found on the Survey included with the
Site Plan and the setback information has been detailed on Sheet SP-1 of the Site Plan.

(j)) A complete outline of existing deed restrictions or covenants applying to the
property.
A copy of the Deed has been submitted with the Application.

(k) Existing zoning district boundaries.
This information can be found on Sheet SP-1 of the Site Plan.

(2) Natural features.

(a) Existing contours with intervals of two feet or less, referred to a datum satisfactory
to the Village Engineer.

The Survey and Sheet SP-3 of the Site Plan contain this information.

(b) The location of existing watercourses, wetlands, wooded areas, rock outcrops, areas
of slope in excess of 20%, trees with a diameter of eight inches or more, measured three
feet above the base of the trunk, and other significant environmental features.

There are no watercourses, wetlands or rock outcrops near the project area. Wooded areas,
steep slopes, and trees to be protected and trees to be removed are shown on the Site Plan.
See Site Plan Sheet LS-1.

(3) Existing structures and utilities.

(a) The location of uses and outlines of structures, drawn to scale, on and within 50 feet
of the lot.

Sheet SP-1 of the Site Plan displays this information.
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(b) Paved areas, sidewalks and vehicular access between the site and public streets.

The access drive has been included on the Site Plan, but there are no proposed sidewalks or
other paved areas for vehicles or pedestrians.

(c) Locations, dimensions, grades and flow directions of existing sewers, culverts and
waterlines, as well as other underground and aboveground utilities within and adjacent
to the property.

Information regarding aboveground utilities can be found on sheets SP-2 and SP3. The
Facility does not use potable water or produce wastewater, and therefore no waterlines,
sewers or culverts are required.

(d) Other existing development, including fences, landscaping and screening.

Landscaping is proposed and can be seen on Sheet SP-3 and information regarding the
eight-foot tall chainlink fence for the equipment compound can be found on Sheet CP-1.

(4) Proposed development.
(a) The location of proposed buildings or structural improvements.
The proposed Facility and equipment compound are shown on the Site Plan.

(b)The location and design of all uses not requiring structures, including off-street
parking and loading areas.

The Facility is unmanned and the access drive provides sufficient parking for the infrequent
technician visits.

(¢) The location, direction, power and time of use for any proposed outdoor lighting or
public-address systems.

The only light proposed would be a downward facing maintenance light only to be used in
the event a technician is at the site during night hours. See Site Plan Sheet C-4.

(d) The location and plans for any freestanding signs.
No freestanding signs are proposed.

(e) The location and arrangement of proposed means of pedestrian and vehicular
access, including curbs, sidewalks, driveways or other paved areas, and profiles
indicating grading and cross sections showing the width of roadways and the location
and width of sidewalks and curbs.

The access drive is shown on the Site Plan but there are no means for public access as the
Facility is a public utility and not open to the public. However, the driveway has been
widened to provide access to local emergency services in the event access to the Facility is
necessary for those purposes. See Site Plan.

23



(f) Any proposed screening and other landscaping, including types and locations of
proposed street trees, on a landscape plan prepared by a licensed architect or landscape
architect.

Landscaping is proposed and has been detailed on Sheet LS-1 of the Site Plan.

(g) The location of all proposed waterlines, valves and hydrants, the location of storm
sewers and drainage facilities and the location of all sewer lines and appurtenances or
the location of alternate means of water supply and sewage disposal and treatment.

The Facility does not use water and does not produce sewage, therefore none of the above
waterlines or sewer lines are proposed. See EAF.

(h) An outline of any proposed easements, deed restrictions or covenants.

The access drive is shown on the Site Plan and there are no relevant deed restrictions or
covenants to be shown. See Survey on Site Plan and Sheet SP-2 of Site Plan.

(i) A quantitative summary of proposed site plan features, to include the gross lot area,
net lot area, site development coverage, building coverage and building square footages.

This information is detailed on Sheet SP-1 of the Site Plan.

(j) Any contemplated public improvements on adjoining properties.
There are no contemplated public improvements on adjoining properties.

(k) Any proposed new grades, indicating clearly how such grades will meet existing
grades.
All proposed grading information can be found on Sheet SP-3 of the Site Plan.

(D) An illumination plan in accordance with § 110-32C of this chapter.

As the only lighting proposed is a downward facing maintenance light only to be used in the
event of a technician working at night. An illumination plan can be found on Sheet C-4 of the
Site Plan. There is no light proposed on the tower. See FAA Determination.

(5) If the site plan encompasses a large tract with several principal buildings, the
applicant may submit a staging plan for the entire tract, or the Planning Board may
require an overall plan for said tract in accordance with existing zoning controls,
assuming the first-stage use encompasses the entire tract. Such a plan shall indicate an
overall illustrated design for the entire site, plus detailed information for the first stage
or stages. The Planning Board shall review the stage presented in accordance with the
provisions of this section and also with reference to the overall development planned for
the site.

This project is not being proposed in stages.
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(6) The submission shall also include a completed site plan application checklist, copies
of which are available from the Building Inspector.

The Applicants have submitted the Site Plan Application Checklist.

(7) Upon findings of the Planning Board that, due to special conditions peculiar to a
site, certain of the information normally required as part of the site plan is
inappropriate or unnecessary or that strict compliance with said requirements may
cause extraordinary and unnecessary hardships, the Board may vary or waive the
provision of such information, provided that such waiver will not have detrimental
effects on the public health, safety or general welfare or have the effect of nullifying the
intent and purpose of the site plan submission, Official Map, Village Comprehensive
Plan or this chapter.

The Applicants respectfully request the waivers as noted in this Memo.

(8) A stormwater pollution prevention plan consistent with the requirements of Article
XIV of this chapter and Chapter 92A shall be required for site plan approval. The
SWPPP shall meet the performance and design criteria and standards in Article XIV of
this chapter. The approved site plan shall be consistent with the provisions of Article
XTIV of this chapter and Chapter 92A. [Added 1-7-2008 by L.L. No. 1-2008]

The Site Plan includes the necessary stormwater pollution prevention plan details.

Therefore, based on all the aforementioned reasons, the Applicants have met all of the
applicable criteria for site plan approval and respectfully request that the Planning Board
issue site plan approval for the Facility.

VII. The Facility Meets the Statutory Requirements for the Area Variances
Requested and is a Public Utility

In the event Applicants’ appeal of the Building Inspector’s Interpretation is denied,
the Applicants respectfully request in the alternative area variance relief from the variances
noted in the Building Inspector Memo, and as stated with more specificity below.

1) Relief from setback of 1,600 feet from all residential dwellings contained in
§110-27.1(E)(4); and

2) Relief from maximum height set by §110-27.1(E)(3).

Where a zoning board is considering an application involving a public utility, such as
in the instant case, there is a relaxed standard for the requested variances. The Court in
Rosenberg, supra, held that the traditional test for a variance does not apply to public utilities,
such as Verizon Wireless, and that public utilities are entitled to a public utility variance
exception. The Court held that the test for a variance for a public utility only requires the
utility to show that the application is necessary “to render safe and adequate service and that
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there are compelling reasons economic or otherwise,” for the Facility at the Property. Id. at
372. The Court further found that “where the intrusion or burden on the community is
minimal, the showing required by the utility shall be correspondingly reduced.” Id. at 372.
The Court also made clear that a zoning board may not exclude a utility from a community
where the utility has shown a need for its facilities. Id. “This has been interpreted in the
context of zoning decisions for telecommunications facilities to require that ‘[a]
telecommunications provider that is seeking a variance for a proposed facility need only
establish [1] that there are gaps in service, [2] that the location of the proposed facility will
remedy those gaps and [3] that the facility presents a minimal intrusion on the community.’”
New York SMSA Itd. Partnership v. Vil. of Floral Park Bd. of Trustees, 812 F.Supp.2d 143,
154 (EDNY 2011), quoting Site Acquisitions, Inc. v. Town of New Scotland, 2A.D.3d 1135,
770 N.Y.S.2d 157 (3d Dep’t 2003); See also, Decarr v. Zoning Bd. of Appeals for Town of
Verona, 62 N.Y.S.3d 244, 247 (4th Dept 2017); See also, Omnipoint Commc’ns. Inc. v. City
of White Plains, 430 F.3d 529, 535 (2d Cir. 2005).

As demonstrated in the RF Report, the proposed Facility is necessary to fill a
significant gap in service for Verizon Wireless. See RF Report. The service provided by the
Facility will fill the identified significant gap in, and enhance reliable wireless coverage to
public and private users, including police, fire, ambulance and emergency response
personnel. In addition, the Facility will be designed to support future municipal emergency
communications equipment. See Site Plan Sheets CP-1, A-1, and A-2. This Facility also
offers the ability for collocation of additional carriers in the area. Thus, by approving the
requested variances the Zoning Board will further the Applicants’ goal to provide those
living, working, and traveling within the areas surrounding the Facility with reliable personal
wireless services.

The Facility on the Property in the instant case is ideally located to remedy the gap in
service. The size, location, height, bulk, use and appearance of the Facility is such that the
Facility will be in harmony with the character of the neighborhood for a number of reasons.
First, due to its location in a less densely populated area of the Village, on a property
containing and surrounded by tall trees, the Facility will fill the significant gap in wireless
services while providing a Facility that is minimally visible to the surrounding public. See
VRA. Second, the Facility will comply with all applicable laws and standards, and will not
adversely affect the public health, safety or the general welfare, as demonstrated by the FCC
Compliance Report and EAF. Third, the Facility has been designed to include a hinge point
that will reduce the fall zone. See Structural Letter. With the closest Property line being
approximately 109 feet away the Facility has been designed to fall well within the Property
lines in the unlikely event of a collapse. See Structural Letter. Fourth, the Facility will serve
the neighborhood and benefit the entire community by filling a significant gap in wireless
telecommunications services, which is particularly well suited for responding to accidents,
lost hikers, natural disasters, and for reporting medical emergencies and other dangers such
as potential criminal activity. Fifth, the Facility is the minimum height necessary to remedy
the gap in service. See RF Report. Sixth, the Facility includes a stealth Monopine design to
further reduce the visibility of the Facility. See VRA and Site Plan.

Furthermore, the project will not adversely affect the environment. See EAF. The
project will have no impact on pedestrian or vehicular traffic, since the proposed Facility is
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unmanned requiring infrequent maintenance visits of approximately once per month. The
nature of the operations in connection with the project will not be objectionable to nearby
properties or the environment since the Facility will not produce any smoke, odor, heat, dust,
or fumes. See EAF. In addition, the Facility will be unmanned, will not generate solid
waste, waste water or sewage, and will not require water supply or waste disposal, and will
not attract insects, vermin or other vectors. Also, the Applicants have submitted a letter from
APT Engineering dated October 29, 2020 (“Generator Letter”) confirming that the generator
proposed at the Facility will still be compliant with the Village Code Requirements. See
Generator Letter. The Facility will have no impact on historic or scenic resources. See SHPO
Concurrence. Therefore, based on all of the aforementioned reasons the Facility will not have
an adverse environmental impact.

With respect to health and safety, the FCC Compliance Report previously submitted,
establishes that RF emissions from the Facility, even under worst case conditions, will be in
compliance with all safety criteria specified by the FCC as required by the TCA. In fact, the
emissions from the Facility under worst case scenarios are still less than 2.02% of the FCC
limit or approximately 45 times below the applicable limit. See FCC Compliance Report.

Finally, there are no other means feasible for the Applicants to pursue, other than the
area variance(s) since there are no locations on the Property that allow for the Facility to be
located to at least 1,600 feet from all residences and the height proposed is the minimum
height necessary. See Site Plan Sheet TR-1 and RF Report. However, the proposed location
for the Facility on the Property does provide at least a 197-foot setback from the nearest
existing residential dwelling (care-taker cottage on Marsh Sanctuary property), which is over
the height of the Facility plus 50 feet. See Site Plan Sheet TR-1. It should also be noted that
the next closest residence, that is not on the Marsh Sanctuary property, is located
approximately 388 feet away from the tower, which is over two-and one-half times the height
of the Facility. See Site Plan Sheet TR-1. The Facility includes a stealth design to further
reduce visibility of the Facility. See VRA. Also, the Facility has been designed so as to fall
completely within the Property lines in the unlikely event of a collapse. See Structural Letter.

Based on the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the Applicants have complied
with the requirements for the grant of the requested area variances pursuant to the Rosenberg
standard applicable to public utilities. As stated above because the FCC licensed carriers are
public utilities for zoning purposes and the area variances requested are reviewed under the
public utility exception standard. See Decarr, at 247 (“[m]oreover, inasmuch as the
Applicants include a public utility, the ZBA was further limited in its discretion to deny the
area variance”). Therefore, based on the aforementioned, the Applicants have complied with
the requirements for the grant of area variances pursuant to the public utility exception
standard. See Rosenberg. See also, Decarr.

However, in additional support of the request for area variances the Applicants offer
the following:

1) The Facility on the Property will not produce an undesirable change in the character
of the neighborhood as shown in the VRA. See VRA. The Facility will also not
produce a detriment to nearby properties as the Facility will not produce any smoke,

27



odor, heat, dust, or fumes. See EAF. The Facility includes a stealth design Monopine.
See VRA. In addition, the Facility will be unmanned, will not generate solid waste,
waste water or sewage, and will not require water supply or waste disposal, and will
not attract insects, vermin or other vectors;

2) As demonstrated on Sheet TR-1 of the Site Plan there is no area on the Property that
would allow the Facility to meet the 1,600 foot setback from residential dwellings.
See Site Plan. The Structural Letter also certifies that the Facility would fall well
within the property lines in the unlikely event of a collapse. The Facility is needed to
fill the significant gap in coverage identified in the areas surrounding the Property.
See RF Report;

3) The requested relief is not substantial. The Facility meets all of the other setback and
height requirements (see RF Report) and all other criteria for the special permit and
site plan approvals requested. See Site Plan. The Facility has been strategically
located so that the Facility is less visible to residential properties. See VRA. The
Facility will also, in the unlikely event of a collapse, still fall within the property
lines. See Structural Letter;

4) The Facility will not have an adverse effect or impact on the physical or
environmental conditions in the neighborhood as demonstrated in the EAF, the
Generator Letter, the FCC Compliance Report and the VRA; and

5) The alleged difficulty is not self-created but is rather a result of the size of the
Property, and the location of off-site residential dwellings. The location of the Facility
is also dictated by the number of users in the area, topography, availability of
obtaining a lease for the property, and the coverage needs of the area. The RF Report
demonstrates that there is a significant gap in service in the areas surrounding the
proposed Facility, and that the proposed Facility is of the minimum height necessary
to fill this significant gap in service. Furthermore, this particular factor does not
preclude the granting of the area variance. See Town Law §267-b(3)(b)(5).

Based on the above the Applicants have demonstrated that the Facility meets all of
the applicable criteria for issuance of the following area variances:

1) Relief from setback of 1,600 feet from all residential dwellings contained in
§110-27.1(E)(4); and

2) Relief from maximum height set by §110-27.1(E)(3).

Please note that although the Building Inspector’s Memo noted a variance was needed
for relief from §110-31 for a fence height of 8 feet where a maximum fence height of 6 feet 6
inches is required, the Applicants have revised the plans to propose a 6-foot fence. See Site
Plan Sheet C-3. As the fence now complies with the Zoning Code no relief is necessary.

Also, although the Building Inspector’s Memo noted this proposed Facility may
impact the minimum lot area for the solar project on the same property, the minimum lot area
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requirement does not apply to the wireless facility, and therefore no relief is required for this
Application. Whether this creates an additional variance for the solar project is for the
Building Inspector to decide, but this code section cannot be applied to this Facility. Out of
an abundance of caution, to the extent that a variance is deemed required, the Applicants
respectfully request same for all of the reasons set forth above.

VIII. Steep Slope Permit and Compliance with §110-33.1(A) of the Zoning Code

The Application also includes a request for a Steep Slope Permit in accordance with
§110-33.1(A) of the Zoning Code. A letter from the Applicants’ project engineer has been
submitted herewith detailing compliance with the requirements for a Steep Slope Permit.

Conclusion

By granting the approvals requested herein the Planning Board and Zoning Board of
Appeals will permit Verizon Wireless to improve its network and provide local businesses,
residents and public service entities with a safe and reliable wireless communications
alternative. There will be no significant adverse effects from the project.

WHEREFORE, for all of the foregoing reasons, the Applicants respectfully pray that
the Planning Board issue a Negative Declaration, and issue the site plan approval, special
permit and Steep Slope permit, and the Zoning Board of Appeals grant the Applicants’
appeal of the Building Inspector’s determination or in the alternative issue the area variances
requested.

Dated: November 3, 2020
Tarrytown, New York
Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Robert D. Gaudioso
Robert D. Gaudioso, Esq.
SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP
94 White Plains Road

Tarrytown, NY 10591
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SINGLETON, DAVIS & SINGLETON PLLC

ATTORMEYS AT LAW

THOMAS ]. SINGLETON, 1930-2015 120 EAST MAIN STREET
ROBERT F. DAVIS MOUNT KISCOQ, NY 10540
WHITNEY W. SINGLETON"

914.666.4400
ALEXANDER D. SALVATQ FAX: 914.666.6442
* ALSD MEMBER CONNECTICUT & FLORIDA BARS WWW.SDSLAWNY.COM

May 20, 2019

Mayor Gina Picinich

Board of Trustees
Village/Town of Mount Kisco
104 Main Street

Mount Kisco, New York 10549

Hon. Douglas Hertz, Chairman
Mount Kisco Planning Board
Village/Town of Mount Kisco
104 Main Street

Mount Kisco, New York 10549

Re: Crown Castle Cell Tower Replacement
1 Mountain Road
Section 69.56, Block 4, Lot 6 & 7

Dear Mayor Picinich, Chairman Hertz and Members of the Boards:

With respect to the above referenced application, both the Village Planner and Building
Inspector have requested input as to the proper application and interpretation of certain state and
local laws. Accordingly, I am setting forth below the inquiries that have been made and my
responses, but please keep in mind that under our Code and Village Law §7-712-a the Building
Inspector is charged in the first instance with rendering interpretations. Accordingly, this is
merely my suggested analysis.

First, Mr. Johannessen’s May 9%, 2019 memo makes the following comment in Paragraph #6:

“We defer to the Building Inspector and Village Attorney regarding zoning
compliance, specifically as it relates to zoning tower height, setbacks, and
minimum lot size, as specified within Section 110-27.1.”

The statement above emanates from earlier discussions that the Building Inspector, Planner and I
have had regarding the requisite procedures and development criteria relating to applications
“outside” the Personal Wireless Facilities Overlay District.
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Section 110-27.1, entitled “PWSF Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District” was
adopted on 10-21-1996 by Local Law No. 3-1996 to (a) create an Overlay District to provide
suitable choice of locations for wireless service facilities, and b) address the potential scenario
where the most ideal locations are either not within the Overlay District or where Overlay
District was incapable of providing a site that could provide the requisite coverage. Under §
110-27.1 H, the Planning Board is the permitting agency for special permits that are either within
the Overlay District or outside the Overlay District on non-Village-owned land. Conversely, the
Board of Trustees has retained jurisdiction to review and determine such special permit
applications that are outside of the Overlay District and on Village-owned lands.

The Board of Trustees has enacted local law criteria or standards by which the Planning Board
must evaluate and act upon its applications, as more thoroughly set forth in § 110-27.1 and §
110-46 (See §110-27.1 B). However, as the legislative body within the Village that adopts and
repeals local zoning laws, the Village Board did not and does not have to subject itself to the
same requirements for special permit applications before the Village Board (e.g. on Village-
owned properties), affording it greater flexibility and discretion. This is specifically set forth in
§ 110-27.1 B which provides:

“Except as s specified in § 110-27H (Special permits for sites outside the
Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District), all new personal
wireless service facilities, and all additions and/or modifications to currently
existing personal wireless service facilities, shall be allowed only in the
Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District and only pursuant to
a special permit issued by the Planning Board in _accordance with the
criteria_set forth in this section and in § 110-46 of the Zoning Law.”
(emphasis supplied)

By implication, the local law states that applications exempted by § 110-27.1 H do not have to
comply or be “in accordance with the criteria set forth in this section [§ 110-27.1] and in § 110-
46 of the Zoning Law.” In fact, § 110-27.1 H sets forth a completely different set of criteria by
which to evaluate such applications. [§ 110-27.1 H(1)-(4)].

Section 110-27.1 H only permits exemption from the mandates of the balance of § 110-27.1 and
§ 110-46 where:

“a New York State-licensed professional engineer specializing in electrical
engineering with expertise in radio communication facilities establishes to the
satisfaction of the approving agency all of the following:

(1) That the personal wireless service facility is needed to provide
coverage to an area of the Village that currently has inadequate coverage
and is of the minimum height and aesthetic intrusion necessary to
provide that coverage;

(2) That coverage cannot be provided by a personal wireless service
facility located within the Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay
District;
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(3) That all reasonable measures in siting the personal wireless service
facility within the Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District
have been exhausted; and

(4) That technical and space limitations prevent location or colocation in
the Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District.

Based upon the above and the submissions made to date, it seems clear that (a) the applicant’s
special permit application is for a facility outside of the PWSF Overlay District and (b) is on
Village-owned property. Accordingly, if the applicant’s RF Engineer submits documentation to
sufficiently establish to the Board of Trustees’ satisfaction that the four (4) criterion set forth
above have been met, then the special permit application shall be deemed exempt from the other
provisions of §§ 110-27.1 and 110-46. By way of example and not limitation, maximum height,
setbacks, minimum lot size and other similar criteria shall not be requirements of applications on
Village-owned land being reviewed by the Board of Trustees.

Notwithstanding the aforesaid, I hasten to point out that nothing within § 110-27.1 speaks to the
issue of exempting any such special permit application from the requirements of § 110-45 (Site
Plan Approval). Since, § 110-45 A(1) expressly provides that “site plan approval shall be
required for all uses other than one-family residences and buildings accessory thereto” the
Planning Board retains its site plan review authority.

In concluding the above analysis, I want to clear up a bit of confusion that seems to persist
regarding the local regulation to which this site and application are subject. Having been the
subject of past zoning variances and associated litigations, there seems to be some question as to
how zoning regulations applied before but not now. First, zoning regulations do still apply, as
evidenced by the fact that the Planning Board still possesses site plan review authority. Second,
there was a legislative change in the Village’s zoning as of October 21, 1996, whereby the PWSF
Overlay District was created and the requirements and procedures were modified. As relates to
this particular property, it was exempted from the application of many of the underlying
requirements of § 110-27.1 if the mandates of § 110-27.1 H were met. The prior zoning variance
applications and (and litigation) as well as Planning Board approvals all predated the adoption of
the PWSF Overlay District regulations. Since the enactment of § 110-27.1, the Village Board
has been the sole permitting authority for special permits and the Planning Board has solely
retained jurisdiction for site plan approval (PB-2007-12, adopted 4-28-2009). Expressly within
the Planning Board’s resolution of Site Plan Approval, the following was recited:

“WHEREAS, the Planning Board determined that a special permit approval
was required from the Village Board because the property is Village owned
and is owned and is located outside the personal wireless communication
facilities overlay district; and

WHEREAS, the applicant received special permit approval from the Village
Board and was referred back to the Planning Board to obtain site plan
approval,”
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Regarding the inquiry as to whether or not the visual addendum to the EAF should be included
(Paragraph #8), I concur with the Planner’s position that it should be included as irrespective of
the statutory form prepared by DEC, it is a requirement of the Village Zoning Code for wireless
applications.

As to Paragraph #10 (whether any additional variances or modification to prior zoning board
decisions needs to be made), I do not believe that any such actions need be undertaken provided
that the Applicant has satisfied the four criteria necessary to be exempted from the provisions of
§ 110-27.1 by § 110-27.1 H. Provided that this application is exempt from § 110-27.1 it need not
meet the requirements of such section or § 110-46.

Sincerely,

Whitney Singleton
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CONSOLT YOUR LAXYER BEFORE SIGNING THIS INSTRUMENT-THIZ IWNSTRUMENT SHQOULD BE USED 8Y LAWYERS ONLY.

THIS INDENTURE, made the 14th day of June, in the year 2013

BETWEEN

REALIS DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a New York limited liability company having an office at 356 Manville
Road, Pleasantville, New York 10570,

party of the first part, and

SKULL ISLAND PARTNERS LLC., a Florida limited liability company having an office at 263 13"
Avenue South, Suite 340, 5t. Petersburg, Florida 33701,

party of the second part, ..

WITNESSETH, that the party of the first part, in consideration of ONE MILLION FIVE HUNDRED
THOUSAND AND 00/100 ($1,500,000) dollars paid by the party of the second part, does hereby grant and
release unto the party of the second part, the heiss or successors and assigns of the party of the second part

forever,

ALL that certain plot, piece or parcel of land, with the buildings and improvements thereon erected, situate,
tying and being in the Village of Mount Kisco, Town of Mount Kisco, County of Westchester and State of New
York known as 180 Soutk Bedferd Road, Mount Kisco, New York, as more fully described on Schedule “A”
attached hereto and made a part hereof.

Section 80.44; Block 1: Lot 1 (Town and Village of Mounat Kisco)

TOGETHER with all right, title and interest, if any, of the party of the first part in and to any streets and roads
abutting the above described premises to the center lines thereof, TOGETHER with the appurtenances and all
the estate and rights of the party of the first part in and to said premises; TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the premises
herein granted unto the party of the second part, the heirs or successors and assigns of the party of the second
part forever.

AND the party of the first part covenants thet the party of the first part has not done or suffered anything whereby
the said premises have been encumbered in any way whatever, except as aforesaid.

AND the party of the first part, in compliance with Section 13 of the Lien Law, covenants that the party of the
first part will receive the consideration for this conveyance and will hold the right to receive such consideration as
a trust fund 1o be applied first for the purpose of paying the cost of the improvement and will apply the same first
to the payment of the cost of the imiprovement before using any part of the total of the same for any other purpose.
The word “party” shall be construed as if it read “parties™ whenever the sense of this indenture so requires.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the party of the first part has duly executed this deed the day and year first above
written.

IN PRESENCE OF:
REALIS DEVELOFMENT, LLC

- Oﬁ ua:/ﬁwk\

ohn R. Bainlardi, Member




STATE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF WESTCHESTER

On the ﬂ“day of June in the year 2013, before me, the
undersigned, personally appeared JOHN R. BAINLARDE,
personally known to me or proved 1o me on the basis of
satisfactory evidence to be the individual(s) whose name(s) is
(are) subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me
that he/she/they exceuted the same in higher/their capacity(ies),
and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument, the
individual(s}, or the person or: behalf of which the individual(s)
acted, executed the instrument.

#atrick F. Clowry
¥ Puplic State of New York
&n. J1GL
=i Dulchess Coun
magion Expires 2-28-207804

wiane

, COUNTY OF

in the year .

STATE OF
On the day of
before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for said State,
personally appeared

, the
subscribing witness to the foregoing instrument, with whom ! am
personally acquainted, who, being by me duly swom, did depose
and say that he/she/they reside(s) in

{if the place of residence is in o city. include the street and street number if aay,
therzof); that he/she/they know(s)

to be the individual described in and who executed the foregoing
instrument; that said subscribing witness was present and saw

said

execute the same; and that said witicss al the same time
subscribed histher/their name(s) as a witness thereto

{add the following if the acl ledg is taken outside N'Y State]
and that said subscribing witness made such appearance before
the undersigned in the (insert the city or other political subdivision
and the Stalc or country or other place the proof was taken).

Bargain and Sale Deed
WETH COVENANT AGAINST GRANTOR’S ACTS
TILEND. A\ S- W
REALIS DEVELOPMENT, LLC
TO
SKULL ISLAND PARTNERS LLC

STATE OF
Onthe
before me, the yundersigned, personally appeared

day of in the year s

, personally known to me or proved to me

on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the individual(s} whose
name(s) is (are) subsecribed to the within instrument and
acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in
his/erftheir capacity(ies), and that by histher/their signature(s) on
the instrument, the individual{s), or the person on behalf of which
the individual(s) acted, executed the instrument

[add the following if the acknowledgment is taken owtside NYY State}
and that said individual made such appearance before the
undersigned in the (insent the city or other political subdivision and-the
State or country or other place the acknowledgment was taken).

. COUNTY OF
in the year N

STATE OF
On the
before me personally came

day of

to me known, whe, being by me duly swom, did depose and say
that  he resides at

that heisthe

of

the corporation described in.and which exccuted the foregoing
instrument; that  he knows the seal of said corporation; that the
seal affixed to said instrumont s such corporate seal; that it was
so affixed by order of the board of directors of said corporation,

andthat hesignedh  name thereto by like order.
SECTION R0.44
BLOCK i
LOT 1

TOWN/VILLAGE: MOUNT KisCO

RETURN BY MAIL TO:

Attomey’s Title Insurance Agency, fic.
126 Barkor Street -




OWNER'S POLICY
Schedule A Continued (page 2)
Title No. AT13-11231W, Policy No. 7230632-88962048

(DESCRIPTION)

ALL that certain plot, piece or parce! of land situate, lying and being in the Village
and Town of Mount Kisco, County of Westchester, and State of New York, being
more particularly bounded and described as follows: -

BEGINNING at a point on the westerly boundary line of Sarles Street at its
intersection with the premises herein described on the South and property now or
formerly belonging to R. & J. Coogan on the North, said point being distant 345.33
feet from the southerly boundary line of South Bedford Road as measured in a -
southerly direction along said westerly boundary line of Sarles Street;

RUNNING THENCE in a southerly direction along thie westerly boundary line of
Sarles Street and along the division line between the Village and Town of Mount
Kisco on the West and the Town of Bedford on the East, the followmg courses and

distances;

South 0° 28" 20" West 24.00 feet,

South 17" 32' 20" East 50.77 feet,

South 1° 17" 30" East 186.00 feef,

e - -South-2°-38%30"West-192:35-feet, - o s

South 0° 52' 30" East 116.81 feet,

South 0°48' 50" East 277.68 feet;

South 3° 44' 50" West 112,34 feet and

South 0° 64' 40" West 68.83 feet to a point;

THENCE in a westerly and northerly direction along the northerly boundary line of
other property now or formerly belonging to William J. Green North 83° 56' 49" West
1104.37 feet and North 7° 29' 40" East 147.07 feet fo a point;

THENCE continuing in a northerly, easterly and northerly direction along the
easterly boundary line of property now or formerly belonging to Wildlife Preserves,
Inc. the foliowing courses and distances:

North 7° 29" 40" East 291.06 feet,

North 12° 52' 40" East 218.31 feet,

North 20° 02' 40" East 172.00 feet,

South 76" 54' 20" East 54.75 feet,

North 89° 18' 40" East 229.00 feet and
North 07 12' 20" West 364.98 feet to a point;




OWNER'S POLICY
Schedule A Continued (page 3)
Title No. AT13-11231W, Policy No. 7230632-88962048

THENCE in an easterly direction along the southerly boundary fine of South Bedford
Road the following courses and distances:

North 68° 33' 40" East 97.37 feet,

North 74° 09' 40" East 101.36 feet,

South 88° 46' 59" East 60.96 feet,

North 88° 13’ 00" East 101.03 feet,

North 84° 00" 00" East 26.36 feet and

North 85° 06' 10" East 51.32 feet to a point;

THENCE in a generally southerly, westerly and easterly direction along the westerly
boundary line of property now or formerly belonging to R. & J. Coogan the following
courses and distances:

South 4° 53' 50" East 61.79 feet, on a curve to the right having a radius of 49.00
feet, a central angle of 40" 43' 40" for a length of 34.83 feet, on a curve to the right
having a radius of 161.00 feet, a central angle of 28° §3' 20" for a length of 81.18
feet, South 64° 43' 10" West 108.00 feet, on a curve to the left having
a radius of 25.00 feet, a central angle of 159°13' 50" for a length of 69.48 feet;
_.North.85" 29:.20" East 98.48 feet,.on.a.curve to the right having a radius.of ..
100.00 feet, a central angle of 78" 43' 00" for a length of 137.39 feet, on a curve
to the right having a radius of 527.00 feet, a central angle of 2° 24' 46" fora
length of 22.19 feet, and South 89" 31' 40" East 160.08 feet per survey (160.00
feet per deed) to the point or place of BEGINNING.

ALTA OWNER'S POLICY (6-17-06)
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OEED #1TH FULL SOYENANTS—CORFURAIION

s , weinhi3 w177

@his_Indenture,

b

AMade the ~- — . 5/ — duyof —— April - em e ninctecn
Juendired and, thirty elght

Mehoeen HUDACRES, INC., a corporation of the State of

fiew York, having its office at 4 Valley Road, Bronxville, New York,

(L sty b amiEn e oy =tnfmn e of

roge o B = , party of the first part, wiid

HARRIET P, PARK, residing ot State Road, Bedford Village,

H. Y.

Sty af the zecond peré,

‘E_&l_ﬁ__t_;ggs_gﬂb theet the purty of the first purt, tn. consideredion of -

Lrallrs,

TEN and no/100 {$10.00)} 8 pem b

beefied money of the United Sinles, end other good and valuable con-

sideration o 4 Mt i by the porty of the seeand poart,

does hereby grand and release wnls the party of the second purl., ——

X ; : her hefirs ——. el wssisns jorerar,
g}ll that certain plot, piece, or parcel of 1and together with Phe
buildings and improvements thereon situate in the Towm of Bedford,

tounty of Westchester and State of Hew York, more particularly bound~

ed and described as followss

BEGINNING at the point fommed by the intersection of the goutherly
5ide of South Bedford Road and the westerly nide of Sarles Streot
which point of beginning is the nor th-easterly corner ol the parcel
hereby described, running thence along the weaterly side of Sarles
Street south 8° 13' 40" east 67.52 feet; ihence south 3% 54® 40% east
04,57 Feet; thence south 1° 527 40% west 1B83.24 feet to a cormer;
rumming thence north 880 07! 20" west 160.08 feet to a corner; run-
ning thence on a curve to the left kaving a radius of 527 feet a dis-
tange of 22,19 feet; thence continuing on a curve to the left having
a4 radius of 100 feet a distance of 137.29 feet runining thence south
860 531 40" west a distance of 98.48 feet to a point of cuyrve; run-
ning thence on a curve to the right having a radius of 25 feet a dis-
tance of 69.48 feet; running thence north 66° 7' 30" east a distance
of 108 feet to z point of curve; running thence on a curve to the
left having a radiug 161 feet a distance of 81.18 feet; thence con-
tinuing on a curve to the jeft having a radius of 49 feet 2 distance
of 34.83 feet; running thence north 3% 291 30" west = distance of
61.79 tfeet to a point in the southerly line of Sarles Street; rumning
thence along said southerly line of Sarles Streed north 860 3o*' 30"

east a distance of 198.50 feet to the point or place of beginning. !

POGETHER with all right, title and interest of the pariy of the first!
part of, in and to that part of South Bedford Road or Sarles Street j




123608 ps 178

. above mentioned, lying in front of and adjacent to the above descrived
' Premises,

j THL_ABOVE premises are conveyed subject to an easement for the water

i lines and tho maintenance thereof running from the pump house on the
north side of South Bedford Read {Route 172) across the above described -

! property to the adjoining property also belonging to the party of the d

i first part hereto. For this easement the party of the first part agrees

+ to furnish water to the herein described property in sufficient quantity!

! to adeguately supply the normal demands for such a property, but not for :

‘ such purposes as a swimming pool or large water consuners, at a charge
of Ten Dollars ($10.00) per gquarter or Forty Dollars {$40.00) per annum.
The party of the first part.at its option may be relieved of gupplying

i water to the party of the second part herein by any one of the follow-

' ing methods:

{1) Deeding to the party of the second part all right, title and
interest of the party of the first part to the plot on the north side
| 61 Bedford Read on which the existing well is located, together with
{all cormections pertaining thereto.
]
(2) Building an artesian well with a sufficient ecapacity for a nor-
 mal supply of water to the premises hereby conveyed.

1

: {3) By comnecting the premises hereby conveyed to a town water sipply.

THE PARTY of the first part shall release said eagement sixty days after
.receipt of notice in writing from the party of the second part signify- i
ing her intention to discontinue the water supply. ! '

3

!
i
i
{
!
#
|
1
!
|
i
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£ WWex with the appurienances end. ol the estale and rights of the party

6F bive first puurt D eonned lu il premises.

330* haue le,l_ﬂ._lﬂ_ 1101 (1 the premises herein granted unto the purty  of the

S i =

secand part, - -- , her heirs e it sSEANS forene

g}yl:lm; perady of the Frst prrt covenids as joblows:
Fiwst,  Lhat the party of the first pard is seized of the seld premndses L fen siveple,
andd s Sowd right bo coniey the sunte;
Second,  That lie purty  of the second part shall quictly eijoy U said preboises;
ENARR,  That the seid remises are frec from incunhronces;  except as here-

in stated.
1

Tourth., That the party of the first port will execute or prosure vy jurther
esessary assuranes af the Litle to sifd prendses;

BN, Phab. the jurly of the first part will forever wuxvant the title to the suid
LECIILSES,

Sixth, The granior. in complicaee with. Sectisn 18 of the Licu Law, covenaints us
Jolloies: Thad it will receive the consideradion for this conveyance us ¢ triest fund
Lo be applicd jirst for the parpose of puying the cost of Dmprosenient, and, that it

will apply the Saiw first Lo the paymeit of the cost of improvement before ising
iy part of the lotal of the sanwe jor any ofher prpose,

%}Iﬂ‘ﬂﬁlﬂﬂ CSF_:_E_@}II !.‘_'l__gﬁ_f, the purtyy of the first vt luis cuacsed its corporate
seal to be lerewnlo affived amd these presents fo be signed by its dicly awthorized

afficer  the deay aid yoor first abone teritten.

PP N —

T
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State of xmw Yorx }
: 58,1

Cyunty of  RESTCHRSTER
e
3

On the — v day of . April . Rireteen hunadred. and

thirty-eight , befure mes persvnally caine HILDA SECCOME FOX LAWRENCE- S

Lo me hnown, wha, being by mo daly swort, dil depase and say that s he'” resides

#+ at 28 Bast 70th Street, New York, ¥.Y. - S5 ARS T

that she isthe Vice-President — of HUDACRES, INC.

A . B o o o
the-cirporation described in, and which executed, the foregoing instrinend; thet
She  knotes the sead of said corperation; thub the seal uffived lo satd instranent
is sieel corporale seal; thek it was so effixed by order of the bourd of Directors

= of sald corporation; und that she  signed  ker name thereto

by like order, r //, Aj
/ Y

Notary Public [
Vestchester Courty

Tha forogoing instrument was endorsed for sacord a5 foflows: The proporty aff i
is situate in the TOWN OF BEDFCORD proporty affocted by this instrument

County of Westchestar, M. Y. A true copy of the origina DEED
RECORDED APR. 7, 1938, at 3 PM . at roquest of ROGER SHERMAN

FEE: § 3.00 No. 7039 WILLIAM F. CONDON, Ragiter.
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Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 1 - Project and Setting

Instructions for Completing Part 1

Part 1 is to be completed by the applicant or project sponsor. Responses become part of the application for approval or funding,
are subject to public review, and may be subject to further verification.

Complete Part 1 based on information currently available. If additional research or investigation would be needed to fully respond to
any item, please answer as thoroughly as possible based on current information; indicate whether missing information does not exist,
or is not reasonably available to the sponsor; and, when possible, generally describe work or studies which would be necessary to
update or fully develop that information.

Applicants/sponsors must complete all items in Sections A & B. In Sections C, D & E, most items contain an initial question that
must be answered either “Yes” or “No™. If the answer to the initial question is “Yes”, complete the sub-questions that follow. If the
answer to the initial question is “No”, proceed to the next question. Section F allows the project sponsor to identify and attach any
additional information. Section G requires the name and signature of the applicant or project sponsor to verify that the information
contained in Part 1is accurate and complete.

A. Project and Applicant/Sponsor Information.

Name of Action or Project:
Homeland Towers - Mount Kisco (NY172)

Project Location (describe, and attach a general location map):
180 South Bedford Road, Mount Kisco, Westchester County, NY (Parcel 1D 80.44-1-1) Location Map Attached.

Brief Description of Proposed Action (include purpose or need):

The project includes a 3,312+/- square foot land area for the construction of a proposed wireless telecommunications facility, consisting of a 140 foot
monopole type tower with antennas, access driveway, together with related equipment within a 2,300+/- square foot fenced compound.

Name of Applicant/Sponsor: | Telephone: 203-297-6345
Homeland T , LLC (Attn. Klaus Wimmer, Regional Manager -Mail:
° ne towers (Attn. Klaus Wimmer, Regio ger) E-Mail: KW@homelandtowers.us
Address: 9 Harmony Street, 2nd Floor
City/PO: Danbury State: cT } Zip Code:06810
Project Contact (if not same as sponsor; give name and title/role): Telephone:
Same as above E-Mail:
Address:
City/PO: | State: Zip Code:
Property Owner (if not same as sponsor): Telephone:
Skull Istand Partners, LLC E-Mail:
Address:
c¢/o David Seldin, 1571 Oceanview Dr
City/PO | State: oL Zip Code:

| " Tierra Verde ! '33715-2538
| !
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B. Government Approvals

B. Government Approvals, Funding, or Sponsorship. (“Funding” includes grants, loans, tax relief, and any other forms of financial
assistance.)

Government Entity If Yes: Identify Agency and Approval(s) Application Date
Required (Actual or projected)
a. City Counsel, Town Board, [JYes“INo
or Village Board of Trustees
b. City, Town or Village MIYes[INo Village PB - Site Plan Approval; Special Permit
Planning Board or Commission
c. City, Town or MYes[CONo | village ZBA - Variances
Village Zoning Board of Appeals
d. Other local agencies OYes[INo
e. County agencies [Yes[INo
f. Regional agencies OYes[INo
g. State agencies Cdyes[No
h. Federal agencies JYes[No
i. Coastal Resources.
i. Is the project site within a Coastal Area, or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland Waterway? [CIYeskZNo
ii. Is the project site located in a community with an approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program? [ YeshNo
iii. Is the project site within a Coastal Erosion Hazard Area? [ YeskZINo

C. Planning and Zoning

C.1. Planning and zoning actions.
Will administrative or legislative adoption, or amendment of a plan, local law, ordinance, rule or regulation be the [JYeskZINo
only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action to proceed?

e If Yes, complete sections C, F and G.
e If No, proceed to question C.2 and complete all remaining sections and questions in Part 1

C.2. Adopted land use plans.

a. Do any municipally- adopted (city, town, village or county) comprehensive land use plan(s) include the site Yes[CINo

where the proposed action would be located?
If Yes, does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed action [dYeshZINo

would be located?

b. Is the site of the proposed action within any local or regional special planning district (for example: Greenway; EZ1YesINo
Brownfield Opportunity Area (BOA); designated State or Federal heritage area; watershed management plan;
or other?)
If Yes, identify the plan(s):
NYC Watershed Boundary
Westchester County is 2 Hudson River Valley Greenway Compact_County; Mount Kisco is a Compact Community.

¢. Is the proposed action located wholly or partially within an area listed in an adopted municipal open space plan, [JYesiZ]No
or an adopted municipal farmland protection plan?
If Yes, identify the plan(s):

Page 2 of 13



C.3. Zoning

a. Is the site of the proposed action located in a municipality with an adopted zoning law or ordinance. B Yes[[INo
If Yes, what is the zoning classification(s) including any applicable overlay district?

CD - Conservation Development District
b. Is the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional use permit? K1 Yes[INo
c. Is a zoning change requested as part of the proposed action? O YeshINo

If Yes,
i. What is the proposed new zoning for the site? -

C.4. Existing community services.

a. In what school district is the project site located? Bedford Central

b. What police or other public protection forces serve the project site?
Mt Kisco FD. Westchester County PD

c. Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site?
Mt Kisco FD, Mt Kisco EMS

d. What parks serve the project site?
Leonard Park is approx. 0.5 mi SW of site; Guard Hill Park is approx. 0.6 mi NE of site

D. Project Details

D.1. Proposed and Potential Development

a. What is the general nature of the proposed action (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial, recreational; if mixed, include all

components)? Proposed action is a commercial communications tower and personal wireless service facility.

b. a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? 25 acres
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? 0.20 acres
c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned

or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? ) 0 acres  Project Site to be leased.

c. Is the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use?

[ YesiZ1No

i. If Yes, what is the approximate percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (e.g., acres, miles, housing units,

square feet)? % Units:

d. Is the proposed action a subdivision, or does it include a subdivision?

If Yes,
i. Purpose or type of subdivision? {e.g., residential, industrial, commercial; if mixed, specify types)

[dYesINo

ii. Is a cluster/conservation layout proposed?
iii. Number of lots proposed?
iv. Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes? Minimum Maximum

OYes[INo

e. Will the proposed action be constructed in multiple phases?

i. If No, anticipated period of construction: 2-3 months
ii. IfYes:

e  Total number of phases anticipated

e  Anticipated commencement date of phase 1 (including demolition) month

e  Anticipated completion date of final phase

month year
*  Generally describe connections or relationships among phases, including any contingencies where progress of one phase may
determine timing or duration of future phases: B

O YeskZINo
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f. Does the project include new residential uses? OYesiZINo
If Yes, show numbers of units proposed.

One Family Two Family Three Family Multiple Family (four or more)

Initial Phase o - o B
At completion

of all phases . B
g. Does the proposed action include new non-residential construction (including expansions)? KiYes[INo
If Yes,

i. Total number of structures 1

ii. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: 140 height; N/A width; and N/A length Monopole, 140'in ht,
iii. Approximate extent of building space to be heated or cooled: N/A square feet
h. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that will result in the impoundment of any dYes[ONo

liquids, such as creation of a water supply, reservoir, pond, lake, waste lagoon or other storage?

If Yes,

i. Purpose of the impoundment:
ii. If a water impoundment, the principal source of the water: [] Ground water [] Surface water streams [CJOther specify:

jii. If other than water, identify the type of impounded/contained liquids and their source.

iv. prroximate size of the proposed impoundment. Volume: million gallons; surface area: acres
v. Dimensions of the proposed dam or impounding structure: height; length
vi. Construction method/materials for the proposed dam or impounding structure (e.g., earth fill, rock, wood, concrete):

D.2. Project Operations

a. Does the proposed action include any excavation, mining, or dredging, during construction, operations, or both? [ ]Yes[/]No
(Not including general site preparation, grading or installation of utilities or foundations where all excavated
materials will remain onsite)
If Yes:
i . What is the purpose of the excavation or dredging? -
ii. How much material (including rock, earth, sediments, etc.) is proposed to be removed from the site?
e  Volume (specify tons or cubic vards):

e  Over what duration of time? S
iii. Describe nature and characteristics of materials to be excavated or dredged, and plans to use, manage or dispose of them.

iv. Will there be onsite dewatering or procesging of excavated materials? [JYes[_]No
If yes, describe.

v. What is the total area to be dredged or excavated? - acres
vi. What is the maximum area to be worked at any one time? acres
vii. What would be the maximum depth of excavation or dredging? _ feet

viii. Will the excavation require blasting? [JYes[INo
ix. Summarize site reclamation goals and plan: B

b. Would the proposed action cause or result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of, or encroachment []Yesl/]No
into any existing wetland, waterbody, shoreline, beach or adjacent area?

If Yes:
i. Identify the wetland or waterbody which would be affected (by name, water index number, wetland map number or geographic

description):
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ii. Describe how the proposed action would affect that waterbody or wetland, e.g. excavation, fill, placement of structures, or
alteration of channels, banks and shorelines. Indicate extent of activities, alterations and additions in square feet or acres:

iii. Will the proposed action cause or result in disturbance to bottom sediments? ClYes[No
If Yes, describe:

iv. Will the proposed action cause or result in the destruction or removal of aquatic vegetation? [JYes[INo
If Yes:

e acres of aquatic vegetation proposed to be removed:
» expected acreage of aquatic vegetation remaining afier project completion:
»  purpose of proposed removal (e.g. beach clearing, invasive species control, boat access):

° pfoposed method of plant removal: )
e if chemical/herbicide treatment will be used, specify product(s): B o
v. Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance: -

c. Will the proposed action use, or create a new demand for water? dYesZINo
If Yes:
i. Total anticipated water usage/demand per day: gallons/day
ii. Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply? [JYes[INo
If Yes:
»  Name of district or service area:
e Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal? [dYes[JNo
e s the project site in the existing district? [JYes[INo
e Isexpansion of the district needed? O yesNo
e Do existing lines serve the project site? OYes[CINo
iii. Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project? Cdyes[INo
If Yes:

e Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project:

e  Source(s) of supply for the district: -
iv. Is a new water supply district or service area proposed to be formed to serve the project site? 1 Yes[[INo
If, Yes:
e  Applicant/sponsor for new district: B
e  Date application submitted or anticipated: - o

e  Proposed source(s) of supply for new district: o B
v. If a public water supply will not be used, describe plans to provide water supply for the project:

vi. If water supply will be from wells (public_ or_private), what is the maximum pumping capacity: _gallons/minute.
d. Will the proposed action generate liquid wastes? [dyesi/INo
If Yes:

i. Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day: gallons/day

ii. Nature of liquid wastes to be generated (e.g., sanitary wastewater, industrial; if combination, describe all components and
approximate volumes or proportions of each):

iii. Will the proposed action use any existing public wastewater treatment facilities? [dYes[INo
If Yes:
e  Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used:
e  Name of district:

e Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project? [OYes[No
¢ s the project site in the existing district? OYes[INo
o Is expansion of the district needed? [CJYes[INo

Page 5 of 13




e Do existing sewer lines serve the project site? [Yes[JNo

e Will a line extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project? [JYes[INo
If Yes:

® Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project:

iv. Will a new wastewater (sewage) treatment district be formed to serve the project site? Yes[JNo
If Yes:
e Applicant/sponsor for new district:
e Date application submitted or anticipated: o
. What is the receiving water for the wastewater discharge? -
v. If public facilities will not be used, describe plans to provide wastewater treatment for the project, including specifying proposed
receiving water (name and classification if surface discharge or describe subsurface disposal plans):

vi. Describe any plans or desig_ns to capture, recycle or reuse liquid waste: -

e. Will the proposed action disturb more than one acre and create stormwater runoff, either from new point [YesiINo
sources (i.e. ditches, pipes, swales, curbs, gutters or other concentrated flows of stormwater) or non-point
source (i.e. sheet flow) during construction or post construction?

If Yes:
i. How much impervious surface will the project create in relation to total size of project parcel?
Square feet or acres (impervious surface)
Square feet or acres (parcel size)

ii. Describe types of new point sources.

ifi. Where will the stormwater runoff be directed (i.e. on-site stormwater management facility/structures, adjacent properties,
groundwater, on-site surface water or off-site surface waters)?

o Ifto surface waters, identify receiving water bodies or wetlands: -

e  Will stormwater runoff flow to adj_agent properties? [JYes[ONo
iv. Does the proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces, use pervious materials or collect and re-use stormwater? []Yes[ INo
f. Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or more sources of air emissions, including fuel MlYes[INo

combustion, waste incineration, or other processes or operations?
If Yes, identify:
i. Mobile sources during project operations (e.g., heavy equipment, fleet or delivery vehicles)

ii. Stationary sources during construction (e.g., power generation, structural heating, batch plant, crushers)

iii. Stationary sources during operations (e.g., process emissions, large boilers, electric generation)
Site will contain an emergency backup generator for use during temporary power outages, subject to final carrier specifications

g. Will any air emission sources named in D.2.f (above), require a NY State Air Registration, Air Facility Permit,  [JYesiZINo
or Federal Clean Air Act Title IV or Title V Permit?

If Yes:
i. Is the project site located in an Air quality non-attainment area? (Area routinely or periodically fails to meet Oyes[OONo

ambient air quality standards for all or some parts of the year)
ii. In addition to emissions as calculated in the application, the project will generate:
) Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide (CO,)
Tons/year (short tons) of Nitrous Oxide (N,0)
Tons/year (short tons) of Perfluorocarbons (PFCs)
Tons/year (short tons) of Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF¢)
Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide equivalent of Hydroflourocarbons (HFCs)
Tons/year (short tons) of Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs)
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h. Will the proposed action generate or emit methane (including, but not limited to, sewage treatment plants, Yesi/]No
landfills, composting facilities)?
If Yes:
i. Estimate methane generation in tons/year (metric):
ii. Describe any methane capture, control or elimination measures included in project design (e.g., combustion to generate heat or
electricity, flaring):

i. Will the proposed action result in the release of air pollutants from open-air operations or processes, such as [IYesi/INo
quarry or landfill operations?

If Yes: Describe operations and nature of emissions (e.g., diesel exhaust, rock particulates/dust):

Jj- Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels or generate substantial [OYesi/]No
new demand for transportation facilities or services?
If Yes:

i. When is the peak traffic expected (Check all that apply): [ JMorning [ Evening [JWeekend
[ Randomly between hours of to

ii. For commercial activities only, prOJected number of truck trlps/day and type (e.g., semi trailers and dump trucks):

iii. Parking spaces:  Existing ____ Proposed Net increase/decrease -
iv. Does the proposed action include any shared use parking? [vesCINo
v. If the proposed action includes any modification of existing roads, creation of new roads or change in existing access, describe:

vi, Are public/privaté tra;lsportation service(s) or facilities available within ¥ mile of the proposed site? [JYes[No
vii Will the proposed action include access to public transportation or accommodations for use of hybrid, electric ~ [JYes[ JNo
or other alternative fueled vehicles?

viii. Will the proposed action include plans for pedestrian or bicycle accommodations for connections to existing OYes[JNo
pedestrian or bicycle routes?

k. Will the proposed action (for commercial or industrial projects only) generate new or additional demand KlYes[ ]No
for energy?
If Yes:
i. Estimate annual electricity demand during operation of the proposed action: -
800 Amps: Energy uses associated with the operation of a commercial communications tower and personal wireless service facility |nclud|ng electr|c1ty

ii. Anticipated sources/suppliers of electricity for the project (e.g., on-site combustion, on-site renewable, via grid/local utility, or
other):

Supplier will be local utility grid
ifi. Will the proposed action require a new, or an upgrade, to an existing substation? [1Yesi/INo

1. Hours of operation. Answer all items which apply.

i. During Construction: ii. During Operations:
e Monday - Friday: 8am - 5pm e  Monday - Friday: Facility is unmanned and will
e Saturday: e  Saturday: operate 24/7 after the completion
¢  Sunday: L ® Sunday: of construction.
e Holidays: e  Holidays:
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m. Will the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during construction, I Yes[INo
operation, or both?

Ifyes:

i. Provide details including sources, time of day and duration:
The proposed action will temporarily produce noise associated with general site construction activities during construction only.

ii. Will the proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a noise barrier or screen? FyesOONo
Describe: Trees will be removed within the vicinity of the leased area for the construction of the compound.

n. Will the proposed action have outdoor lighting? Kl Yes[No
Ifyes:
i. Describe source(s), location(s), height of fixture(s), direction/aim, and proximity to nearest occupied structures:

Security light on equipment will be installed per carrier's specifications. Light will face the around and only be used infrequently, when a technician is on
site during night hours.

ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a_light barrier or screen? K yes[INo
Describe: Trees will be removed within the vicinity of the leased area for the construction of the compound.

0. Does the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day? OYesKINo
If Yes, describe possible sources, potential frequency and duration of odor emissions, and proximity to nearest
occupied structures:

p. Will the proposed action include any bulk storage of petroleum (combined capacity of over 1,100 gallons) O Yes [ZINo
or chemical products 185 gallons in above ground storage or any amount in underground storage?
If Yes:
i. Product(s) to be stored
ii. Volume(s) per unit time (e.g., month, year)
iii. Generally, describe the proposed storage facilities:

q. Will the proposed action (commercial, industrial and recreational projects only) use pesticides (i.e., herbicides, [ Yes ZINo
insecticides) during construction or operation?

If Yes:
i. Describe proposed treatment(s):

ii. Will the proposed action use Integrated Pest Management Practices? [J Yes [INo

r. Will the proposed action (commercial or industrial projects only) involve or require the management or disposal [J Yes [Z]No
of solid waste (excluding hazardous materials)?

If Yes:
i. Describe any solid waste(s) to be generated during construction or operation of the facility:
e Construction: - tons per _ (unit of time)
e  Operation : tons per (unit of time)

ii. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of materials to avoid disposal as solid waste:
e Construction:

e  Operation:

iii. Proposed disposal methods/facilities for solid waste generated on-site:
e  Construction: B

*  Operation:
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s. Does the proposed action include construction or modification of a solid waste management facility? [1 Yes /] No
If Yes:
i. Type of management or handling of waste proposed for the site (e.g., recycling or transfer station, composting, landfill, or
other disposal activities): .
ii. Anticipated rate of disposal/processing:

o« Tons/month, if transfer or other non-combustion/thermal treatment, or
Tons/hour, if combustion or thermal treatment
iii. If landfill, anticipated site life: years

t. Will the proposed action at the site involve the commercial generation, treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous [ ] YesiZ]No

waste?
If Yes:
i. Name(s) of all hazardous wastes or constituents to be generated, handled or managed at facility:

ii. Generally describe processes or activities involving hazardous wastes or constituents:

iii. Specify amount to be handled or generated tons/month
iv. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of hazardous constituents:

v. Will any hazardous wastes be disposed at an existing offsite hazardous waste facility? [dyes[INo
If Yes: provide name and location of facility:

If No: describe probosed management of any hazardous wastes which will not be sent to a hazardous waste facility:

E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action

E.1. Land uses on and surrounding the project site

a. Existing land uses.
i. Check all uses that occur on, adjoining and near the project site.
[] Urban [ Industrial [ Commercial /] Residential (suburban) [ Rural (non-farm)
] Forest [ Agriculture /] Aquatic [ Other (specify): -
ii. If mix of uses, generally describe:
Suburban residential exists west of the site, with some office space and suburban commercial development. Forested space is generally north and south
of the site, with suburban residential and a lake (Howlands Lake) east of the site.

b. Land uses and coverrype_s on the project site.

R Land use or Current Acreage After Change
Covertype Acreage Project Completion (Acres +/-)
¢ Roads, buildings, and other paved or impervious
surfaces 0.32 0.42 +0.10
o Forested 22.94 ] 22.84 -0.10

*  Meadows, grasslands or brushlands (non-
agricultural, including abandoned agricultural)

e  Agricultural 0 0 0
(includes active orchards, field, greenhouse etc.)
s  Surface water features

1.74 1.74 0

(lakes, ponds, streams, rivers, etc.) 0 0 0
¢  Wetlands (freshwater or tidal) 0 0 0
e Non-vegetated (bare rock, earth or fill) ) 0 0 0
e Other

Describe:
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c. Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation? OlyeslvINo
i. If Yes: explain:

d. Are there any facilities serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, hospitals, licensed 1 Yes[INo
day care centers, or group homes) within 1500 feet of the project site?
If Yes,
i. Identify Facilities:
Cisqua school - northeast of site ) -

e. Does the project site contain an existing dam? Yesi/INo
If Yes:
i. Dimensions of the dam and impoundment:
e Dam height: - feet
e Dam length: B feet
e Surface area: - . - acres
¢ Volume impounded: gallons OR acre-feet

ii. Dam'’s existing hazard classification:
iii. Provide date and summarize results of last inspection:

f. Has the project site ever been used as a municipal, commercial or industrial solid waste management facility, JYesi/INo
or does the project site adjoin property which is now, or was at one time, used as a solid waste management facility?
If Yes:
i. Has the facility been formally closed? [JYes[] No
e Ifyes, cite sources/documentation: -
ii. Describe the location of the project site relative to the boundaries of the solid waste management facility:

iii. Describe any develop_lil_ent constraints due to the prior solid waste activities:

g. Have hazardous wastes been generated, treated and/or disposed of at the site, or does the project site adjoin Cyesi/INo
property which is now or was at one time used to commercially treat, store and/or dispose of hazardous waste?

If Yes:
i. Describe waste(s) handled and waste management activities, including approximate time when activities occurred:

h. Potential contamination history. Has there been a reported spill at the proposed project site, or have any Oyesk No
remedial actions been conducted at or adjacent to the proposed site?
If Yes:
i. Is any portion of the site listed on the NYSDEC Spills Incidents database or Environmental Site OYesi/INo
Remediation database? Check all that apply:
[ Yes — Spills Incidents database Provide DEC ID number(s):
[0 Yes — Environmental Site Remediation database Provide DEC ID number(s):

] Neither database

ii. If site has been subject of RCRA corrective activities, describe control measures: N B

iii. Is the project within 2000 feet of any site in the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation database? CIYestINo
If yes, provide DEC ID number(s): B
iv. If yes to (i), (ii) or (iii) above, describe current status of site(s):
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v. Is the project site subject to an institutional control limiting property uses? [JYest/INo

¢ Ifyes, DEC site ID number:

e Describe the type of institutional control (e.g., deed restriction or easement):

e  Describe any use limitations: -
e Describe any engineering controls: =
e  Will the project affect the institutional or engineering controls in place? Cyes[INo

e  Explain:

E.2. Natural Resources On or Near Project Site

a. What is the average depth to bedrock on the project site? over 7 feet 80"+ per USDA NRCS Soil Map
b. Are there bedrock outcroppings on the project site? [Ives[INo
If Yes, what proportion of the site is comprised of bedrock outcroppings? 75%
c. Predominant soil type(s) present on project site: 'CsD - Chatfield-Charlton complex 51.0 %
CrC - Chariton-Chatfield complex 334 9%
_ HrF - Hollis-Rock Outcrop complex 75 %
d. What is the average depth to the water table on the project site? Average: over 7 feet 80" per USDA NRCS Soil Map
e. Drainage status of project site soils:i/] Well Drained: 92.5 % of site
] Moderately Well Drained: % of site
/] Poorly Drained 7.5 % of site
f. Approximate proportion of proposed action site with slopes: |Z] 0-10%: 30.5 % of site
i1 10-15%: 11 % of site
1 15% or greater: 58.5 % of site
g. Are there any unique geologic features on the project site? [1Yesi/INo
If Yes, describe: B

h. Surface water features.
_ i Does any portion of the project site contain wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams, rivers, [(Jyesk/INo

ponds or lakes)?
ii. Do any wetlands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site? No wetlands adjoin the project area - adjacent parcels only. [Z]Yes[ JNo

If Yes to either i or i, continue. If No, Skip to E2.i. DEC Environmental Resource Mapper resulits attached.
iii. Are any of the wetlands or waterbodies within or adjoining the project site regulated by any federal, M Yes[INo

state or local agency?
iv. For each identified regulated wetland and waterbody on the project site, provide the following information:

e  Streams: Name Classification
®  Lakes or Ponds: Name ~ Classification
®  Wetlands: Name  Approximate Size B
®  Wetland No. (if regulated by DEC)
v. Are any of the above water bodies listed in the most recent compilation of NYS water quality-impaired OyesZINo
waterbodies?

If yes, name of impaired water body/bodies and basis for listing as impaired:

1. Is the project site in a designated Floodway? [(dYes/INo

j- Is the project site in the 100-year Floodplain? [IYes/INo

k. Is the project site in the 500-year Floodplain? [JYesZNo

1.f Is the project site located over, or immediately adjoﬁg, a primary, principal or sole source aquifer? OYest/INo |
If Yes:

i. Name of aquifer:
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m. Identify the predominant wildlife species that occupy or use the project site:

none of significance

n. Does the project site contain a designated significant natural community? [dYesf/INo
If Yes:
i. Describe the habitat/community (composition, function, and basis for designation):
ii. Source(s) of description or evaluation: - -
iii. Extent of community/habitat:
e Currently: B acres
e TFollowing completion of project as proposed: acres
e  @ain or loss (indicate + or -): ~ acres
0. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by the federal government or NYS as [ Yes[/INo

endangered or threatened, or does it contain any areas identified as habitat for an endangered or threatened species?

If Yes:
i Species and listing (endangered or threatened):

p. Does the project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by N'YS as rare, or as a species of LYesi/INo
special concern?
If Yes:

i. Species and listing: o
q. Is the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting, trapping, fishing or shell fishing? [IYesi/INo
If yes, give a brief description of how the proposed action may affect that use: B
E.3. Designated Public Resources On or Near Project Site
a. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in a designated agricultural district certified pursuant to JYes/INo

Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 3047
If Yes, provide county plus district name/number:

b. Are agricultural lands consisting of highly productive soils present? [JYesiINo

i. If Yes: acreage(s) on project site? Note: soils exist on 25-acre property (per USDA mapper), but not in project area.

ii. Source(s) of soil rating(s): USDA NRCS Soil mapper
c. Does the project site contain all or part of, or is it substantially contiguous to, a registered National OYesi/INo

Natural Landmark?
If Yes:

i. Nature of the natural landmark: [] Biological Community [J Geological Feature

ii. Provide brief description of landmark, including values behind designation and approximate size/extent:

d. Is the project site located in or does it adjoin a state listed Critical Environmental Area? [OYesi/INo

If Yes:
i, CEA name:

ii. Basis for designation:

iii. Designating agency and date:
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e. Does the project site contain, or is it substantially contiguous to, a building, archaeological site, or district [ YesZINo
which is listed on the National or State Register of Historic Places, or that has been determined by the Commissioner of the NYS
Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation to be eligible for listing on the State Register of Historic Places?

If Yes: NY SHPO CRIS Mapper results attached
i. Nature of historic/archaeological resource: [JArchaeological Site [Historic Building or District

ii. Name:
ifi. Brief description of attributes on which listing is based:

f. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in or adjacent to an area designated as sensitive for M1 Yes[INo
archaeological sites on the NY State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory?

g. Have additional archaeological or historic site(s) or resources been identified on the project site? CJYesiZINo

If Yes:

i. Describe possible resource(s):
ii. Basis for identification: B

h. Ts the project site within fives miles of any officially designated and publicly accessible federal, state, or local M1Yes[No
scenic or aesthetic resource?
If Yes:
i. Identify resource: See list below - -
ii. Nature of, or basis for, designation (e.g., established highway overlook, state or local park, state historic trail or scenic byway,

etc.): Local parks/sanctuaries/preserves -
iii. Distance between project and resource: Noted with each park, <5 miles.

i. Isthe project site located within a designated river corridor under the Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers [JYesi/INo
Program 6 NYCRR 6667
If Yes:
i. Identify the name of the river and its designation:
ii. Is the activity consistent with development restrictions contained in 6NYCRR Part 6667 [dYes[No

F. Additional Information
Attach any additional information which may be needed to clarify your project.

[fyou have identified any adverse impacts which could be associated with your proposal, please describe those impacts plus any
measures which you propose to avoid or minimize them.

G. Verification
I certify that the information provided is true to the best of my knowledge.

Applicant/Sponsor Name Saratoga Associates Date August 11, 2020
Landscape Architects, Architects, Engineers and Planners, P.C.

Signature Title Principal
Matthew W. Allen, RLA

E3h: Parks within 5 miles:

Leonard Park (0.4), Butler Preserve (0.9), Merestead (1.15), Westmoreland Sanctuary (1.9), Whippoorwill Park (2), Bedford Hills Memorial Park (2.1),
Meyer Preserve (2.3), Gedney Brook Sanctuary (3.1), Wampus Pond Park (3.3), Bedford Village Memorial Park (3.3), Beaver Dam Park (3.7), Kitchawan
Preserve (3.9), Beaver Dam Sanctuary (4.2), Kathonah Memorial Park (4.2), Gedney Park (4.2), Cats Rock Park (4.3), Turner Swamp Sanctuary (4.4),
Warburg Park (4.5), John Jay Homestead Park (4.5), Old Farm Hill Park {4.6), Indian Hill Park (5)
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—: = question can be obtained by consulting the EAF Workbooks. Although
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e 1 g3 5118 DEC, you may also need to contact local or other data sources in order
= { to obtain data not provided by the Mapper. Digital data is not a
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B|| [Coastal or Waterfront Area] No

B.Lii [Local Waterfront Revitalization Area] No

Refer to EAF Workbook.
C2b [Special Planning District - Name] NYC Watershed Boundary

E.1.h [DEC Spills or Remediation Site - Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Potential Contamination History] Workbook.
'E.1.h.i [DEC Spills or Remediation Site - Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
:Listed] Workbook.
E.1.h.i [DEC Spills or Remediation Site - Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF

Environmental Site Remediation Database] Workbook.
‘E.1.h.iii f[Within 2,000' of DEC Remediation No

Site]

‘E.2.g [Unique Geologic Features] No

‘E.2.h.i [Surface Water Features] No

%E.2.h.ii [Surface Water Features] Yes

'E.2.h.iii [Surface Water Features] Yes - Digital mapping information on local and federal wetlands and
: waterbodies is known to be incomplete. Refer to EAF Workbook.
E.2.h.v [Impaired Water Bodies] No

E2| [Floodway] No

E.2j. [100 Year Floodplain] No

E.2.k. [500 Year Floodplain] No

E.2.l. [Aquifers] No

fE.2.n. [Natural Communities] No

jE.2.o. [Endangered or Threatened Species] No

C.2.b. [Special Planning District] Yes - Digital mapping data are not available for all Special Planning Districts.

Full Environmental Assessment Form - EAF Mapper Summary Report
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E.3.a. [Agricultural District] No
[E.3.c. [National Natural Landmark] No
'E.3.d [Critical Environmental Area] No

'E.3.e. [National or State Register of Historic Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
‘Places or State Eligible Sites] Workbook.

[E.3.f. [Archeological Sites] Yes
E.3.i. [Designated River Corridor] No
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Project Location Map
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Custom Soil Resource Report
Soil Map (Homeland Towers - Mount Kisco (NY 172))
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Appendix B
State Environmental Quality Review
VISUAL EAF ADDENDUM

This form may be used to provide additional information relating to Question 11 of Part 2 of the Fuil EAF.
(To be completed by Lead Agency)

Distance Between
Visibility Project and Resource (in Miles)

1. Would the project be visible from: 0-% h-% 3 3-5 5+

! A parcel of land which is dedicated to and available
to the public for the use, enjoyment and appreciation
of natural or man-made scenic qualities?

L]

! An overlook or parcel of land dedicated to public
observation, enjoyment and appreciation of natural
or man-made scenic qualities?

! A site or structure listed on the National or State
Registers of Historic Places?

! State Parks?
! The State Forest Preserve?

! National Wildlife Refuges and State Game Refuges?

natural features?
! National Park Service lands?

! Rivers designated as National or State Wild, Scenic
or Recreational?

! Any transportation corridor of high exposure, such
as part of the Interstate System, or Amtrak?

! A govermnmentally established or designated interstate
or inter-county foot trail, or one formally proposed for
establishment or designation?

O O 0Opog OoOoood o o

! A site, area, lake, reservoir or highway designated as
scenic?

! Municipal park, or designated open space? Leonard Park

! County road?

[] L]
[] [
[] []
[] []
[] []
[] []
! National Natural Landmarks and other outstanding I:l D
[] O
[I ]
[] 1
[ []
[] []
] L]
] []
L]

OO0O0O0o 0 oo0Ooo ooooo o
U000 O Oooooooodo g™

OO0~

! State road?  NY Rte 117 ( South Bedford Road)
! Local road? Wallace Drive. Possible seasonal views through deciduous
trees from Sarles Drive. [:I
2. Is the visibility of the project seasonal? (i.e., screened by summer foliage, but visible during other seasons)
Yes I:lNo
3. Are any of the resources checked in question 1 used by the public during the time of year during which the project will be visible?

es I:INO




DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING VISUAL ENVIRONMENT
4. From each item checked in question 1, check those which generally describe the surrounding environment.

Within

*
=

ODO0U0ONOOONDONORDOE

4

Essentially undeveloped
Forested

Agricultural

Suburban Residential
Industrial

Commerical

Urban

River, Lake, Pond

Cliffs, Overlooks
Designated Open Space
Flat

Hilly

Mountainous

OOROUOORR OO0 oo

Other
NOTE: add aftachments as needed

5. Are there visually similar projects within:

*1% mile DYes [ZfNo 1 mile L—_| Yes |Z| No 2 miles IZI Yes D No 3 miles D Yes D No

Nearest existing free-standing wireless towers:
- 304 Lexington Ave, Mt Kisco - 1.3 miles west
- Park & Ride lot, 1-684 & Rte 172, Bedford

*Distance from project site is provided for assistance. Substitute other distances as appropriate.

EXPOSURE
6. The daily number of viewers likely to observe the proposed projectis _ 1088Y
NOTE: When user data is unavailable or unknown, use best estimate.
Vehicles per day (average annual daily traffic, https:#/www.dot.ny.gowtdv) on South Bedford Road near site. Facility views will be limited to

brief and intermittent through gaps in trees for east and westbound vehicles. Given the complex visual stimuli encountered by motorists
traveling in a moving vehicle, it is probable viewer recognition of the Facility would be limited to a fraction of the lotal available viewing time.

CONTEXT As the tendency of molorists is to focus down the road peripheral views of the Facility may go largely unnoticed by most travelers.
7. The situation or activity in which the viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed action is:
FREQUENCY
Holidays/
Activity Daily  Weekly Weekends Seasonally

Travel to and from work Ny Rte 117 ( South Bedford Road)
Involved in recreational activities Leonard Park

Routine travel by residents Ny Rt 117 { South Bedford Road)
At a residence 2 sares Street

Al WOrKSite — crimemi © Dottt Bandt huicicnmonn

Other
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InTRoduction ANd Summary

At the request of Homeland Towers, LLC, Pinnacle Telecom Group has
performed an independent expert assessment of radiofrequency (RF) levels and
related FCC compliance for proposed wireless antenna operations on a new 140-

foot monopole to be located at 180 South Bedford Road in Mt. Kisco, NY.

Homeland Towers refers to the prospective site as “NY172 — Mt. Kisco”, and the
proposed monopole will accommodate the directional panel antennas of up to
three wireless carriers. At this time, Verizon Wireless plans to occupy the

highest antenna mounting position on the monopole.

The FCC requires wireless antenna operators to perform an assessment of the
RF levels from all the transmitting antennas at a site whenever antenna
operations are added or modified, and ensure compliance with the FCC
Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE) limit in areas of unrestricted public

access, i.e., at street level around the site.

In this case, the compliance assessment will include the RF effects of a worst-
case hypothetical collocation of two wireless carriers’ antennas. By worst case,
we mean that the carriers whose maximum capacity relates to higher emitted
power levels will be hypothetically assumed to occupy the lower mounting
positions on the monopole, thus matching higher power and smaller distances to

ground-level around the site.

The analysis will conservatively assume all the wireless carriers are operating at
maximum capacity and maximum power in each of their FCC-licensed frequency
bands. With that extreme degree of conservatism incorporated in the analysis,
we can have great confidence that the actual RF effects from any combination of
wireless operators, however they might actually be positioned on the monopole,

would be in compliance with the FCC’'s MPE limit.

This assessment of antenna site compliance is based on the FCC limit for

general population *maximum permissible exposure” (MPE), a limit established



as safe for continuous exposure to RF fields by humans of either sex, all ages

and sizes, and under all conditions.

The result of an FCC compliance assessment can be described in layman’s
terms by expressing the calculated RF levels as simple percentages of the FCC
MPE limit. In that way, the figure 100 percent serves as the reference for
compliance, and calculated RF levels below 100 percent indicate compliance
with the MPE limit. An equivalent way to describe the calculated results is to
relate them to a “times-below-the-limit” factor. Here, we will apply both

descriptions.
The result of the FCC compliance assessment in this case is as follows:

a At street level around the site, the conservatively calculated maximum RF
level caused by the combination of antenna operations is 2.0130 percent
of the FCC general population MPE limit, well below the 100-percent
reference for compliance. In other words, even with calculations designed
to significantly overstate the RF levels versus those that could actually
occur at the site, the worst-case calculated RF level in this case is still
more than 45 times below the limit defined by the federal government as
safe for continuous exposure of the general public.

a The results of the calculations provide a clear demonstration that the RF
levels from as many as three wireless carriers, even under worst-case
collocation circumstances, would satisfy the FCC requirement for
controlling potential human exposure to RF fields. Moreover, because of
the conservative methodology and assumptions applied in this analysis,
RF levels actually caused by any combination of wireless operators’
antenna operations at this site will be even less significant than the

calculation results here indicate.
The remainder of this report provides the following:

a relevant technical data on the parameters for the three wireless carriers;



o a description of the applicable FCC mathematical model for assessing
compliance with the MPE limit, and application of the relevant technical
data to that model; and

o analysis of the results of the calculations, and the compliance conclusion

for the proposed site.

In addition, Appendix A provides background on the FCC MPE limit, along with a

list of key FCC references on MPE compliance.

ANTENNA ANd Transmission Data

As described, the proposed 140-foot monopole will be able to accommodate as
many as three wireless carriers’ antennas. Verizon Wireless proposes to occupy
the highest mounting position on the monopole. This analysis will include an

assumption of “worst-case” collocation by two other wireless carriers — AT&T and

T-Mobile.

The worst-case collocation methodology basically involves taking the carriers
with the most available spectrum and the opportunity for higher power levels and
hypothetically positioning them at the lower points on the monopole — thus

matching the most power with the shorter distances to the ground.

Typically, the vertical spacing between different wireless carriers’ antennas on a
monopole is 10 feet. In this case, the Verizon Wireless antennas will mount at a
center line of 137 feet, and we will assign antenna centerline-heights to the two

other assumed wireless collocators at 127 feet and 117 feet.

The transmission parameters for each of the wireless carriers are described

below.

Verizon Wireless is licensed to operate in the 746 MHz, 869 MHz, 1900 MHz,
2100 MHz and 3.5 GHz frequency bands. In the 746 MHz band, Verizon uses
four 40-watt channels per antenna sector. In the 869 MHz band, Verizon uses
four 40-watt channels per sector. In the 1900 MHz band, Verizon uses four 40-

watt channels per antenna sector. In the 2100 MHz band, Verizon uses four 40-
5



watt channels per sector. In the 3.5 GHZ band, Verizon uses two 0.622-watt

channels per sector.

AT&T is licensed to operate in the 700, 850, 1900, 2100, and 2300 MHz
frequency bands. In the 700 MHz band, AT&T uses two 80-watt RF channels and
two 105-watt channels per sector. In the 850 MHz band, AT&T uses four 40-watt
channels per sector. In the 1900 MHz band, AT&T uses four 40-watt channels
per sector. In the 2100 MHz band, AT&T uses four 40-watt channels per sector.
Lastly, in the 2300 MHz band, AT&T uses four 25-watt channels per sector.

T-Mobile is licensed to operate in the 600 MHz, 700 MHz, 1900 MHz, and 2100
MHz frequency bands. In the 600 MHz band, T-Mobile uses four 40-watt
channels per sector. In the 700 MHz band, T-Mobile uses one 40-watt channel
per sector. In the 1900 MHz band, T-Mobile uses five 30-watt channels per
sector. In the 2100 MHz band, T-Mobile uses one 40-watt channel and two 80-

watt channels per sector.

Based on the proposed mounting heights and then followed by overall available
power levels, we will hypothetically assign the mounting heights (to the centerline

of the antennas) as follows:

e Verizon Wireless: 137 feet
e T-Mobile: 127 feet
o AT&T: 117 feet

The area below the antennas, at street level, is of interest in terms of potential
“uncontrolled” exposure of the general public, so the antenna’s vertical-plane
emission characteristic is used in the calculations, as it is a key determinant in

the relative level of RF emissions in the “downward” direction.

By way of illustration, Figure 1, below, shows the vertical-plane pattern of a
typical 1900 MHz panel antenna. The antenna is effectively pointed at the three
o’clock position (the horizon) and the pattern at different angles is described

using decibel units. The use of a decibel scale in incidentally visually

6



understates the relative directionality characteristic of the antenna in the vertical
plane. Where the antenna pattern reads 20 dB, the relative RF energy emitted at
the corresponding downward angle is 1/100" of the maximum that occurs in the

main beam (at O degrees); at 30 dB, the energy is 1/1000" of the maximum.

Note that the automatic pattern-scaling feature of our internal software may skew
side-by-side visual comparisons of different antenna models, or even different

parties’ depictions of the same antenna model.

Figure 1. 1900 MHz Directional Panel Antenna — Vertical-plane Pattern

Odeg
horizon

5dB/ division

Compliance Analysis
FCC Office of Engineering and Technology Bulletin 65 (‘OET Bulletin 65")

provides guidelines for mathematical models to calculate potential RF exposure

levels at various points around transmitting antennas.

Around an antenna site at ground level (in what is called the “far field” of the
antennas), the RF levels are directly proportional to the total antenna input power
and the relative antenna gain (focusing effect) in the downward direction of

interest — and the levels are otherwise inversely proportional to the square of the
7



straight-line distance to the antenna. Conservative calculations also assume the

potential RF exposure is enhanced by reflection of the RF energy from the

intervening ground. Our calculations will assume a 100% “perfect”, mirror-like

reflection, which is the absolute worst-case approach.

The formula for ground-level MPE compliance assessment of any given wireless

antenna operation is as follows:

MPE% = (100 * TxPower * 10 (Gmax-Vdisci10 * 41} / ( MPE * 45 * R?)

where

MPE%

100

TxPower

10 (Gmax-Vdisc)/10

MPE

RF level, expressed as a percentage of the FCC MPE
limit applicable to continuous exposure of the general
public

factor to convert the raw result to a percentage

maximum net power into antenna sector, in milliwatts, a
function of the number of channels per sector, the
transmitter power per channel, and line loss

numeric equivalent of the relative antenna gain in the
direction of interest downward toward ground level

factor to account for a 100-percent-efficient energy
reflection from the ground, and the squared relationship
between RF field strength and power density (2% = 4)

FCC general population MPE limit

straight-line distance from the RF source to the point of
interest, centimeters

The MPE% calculations are normally performed out to a distance of 500 feet

from the facility to points 6.5 feet (approximately two meters, the FCC-
recommended standing height) off the ground, as illustrated in Figure 2 on the

next page.



antenna

" @.
height I
from R
antenna |
bottom [}
to 6.5’ !
above |
ground E
level g
| | | | 1 | | | ! I
0 — e 5(0()

Ground Distance D from the site

Figure 2. Street-level MPE% Calculation Geometry

It is popularly thought that the farther away one is from an antenna, the lower the
RF level — which is generally but not universally correct. The results of MPE%
calculations fairly close to the site will reflect the variations in the vertical-plane
antenna pattern as well as the variation in straight-line distance to the antennas.
Therefore, RF levels may actually increase slightly with increasing distance
within the range of zero to 500 feet from the site. As the distance approaches
500 feet and beyond, though, the antenna pattern factor becomes less
significant, the RF levels become primarily distance-controlied and, as a result,
the RF levels generally decrease with increasing distance. In any case, the RF
levels more than 500 feet from a wireless antenna site are well understood to be

sufficiently low and always in compliance.

FCC compliance for a collocated antenna site is assessed in the following
manner. At each distance point away from the site, an MPE% calculation is
made for each antenna operation, including the individual components of dual-
band operations. Then, at each point, the sum of the individual MPE%
contributions is compared to 100 percent, where the latter figure serves as a
normalized reference for compliance with the MPE limit. We refer to the sum of
the individual MPE% contributions as “total MPE%”, and any calculated total
MPE% result exceeding 100 percent is, by definition, higher than the limit and

9



represent non-compliance and a need to take action to mitigate the RF levels. If
all results are below 100 percent, that indicates compliance with the federal

regulations on controlling exposure.

Note that the following conservative methodology and assumptions are

incorporated into the MPE% calculations on a general basis:

1. The antennas are assumed to be operating continuously at maximum RF
power — i.e., with the maximum number of channels and the maximum
transmitter power per channel.

2. The power-attenuation effects of any shadowing or visual obstruction to a
line-of-sight path from the antennas to the points of interest at ground
level are ignored.

3. The calcuiations intentionally minimize the distance factor (R) by
assuming a 6’6" human and performing the calculations from the bottom
(rather than the centerline) of the antenna.

4. The potential RF exposure at ground level is assumed to be 100-percent
enhanced (increased) via a “perfect” field reflection from the intervening

ground.

The net result of these assumptions is to intentionally and significantly overstate
the calculated RF levels relative to the RF levels that will actually occur — and the
purpose of this conservatism is to allow “safe-side” conclusions about

compliance with the MPE limit.

The table that follows provides the results of the MPE% calculations for each
antenna operation, with the worst-case overall result highlighted in bold in the

last column.

10



Verizon

Ground . AT&T T-Mobile Total
Distance (ft) ":;gl';zs MPE% MPE% MPE%
0 0.0416 0.1006 0.0044 0.1466
20 0.1445 0.1263 0.0074 0.2782
40 0.1266 0.2593 0.0680 0.4539
60 0.1849 0.4331 0.0811 0.6991
80 0.3614 05739 0.0976 1.0329
100 0.2482 0.4792 0.1942 0.9216
120 0.2120 0.7925 0.4599 1.4644
140 0.3864 1.0131 0.5513 1.9508
160 0.6643 1.0105 0.3382 2.0130
180 0.7193 11026 0.1229 1.0448
200 0.5304 11188 0.0840 17332
220 0.2359 0.8806 0.0894 1.2059
240 0.0650 0.5435 0.0703 0.6788
260 0.0751 0.3112 0.0455 0.4318
280 0.1527 0.2497 0.0785 0.4809
300 0.1883 0.2474 0.1232 0.5589
320 0.2279 0.2587 0.1693 0.6559
340 0.2064 0.3045 0.2028 0.7137
360 0.1754 0.4131 0.1811 0.7696
380 0.1483 0.6041 0.1336 0.8860
400 0.1401 0.5492 0.0837 0.7730
420 0.1595 0.7923 0.0623 1.0141
440 0.1465 1.0699 0.0552 12716
460 0.1995 0.0837 0.079 1.2628
480 0.2928 ~1.0056 0.1339 1.6523
500 0.2713 11338 0.1240 1.5291

As indicated, the overall worst-case calculated result is 2.0130 percent of the
FCC general population MPE limit — well below the 100-percent reference for

compliance, particularly given the significant conservatism incorporated in the

analysis.

A graph of the overall calculation results, provided on the next page, provides
perhaps a clearer visual illustration of the relative compliance of the calculated

RF levels. The line representing the overall calculation results shows an

obviously clear, consistent margin to the FCC MPE limit.




COMPLIANCE ASSESSMENT RESULTS
Nomalized FCC MPE Limit e Total MPE% Results
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Compliance Conclusion

The FCC MPE limit has been constructed in such a manner that continuous
human exposure to RF fields up to and including 100 percent of the MPE limit is

acceptable and completely safe.

The conservatively calculated maximum RF effect at street level from the
assumed worst-case collocation of as many as three wireless carriers is 2.0130
percent of the FCC general population MPE limit. In other words, even with an
extremely conservative analysis intended to dramatically overstate the RF effects
of any wireless collocation scenario at the site, the calculated worst-case RF
level is still more than 45 times below the FCC MPE limit.

The results of the calculations indicate clear compliance with the FCC regulations
and the related MPE limit, even for a worst-case collocation scenario. Because
of the conservative calculation methodology and operational assumptions applied
in this analysis, the RF levels actually caused by any more realistic coliocation of
antennas at this site would be even less significant than the calculation results

here indicate, and compliance would be achieved by an even larger margin.

12



Cerrtification

The undersigned certify as follows:

1. We have read and are familiar with the FCC regulations concerning RF safety and the
control of human exposure to RF fields (47 CFR 1.1301 ef seq).

2. To the best of our knowledge, the statements and information disclosed in this report
are true, complete and accurate.

3. The analysis of site RF compliance provided herein is consistent with the applicable-
FCC regulations, additional guidelines issued by the FCC, and industry practice.

4. The results of the assessment indicate that the subject antenna operations are in full
compliance with the FCC regulations concerning the control of potential RF exposure.

‘,4_%39[/;\"_@&\_') 8%1 /;d
- Dagiel J. Collins Date

Chief Technical Offisate,
' /.f‘ - : \




Appendix A. Background on the FCC MPE Limirt

As directed by the Telecommunications Act of 1996, the FCC has established
limits for maximum continuous human exposure to RF fields.

The FCC maximum permissible exposure (MPE) limits represent the consensus
of federal agencies and independent experts responsible for RF safety matters.
Those agencies include the National Council on Radiation Protection and
Measurements (NCRP), the Occupational Safety and Health Administration
(OSHA), the National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH), the
American National Standards Institute (ANSI), the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA), and the Food and Drug Administration (FDA). In formulating its
guidelines, the FCC also considered input from the public and technical
community — notably the Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE).

The FCC’s RF exposure guidelines are incorporated in Section 1.301 et seq of its
Rules and Regulations (47 CFR 1.1301-1.1310). Those guidelines specify MPE
limits for both occupational and general population exposure.

The specified continuous exposure MPE limits are based on known variation of
human body susceptibility in different frequency ranges, and a Specific
Absorption Rate (SAR) of 4 watts per kilogram, which is universally considered to
accurately represent human capacity to dissipate incident RF energy (in the form
of heat). The occupational MPE guidelines incorporate a safety factor of 10 or
greater with respect to RF levels known to represent a health hazard, and an
additional safety factor of five is applied to the MPE limits for general population
exposure. Thus, the general population MPE limit has a built-in safety factor of
more than 50. Continuous exposure at levels equal to or below the applicable
MPE limits is considered to result in no adverse health effects on humans.

The reason for two tiers of MPE limits is based on an understanding and
assumption that members of the general public are unlikely to have had
appropriate RF safety training and may not be aware of the exposures they
receive; occupational exposure in controlled environments, on the other hand, is
assumed to involve individuals who have had such training, are aware of the
exposures, and know how to maintain a safe personal work environment.

The FCC’s RF exposure limits are expressed in two equivalent forms, using
alternative units of field strength (expressed in volts per meter, or V/m), and
power density (expressed in milliwatts per square centimeter, or mW/cm?). The
table on the next page lists the FCC limits for both occupational and general
population exposures, using the mW/cm? reference, for the different radio

frequency ranges.



Frequency Range (F) Occupational Exposure General Public Exposure

(MHz) { mWicm?) { mWlcm?2)
03-134 100 100
1.34-3.0 100 180/ F?

3.0-30 900 / F? 180 / F?
30 - 300 1.0 0.2
300 - 1,500 F /300 F /1500
1,500 - 100,000 5.0 1.0

The diagram below provides a graphical iflustration of both the FCC's
occupational and general population MPE limits.

Power Density
(mWilcm?)
100 - - Occupational
> General Public
5.0 /—
10 | .
02 | N .
L
| | | [ [ [ 7 |
03 134 30 30 300 1,500 100,000

Frequency (MHz)

Because the FCC’s RF exposure limits are frequency-shaped, the exact MPE
limits applicable to the instant situation depend on the frequency range used by
the systems of interest.

The most appropriate method of determining RF compliance is to calculate the
RF power density attributable to a particular system and compare that to the
MPE limit applicable to the operating frequency in question. The result is usually
expressed as a percentage of the MPE limit.



For potential exposure from multiple systems, the respective percentages of the
MPE limits are added, and the total percentage compared to 100 (percent of the
limit). If the result is less than 100, the total exposure is in compliance; if it is
more than 100, exposure mitigation measures are necessary to achieve

compliance.

References on FCC Compliance

47 CFR, FCC Rules and Regulations, Part 1 (Practice and Procedure), Section
1.1310 (Radiofrequency radiation exposure limits).

FCC Second Memorandum Opinion and Order and Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking (FCC 97-303), In the Matter of Procedures for Reviewing Requests
for Relief From State and Local Regulations Pursuant to Section 332(c)(7)(B)(v)
of the Communications Act of 1934 (WT Docket 97-192), Guidelines for
Evaluating the Environmental Effects of Radiofrequency Radiation (ET Docket
93-62), and Petition for Rulemaking of the Cellular Telecommunications Industry
Association Concerning Amendment of the Commission's Rules to Preempt
State and Local Regulation of Commercial Mobile Radio Service Transmitting
Facilities, released August 25, 1997.

FCC First Memorandum Opinion and Order, ET Docket 93-62, In the Matter of
Guidelines for Evaluating the Environmental Effects of Radiofrequency Radiation,
released December 24, 1996.

FCC Report and Order, ET Docket 93-62, In the Matter of Guidelines for
Evaluating the Environmental Effects of Radiofrequency Radiation, released
August 1, 1996.

FCC Report and Order, Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, Memorandum Opinion
and Order (FCC 19-126), Proposed Changes in the Commission's Rules
Regarding Human Exposure to Radiofrequency Electromagnetic Fields;
Reassessment of Federal Communications Commission Radiofrequency
Exposure Limits and Policies, released December 4, 2019.

FCC Office of Engineering and Technology (OET) Bulletin 65, *Evaluating
Compliance with FCC Guidelines for Human Exposure to Radiofrequency
Electromagnetic Fields”, Edition 97-01, August 1997.

FCC Office of Engineering and Technology (OET) Bulletin 56, “Questions and
Answers About Biological Effects and Potential Hazards of RF Radiation”, edition
4, August 1999.

“RF Field Measurements for Antenna Sites”, (video), Richard Tell Associates
Inc., 1997.

“‘EME Awareness for Antenna Site Safety”, (video), Motorola (produced in
association with Richard Tell Associates Inc.), 1997.
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on" NY 172 Mount Kisco 4 Site
FLACOMMUNICATIONS ENGINEERING \wr m« Mount KiSCO, NY
© 'z August 17,2020

V-COMM, L.L.C. has been retained by Homeland Towers, LLC to provide expert analysis in association
with Verizon Wireless for its proposed wireless communications facility located at 180 S Bedford Road,
Mount Kisco, NY.

QUALIFICATIONS

V-COMM, L.L.C. is a telecommunications engineering firm primarily focused on providing engineering
and related business services to network operators in the telecommunication industry as well as
municipalities. V-COMM was founded in late 1995 with the intent of providing services to the emerging
wireless and wired segments of the telecommunication industry. V-COMM’s client base includes PCS
operators, cellular, paging, ESMR and microwave operators, utility/telecommunications cooperatives,
cable TV operators and Competitive Local Exchange Carriers (CLECs) and Local Governments. Services
performed for these clients over the past twenty years include:

Business and Strategic Planning

Capital and Operational Expenditure Modeling

Infrastructure Requests for Proposal (RFPs) and Analysis

Infrastructure Contract Negotiation

Technical and Financial Support in Obtaining Vendor and Equity Financing
Interconnect Contract Negotiation

RF Network Design, Implementation and Optimization

Interconnect Network Design, Implementation and Optimization
Telephony Signaling (SS-7) and Vertical Systems Design and Implementation
Local Government Communication Systems

Project Management of Network Implementation

Expert Witness Zoning Testimony

License Tender/Bid Technical Support

(Please see Mr. Villecco’s and Mr. Stern’s resumes at the end of the report)

V-COMM, L.L.C. Page 1 of 16



NY172 Mount Kisco 4 Site

“er'zmwl Mount Kisco, NY
' August 17,2020

VERIZON WIRELESS EXISTING AND PROPOSED SITES IN AND
AROUND MOUNT KISCO

V-COMM has identified Verizon Wireless’ existing antenna support structures that provide coverage to
Town/Village of Mount Kisco. The structures are listed in Table 1 below and depicted in the attached Maps.

TABLE 1 - VERIZON WIRELESS EXISTING AND PROPOSED SITES IN AND AROUND
MOUNT KISCO, NY

Antenna
Cell No. Cell Name Address C/L in Ft.
i . . 180 S Bedford Road
Subject Site NY172 Mount Kisco 4 Mount Kisco 137
56 Bedford 3 1-684 & Route 172 127
Mount Kisco
174 North Armonk Baldwm\?oad At. Route 684 110.03
Mount Kisco
] 5 Green Lane
185 Mount Kisco 2 Bedford Hills 137.54
230 Bedford Fox Lane Bedford Fox Lane School 4921
Bedford
234 Readers Digest Eeaders Digest Road 50.91
Chappaqua
266 Mount Kisco 304 Lexingt on Averue 149
Mount Kisco
620 Armonk Road
313 Wampus Lake Mount Kisco 128.03
663 ) 45 East Main Street
(Proposed) Mount Kisco VZCO SNN Mount Kisco 97
900 ) 1 Mountain Ave
(Zoning Approved) Mount Kisco 3 Mount Kisco o4

Map 1 below depicts the surrounding sites with red dots, and the subject site is depicted with a blue dot.
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VERIZON WIRELESS SERVICE

RF Coverage Deficiency

V-COMM analyzed whether there was sufficient RF coverage and found that there was a significant gap in
coverage for Verizon Wireless in the 700 MHz and 2100 MHz frequency bands in the Town/Village of
Mount Kisco. Therefore, as in cases where the existing coverage in the 2100 MHz frequency band, or 700
MHz band, is not adequate, which is the case in this section of Mount Kisco, then a new wireless facility is
needed.

The subject site was identified as a suitable location for a wireless communications facility and it also met
Verizon Wireless’ coverage objectives in the Town/Village of Mount Kisco. The proposed NY 172 Mount
Kisco 4 site will be located on a proposed 140 foot Monopole located at 180 S Bedford Road in Mount
Kisco. Verizon Wireless proposes to install its antennas at a centerline of 137 feet Above Ground Level
(AGL). It is the minimum height needed to provide the capacity and coverage required by Verizon. The
height of the subject site places it above all of the vegetation in the targeted coverage area, increasing its
site’s capacity. Taking into account the coverage, capacity, and design requirements for a macrocell
network in this part of Mount Kisco, the proposed site proved to be a suitable location.

The propagation map is drawn showing the region where the Reference Signal Received Power (RSRP)
equates to the minimally acceptable received signal level for adequate service, as measured at the mobile’s
receiver. The RSRP of the surrounding environment includes the attenuation of In-Building and In-Vehicle
use of service. The minimally acceptable signal level for adequate 4G LTE service in suburban in-building
and in-vehicle usage is represented by the green shaded areas (-95 dBm or better).

The propagation map titled “Map 2 - Verizon Wireless Existing Sites Coverage at 700 MHz” depicts service
from the closest existing sites. The areas that lack the minimum in-building coverage include, Rippowam
Cisqua School, Unitarian Universalist Fellowship of Northern Westchester, and several homes along the
Route 172. There 1s also lack of reliable in-vehicle coverage on Route 172, Marsh Sanctuary Inc. — Park
along Route 172 between the existing Wireless sites Bedford 3 and Mount Kisco.

The existing coverage includes the Zoning Approved site Mount Kisco 3 as well as the proposed Small
Network Node site, Mount Kisco VZCO SNN. The Mount Kisco VZCO Site provides additional capacity
to the Verizon wireless network in the downtown commercial area of the Town/Village of Mount Kisco.
Mount Kisco 3 site is located on the tower at Mountain Avenue in Mount Kisco and will cover portions of
the village in the direction of Saw Mill Parkway and Guard Hill Road.

The propagation map titled “Map 3 - Verizon Wireless Coverage with “NY 172 Mount Kisco 4” Site at 700
MHz” depicts the service from the closest existing sites along with coverage from the subject “NY172
Mount Kisco 4” site. The 700 MHz coverage from the proposed site combined with the existing sites will
provide the required coverage and more capacity in this area of Mount Kisco. It will also provide better in-
building coverage for facilities like CareMount Medical Mount Kisco Office and the necessary coverage
on Route 172. Where there 1s inadequate signal coverage between the sites, an increased and unacceptable
likelihood of dropped calls, missed calls, lost data and data connectivity will occur. S Bedford Road within
the Mt Kisco Town has an average traffic volume of 7,311 vehicles travelling in a week’.

! Department of Public Works (DPW) Traffic Counts provided for Westchester County Municipalities.
https://publicworks.westchestergov.com/road-information/traffic-counts
V-COMM, L.L.C. Page 4 of 16
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As the antenna center line (ACL) descends from the proposed 137 feet, it enters into a range where clutter
becomes an increasingly problematic factor. Examples of clutter are trees, houses, buildings, soil, and other
physical objects on the ground. Clutter attenuates or weakens and disperses, the RF energy necessary for
wireless telecommunications.

The propagation map titled “Map 4 - Verizon Wireless Existing Sites Coverage at 2100 MHz” depicts
service from the closest existing sites. The area of gap includes several residence, Route 172, S Bedford Rd
near CareMount Medical Mount Kisco Office and The Ambulatory Surgery Center of Westchester -
Surgical center, CVS pharmacy near the Route 172 and Route 117 intersection.

The propagation map titled “Map 5 - Verizon Wireless Coverage with “NY 172 Mount Kisco 4” Site at
2100 MHz" depicts the service from the closest existing sites along with coverage from the subject “NY 172
Mount Kisco 4” site. The high band provides the additional coverage and capacity needed in this area along
with excellent in-building coverage for the residences and commercial buildings within the coverage gap
area shown in Map 5. The high band frequency, 2100 MHz band, does not propagate as far, but provides
important additional capacity to the broader low band coverage provided at 700 MHz band.

The Proposed Facility is the minimum height to provide the necessary coverage to remedy the significant
gap in service and to provide for collocation and avoid the proliferation of additional towers.”

V-COMM, L.L.C. Page 5 of 16
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ALTERNATIVE LOCATIONS

The subject site was identified as a suitable location for a wireless communications facility and it also met
Verizon Wireless’ coverage objectives. A thorough review was conducted to determine whether there were
any existing structures of suitable height upon which Verizon Wireless could mount its antennas. A review
of the surrounding area reveals absence of existing tall structures, towers, or water tanks that meet all the
requirements for a wireless facility.

A review was conducted to see if a site within the Overlay District will be an alternate location to the
proposed. The overlay district is approximately 5,500 feet away from the proposed location and is outside
of the coverage gap area, therefore it will not provide the required coverage to this intended area for this
proposed site. Map titled “Map 6 — Existing and Proposed Verizon Wireless Facilities Overlaid on Zoning
District Map” depicts the location of the proposed and existing facilities over the Zoning district Map.

V-COMM, L.L.C. Page 10 of 16
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CONCLUSIONS

V-COMM reviewed the materials provided by Verizon Wireless and prepared an analysis of the existing
cell sites and their respective RF coverage. With the existing sites, there is a significant gap in coverage
which restricts Verizon Wireless customers from originating, maintaining or receiving calls from the
“Public Switched Telephone Network™ for VoLTE calls. It is our expert opinion that Verizon Wireless’
subject site at the property located at 180 S Bedford Road in Mount Kisco, NY, will satisfy the coverage
requirements of Verizon Wireless and its subscribers in this portion of Mount Kisco.

In addition, V-COMM has reviewed the overall system plan for Verizon Wireless in the Town/Village of
Mount Kisco and finds that the plan is sound and consistent with industry standards and practices.

Ilrl ” AN
l S
.. _ /7,
Llsne e @ Wwé.g

Dominic C. Villecco 8/17/2020
President, V-COMM, L.L.C.

7M@ K St

David K. Stern 8/17/2020
Vice President, V-COMM, L.L.C.

Mr. Longo has reviewed the V-COMM, L.L.C. report for NY172 Mount Kisco 4 and concurs with the
report conclusions
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Dominic C. Villecco
President and Founder
V-COMM, L.L.C.

Dominic Villecco, President and founder of V-COMM, is a pioneer in wireless telecommunications
engineering, with 36 years of executive-level experience and various engineering management positions
previously. Under his leadership, V-COMM has grown from a start-up venture in 1996 to a highly respected
full-service consulting telecommunications engineering firm.

In managing V-COMM’s growth, Mr. Villecco has overseen expansion of the company’s portfolio of
consulting services, which today include a full range of RF and Network support, network design tools,
measurement hardware, and database services as well as time-critical engineering-related services such as
business planning, zoning hearing expert witness testimony, regulatory advisory assistance, and project
management.

Before forming V-COMM, Mr. Villecco spent 10 years with Comcast Corporation, where he held
management positions of increasing responsibility, his last being Vice President of Wireless Engineering
for Comcast International Holdings, Inc. Focusing on the international marketplace, Mr. Villecco helped
develop various technical and business requirements for directing Comcast’s worldwide wireless venture
utilizing current and emerging technologies (GSM, PCN, ESMR, paging, etc.).

Previously he was Vice President of Engineering and Operations for Comcast Cellular Communications,
Inc. His responsibilities included overall system design, construction and operation, capital budget
preparation and execution, interconnection negotiations, vendor contract negotiations, major account
interface, new product implementation, and cellular market acquisition. Following Comcast’s acquisition
of Metrophone, Mr. Villecco successfully merged the two technical departments and managed the
combined department of 140 engineers and support personnel.

Mr. Villecco served as Director of Engineering for American Cellular Network Corporation (AMCELL),
where he managed all system implementation and engineering design issues. He was responsible for
activating the first cellular system in the world utilizing proprietary automatic call delivery software
between independent carriers in Wilmington, Delaware. He also had responsibility for filing all FCC and
FAA applications for AMCELL before it was acquired by Comcast.

Prior to joining AMCELL, Mr. Villecco worked as a staff engineer at Sherman and Beverage (S&B), a
broadcast consulting firm. He designed FM radio station broadcasting systems and studio-transmitter link
systems, performed AM field studies and interference analysis and TV interference analysis, and helped
build a sophisticated six-tower arrangement for a AM antenna phasing system. He also designed and wrote
software to perform FM radio station allocations pursuant to FCC Rules Part 73.

Mr. Villecco started his career in telecommunications engineering as a wireless engineering consultant at
Jubon Engineering, where he was responsible for the design of cellular systems, both domestic and
international, radio paging systems, microwave radio systems, two-way radio systems, microwave
multipoint distribution systems, and simulcast radio link systems, including the drafting of all FCC and
FAA applications for these systems.

Mr. Villecco has a BSEE from Drexel University, in Philadelphia, and is an active member of IEEE. Mr.
Villecco also serves as the Vice Chairman of the Advisory Council to the Drexel University Electrical and
Computer Engineering (ECE) Department.

V-COMM, L.L.C. Page 13 of 16
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Relevant Expert Witness Testimony Experience

Over the past twenty years, Mr. Villecco had been previously qualified and provided expert witness
testimony in the following venues:

TELECOMMUNICATIONS ENGINEERING

Expert Witness Zoning Testimony

¢ Avalon Borough, NJ o Hanover, NJ e New Providence, NJ

e Belleville, NJ e Hardyston Township, NJ ¢ N. Caldwell Township, NJ

e Belmar, NJ e Harrington Park, NJ e Orange, NJ

e Berkeley Heights ¢ Helmetta, NJ ¢ Plainfield, NJ
Township, NJ e Hempstead, NY e Princeton Township, NJ

¢ Bernards Township, NJ e Highland Park, NJ e Reading Township, NJ

e Bernardsville, NJ s Hoboken, NJ e Ridgefield, NJ

e Branchburg, NJ ¢ Holmdel Township, NJ e Rochelle Park, NJ

e Bridgewater Township, NJ e Hopewell Borough, NJ e Rutherford, NJ

e Brielle, NJ o  Hopewell Township, NJ ¢ Saddle Brook Township, NJ

e Bushkill Township, PA ¢ Howell Township, NJ e Sayreville, NJ

¢ Colts Neck Township, NJ e Jackson Township, NJ ¢  Somers Point, NJ

e  Cranbury Township, NJ e Jersey City, NJ e Somerville, NJ

e Cresskill, NJ o Keamy, NJ e  South Brunswick, NJ

e Cross Village / Emmett ¢ Kingston, NJ e South Coventry Twp., PA
County, MI e Lawrence Township, NJ e South Plainfield, NJ

e  Cumru Township, PA o Little Egg Harbor Twp,,NJ e  Stone Harbor, NJ

e Exeter Township, PA e Little Silver Borough, NJ o Tenafly, NJ

¢ Fair Haven, NJ e Long Valley, NJ e Upper Allen Township, PA

e Fanwood Borough, NJ e Lower Alsace Twp., PA ¢ Upper Freehold, NJ

e Franklin, NJ e Middletown Township, NJ e Wall Township, NJ

e Freehold, NJ e Millstone Township, NJ e Wallington, NJ

e Garfield, NJ e Morris Township, NJ e Wantage Township, NJ

* Glen Gardner, NJ e Neptune Township, NJ »  Washington Township, NJ

¢ Glen Rock, NJ e Newark, NJ e Wayne Township, NJ

¢ Hampton Borough, NJ e New Castle County, DE e Weehawken Township, NJ

United States Bankruptcy Court

Nextwave Personal Communications, Inc. vs. Federal Communications Commission (FCC)*

Pocket Communications, Inc. vs. Federal Communications Commission (FCC)*

*In these cases, Mr. Villecco was retained by the FCC and the Department of Justice as a technical
expert on their behalf, pertaining to matters of wireless network design, optimization and operation

V-COMM, L.L.C.
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David K. Stern
Vice President and Co-Founder
V-COMM, L.L.C.

David Stern, Vice President and co-founder of V-COMM, has 35 years of hands-on operational and
business experience in telecommunications engineering. While at V-COMM, Mr. Stern oversaw the design
and implementation of several major Wireless markets in the Northeast United States, including T-Mobile
- New York, Verizon Wireless, Unitel Cellular, West Virginia Wireless, South Canaan Cellular and
Conestoga Wireless. In his position as Vice President, he has testified at a number of Zoning and Planning
Boards in New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, West Virginia and Michigan, and qualified as an Expert

Witness in US Federal District Court and Ocean County Superior Court, including:

Bayonne, NJ

Berkeley Township, NJ
Brick, NJ

Bridgewater Township, NJ
Byram Township, NJ
Carteret, NJ

Cedar Grove, NJ
Charlevoix, MI
Charleston, WV
Chatham Borough, NJ
Chatham Township, NJ
Clinton Township, NJ
Cranford, NJ

Dumont, NJ

East Brunswick, NJ
East Hempfield, PA
Edgewater, NJ

Edison, NJ

Elizabeth, NJ
Elmwood Park, NJ
Englewood Cliffs, NJ
Fairfield, NJ

Fairlawn, NJ

Fanwood, NJ

Fort Lee, NJ

Franklin Township, NJ
Freehold Township, NJ
Galloway Township, NJ
Hackensack, NJ
Haledon, NJ

Hazlet, NJ

Hempstead, NY
Highland Park, NJ
Hillsborough Township, NJ
Hoboken, NJ

Holmdel, NJ

V-COMM, L.L.C.

Hopatcong, NJ
Hopewell Township, NJ
Howell Township, NJ
Huntington, NY

Jackson Township, NJ
Jersey City, NJ

Keyport, NJ

Kingwood Township, NJ
Lakewood, NJ
Lancaster, PA

Lawrence Township, NJ
Little Egg Harbor, NJ
Livingston, NJ

Lodi, NJ

Long Branch, NJ

Long Hill Township, NJ
Lyndhurst, NJ
Manchester Township, PA
Manheim Township, PA
Manalapan Township, NJ
Marlboro Township, NJ
Millstone Township, NJ
Monroe Township, NJ
Montgomery Township, NJ
Montville Township, NJ
Morris Township, NJ
Mount Freedom, NJ
Neptune, NJ

Newark, NJ

New Brunswick, NJ
New Holland, PA
Newton, NJ

North Bergen, NJ

North Brunswick, NJ
Nutley, NJ

QOakland, NJ

Old Bridge, NJ

Old Tappan, NJ
Paramus, NJ
Parsippany/Troy Hills, NJ
Patterson, NJ
Peapack/Gladstone, NJ
Perth Amboy, NJ
Plainsboro, NJ
Piscataway, NJ
Randolph Township, NJ
Red Bank, NJ
Rochelle Park, NJ
Rockleigh, NJ
Sayreville, NJ
Shrewsbury, NJ

South Plainfield, NJ
South Brunswick, NJ
Stafford Township, NJ
Teaneck, NJ

Tenafly, NJ
Tewksbury, NJ
Trenton, NJ

Union, NJ

Union City, NJ
Vernon, NJ

Wall Township, NJ
Wantage Township, NJ
Washington Township, NJ
Wayne, NJ

West Caldwell, NJ
West Milford, NJ

West New York, NJ
West Orange, NJ
Woodbridge, NJ
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Mr. Stern has a formidable background in wireless technologies including CDMA, EVDO, LTE, GSM,
EDGE, 3G, TDMA, Project 25, and Wi-Fi. As an expert witness, David represented major wireless carriers,
which aided in the expansion of their networks. One of his major accomplishments at V-COMM was the
design and project management for Madison, NJ’s Public Safety Communication Center. David was also a
key in New York City’s first PCS network launch. He is a member of APCO Region 8 and Region 28
Regional Planning Committees, and is dedicated to creating standards for 700 MHz Public Safety and
Commercial Wireless deployments.

Prior to joining V-COMM, Mr. Stern spent seven years with Comcast Cellular Communications, Inc.,
where he held several engineering management positions. As Director of Strategic Projects, he was
responsible for all technical aspects of Comcast’s wireless data business, including implementation of the
CDPD Cellular Packet Data network. He also was responsible for bringing into commercial service the
Cellular Data Gateway, a circuit switched data solution.

Also, Mr. Stern was the Director of Wireless System Engineering, charged with evaluating new digital
technologies, including TDMA and CDMA, for possible adoption. He represented Comcast on several
industry committees pertaining to CDMA digital cellular technology and served on the Technology
Committee of a wireless company on behalf of Comcast. He helped to direct Comcast’s participation in the
A- and B-block PCS auctions and won high praise for his recommendations regarding the company’s
technology deployment in the PCS markets.

At the beginning of his tenure with Comcast, Mr. Stern was Director of Engineering at Comcast, managing
a staff of 40 technical personnel. He had overall responsibility for a network that included 250 cell sites,
three Switching offices, four Motorola EMX-2500 switches, IS-41 connections, SS-7 interconnection to
NACN, and a fiber optic and microwave “disaster-resistant” interconnect network.

Mr. Stern began his career at Motorola as a Cellular Systems Engineer, where he developed his skills in RF
engineering, frequency planning, and site acquisition activities. His promotion to Program
Manager-Northeast for the rapidly growing New York, New Jersey, and Philadelphia markets gave him the
responsibility for coordinating all activities and communications with Motorola’s cellular infrastructure
customers. He directed contract preparations, equipment orders and deliveries, project implementation
schedules, and engineering support services.

Mr. Stern earned a BSEE from the University of Illinois, in Urbana, and is a member of IEEE.
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Honorable Chairman Hertz and
Members of the Planning Board
Village of Mt Kisco

104 Main St

Mount Kisco, NY 10549

RE: Alternate Site Report

Hon. Chairman Hertz and Members of the Planning Board:

I am the Regional Manager for Homeland Towers, LLC. | was responsible for identifying a
suitable location for a telecommunications facility that would remedy Verizon Wireless’ significant
gap in reliable wireless service throughout this area of Mount Kisco specifically in this area of
downtown Mt Kisco, Route 117 and along Route 172 and adjoining commercial and residential
areas.

In consultation with Verizon Wireless based on coverage needs in the area, | began exploring
the area for a facility location taking into account the Village’s Zoning Code, collocation
opportunities, land uses, potential environmental impacts, leasing and construction feasibility.

Zoning code Section 110-27.1 establishes an Overlay District (see Exhibit A) for Personal Wireless
Service Facilities (“Overlay District)” and states as follows:

A. Purpose and intent. The Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District is an overlay
district intended to provide a suitable choice of locations for establishment, construction
and maintenance of personal wireless service facilities.

B. Permitted uses. Except as specified in § 110-27H (Special permits for sites outside the
Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District), all new personal wireless service
facilities, and all additions and/or modifications to currently existing personal wireless
service facilities, shall be allowed only in the Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay
District and only pursuant to a special permit issued by the Planning Board in accordance
with the criteria set forth in this section and in § 110-46 of the Zoning Law.

Zoning code Section 110-27.1 E states as follows: Criteria for special permit applications.
Applicants for special permits for establishment or construction of personal wireless service
facilities shall meet all of the following criteria:
(1) Necessity. The proposed personal wireless service facility is required to
provide service to locations which the applicant is not able to serve with existing facilities
which are located within and outside the Village, by colocation and otherwise.

9 Harmony Street, Second Floor > Danbury >» (T > 06810 > www.homelandtowers.us
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{2) Colocation. The colocation of existing personal wireless service facilities only
within the Personal Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District shall be strongly preferred
to the construction of new personal wireless service facilities. If a new site for a personal
wireless service facility is proposed, the applicant shall submit a report setting forth in
detail an inventory of existing personal wireless service facilities within the Personal
Wireless Service Facilities Overlay District which are within a reasonable distance from
the proposed facility with respect to coverage, an inventory of existing personal wireless
service facilities in other municipalities which can be utilized or modified in order to
provide coverage to the locations the applicant is seeking to serve and a report on the
possibilities and opportunities for colocation as an alternative to a new site. The
applicant must demonstrate that the proposed personal wireless service facility cannot
be accommodated on an existing facility within the Personal Wireless Service Facilities
Overlay District or on an existing facility in another municipality due to one or more of
the following reasons.

First, | performed a series of field visits to determine if there are any existing “personal wireless
service facilities” in the Overlay District that would be suitable for co-location and that would provide
adequate coverage for the service gap and found the following existing facilities. (see Exhibit A,

existing site location map)

1. Inthe Overlay District, about 1.3 miles west of the proposed site at 304 Lexington Ave,
Mt Kisco, is an approximately 150 tall tower. Verizon Wireless already has antennas on
this tower and has determined that this site does not provide adequate coverage to the
service gap area. Please see the RF Report prepared by V-Comm Telecommunications
Engineers as part of this application.

Second, not having been able to find an existing facility in the Overlay District | tried to find an
existing facility outside the Overlay District and / or other municipality that would be suitable for co-
location and that would provide adequate coverage for the service gap and found the following
existing facilities: (see Exhibit A, existing site location map)

2. Outside the Overlay District about 1.6 miles north west of the proposed site, at 1
Mountain Rd, Mt Kisco is an approximately 100’ tall tower in the CD zone. Verizon
already has antennas at this tower and has determined that this site does not provide
adequate coverage to the service gap area. Please see the RF Report prepared by V-
Comm Telecommunications Engineers as part of this application.

3. Inan adjacent municipality, about 1.4 miles to the east of the proposed site at the Park &
Ride, I-684 and Rte 172, Bedford is an approximately 150’ tower. Verizon Wireless
already has antennas at this tower and has determined that this site does not provide
adequate coverage to the service gap area. Please see the RF Report prepared by V-
Comm Telecommunications Engineers as part of this application.

9 Harmony Street, Second Floor » Danbury » CT » 06810 » www.homelandtowers.us
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4. In an adjacent municipality, about 0.75 miles to the north east of the proposed site at
Guard Hill Park, Guard Hill Rd, Bedford, NY is an approximately 100’ tower owned by
Westchester County and Town of Bedford Emergency Communications Services. During
the period of November 2018 to March 2019 Homeland Towers worked with the
stakeholders and offered to re-enforce and rebuild this tower at its sole cost so that it
could be available for private communications carriers to co-locate. This offer was not
accepted.

Based on my findings there are no existing “personal wireless service facilities” in the Overlay District
or another municipality suitable for colocation that would also meet the coverage objective.

Third, | determined that in order to meet the coverage objective for the service gap, a new wireless
service facility would have to be built and that due to the location and vicinity of the existing
wireless service facility at 304 Lexington Ave, the elevation and topographic conditions a new
personal wireless service facility within the Overlay District could not provide coverage to the
existing service gap. Please see the RF Report prepared by V-Comm Telecommunications Engineers
as part of this application.

In accordance to Code Section 110-27.1 E 1 & 2 above and considering the existing facility locations,
coverage objective, environmental impact, constructability and setback requirements, | evaluated
and sent lease proposals to the following properties: (see Exhibit B for property location map and
Exhibit C for copies of the proposal letters)

1. Leonard Park, Main St, Mt Kisco, Parcels 80.66-1-1, 80.65-2-1 and 80.64-2-6. A proposal
letter was sent by certified mail on 11/29/17 to the owner at Village of Mt Kisco, 104
Main St. Mount Kisco, NY 10594, Attn: Ed Brancati, Village Manager. These are Village of
Mt Kisco owned properties. In follow up discussions with the Village it was determined
to provide extensive due diligence materials, including visual analysis for Rolling Ridge Ct
parcel 80.67-3-2.2, to help with the evaluations of these locations. In a public Village
Board meeting on 11/19/18 the Village Trustees voted against our proposals.

2. Laurel Dr, Mt Kisco, Parcel 80.42-4-3. A proposal letter was sent by certified mail on
11/29/17 to the owner at Boys & Girls Club Northern Westchester, 351 E Main St, Mt
Kisco, NY 10549, Attn: Alyzza C Ozer, CEOQ. We did receive an initial response, but the
owner was subsequently not interested in our proposal.

3. 12 Mclain St, Bedford, NY Parcel 82.12-1-4. A proposal letter was sent by certified mail on
11/29/17 to the owner at Northern Westchester Professional Park i, 18 Black Swan Ct,
Brookfield, CT 06804. We did not receive a response to our proposal.

4. 28 Mclain St, Bedford, NY Parcel 82.12-1-3. A proposal letter was sent by certified mail on
11/29/17 to the owner at MclLean Street Associates, LLC, 485 Commerce St, Hawthorne,
NY 10532. We did not receive a response to our proposal.
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HOMELAND TOWERS
103-105 South Bedford Rd, Mt Kisco, Parcel 82.12-1-5. A proposal letter was sent by

certified mail on 11/29/17 to the owner at HMOB of Mt Kisco Owner LLC, 85 Harristown
Rd, Glen Rock, NJ 07652 We did not receive a response to our proposal.

Glassbury Court, Mt Kisco, Parcel 80.42-3-1.4. A proposal letter was sent by certified mail
on 11/29/17 to the owner at Woodcrest at Leonard Park HOA, c¢/o McGrath
Management Services, 444D Old Post Rd, Bedford, NY 10506, Attn: Greg Lewis, Manager
We did not receive a response to our proposal.

421 Main St, Mt Kisco, Parcel 80.50-4-3. A proposal letter was sent by certified mail on
2/13/19 to the owner at Roemer Betty, Roemer Stefanie, ¢/o CVS Health # 1997-01, 1
CVS Dr, Woosocket, RI 02895 We did not receive a response to our proposal.

34 S Bedford Rd, Mt Kisco, Parcel 80.50-4-2. A proposal letter was sent by certified mail
on 2/13/19 to the owner at IPERS 34 S Bedford Rd. Inc, ¢/o Ryan LLC Tax Compliance
Dept 207, PO Box 4900, Scottsdale, AZ 85261-4900. We did not receive a response to
our proposal.

540 Main St, Mt Kisco, Parcel 80.57-4-5. A proposal letter was sent by certified mail on
2/13/19 to the owner at Nicholas David, PO Box 770, Mahopac, NY 10541. We did not

receive a response to our proposal.

489 Main St, Mt Kisco, Parcel 80.57-3-2. A proposal letter was sent by certified mail on

2/13/19 to the owner at Friendly Silverman Holding Corp, c/o Silverman Realty Group,
237 Mamaroneck Ave, White Plains, NY 10605-1319. We did not receive a response to

our proposal.

506 Main St, Mt Kisco, Parcel 80.57-2-11. A proposal letter was sent by certified mail on
2/13/19 to the owner at 506 Main Street LLC, c/o Larstrand Corporation, 500 Park Ave,
11th Floor, New York, NY 10022 We did not receive a response to our proposal.

90 & 110 S Bedford Rd, Mt Kisco, Parcels 80.50-3-1 & 80.51-1-1. A proposal was
submitted to Diamond Properties, Leasing Manager for the owner HP Mt Kisco 90 & 110
LLC and 100 South Bedford LLC in 4/19 by telephone & email. While there was initial
tentative interest, the owner decided not to pursue our proposal.

100 S Bedford Rd, Mt Kisco, Parcel 80.50-3-3 A proposal was submitted to Diamond
Properties, Leasing Manager for the owner 100 South Bedford LLC in 4/19 by telephone
& email. While there was initial tentative interest, the owner decided not to pursue our

proposal.

180 S Bedford Rd, Mount Kisco, Parcel 80.44-1-1. A proposal letter was sent by certified
mail on 2/13/19 to the owner at Skull Island Partners, LLC c¢/o David Seldin, 1571
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Oceanview Dr., Tierra Verde, FL 33715-2538. This property is subject of the proposed
wireless services facility.

The only property that was interested in leasing space and that also provides coverage for the
Verizon Wireless service gap, is the proposed site.

Having identified a leasable property that also meets the coverage objectives, | evaluated the best
location on the property to mitigate the visual impact and also maximize the setback requirements
to residential dwellings, considering disturbance, environmental impact, constructability and
availability. The proposed location meets these criteria as the existing trees will shield the wireless
service facility and equipment compound from adjacent residential dwellings and along Route 172
through existing tree lines. Please see the Visual Assessment Report by Saratoga Associates as part
of this application.

Additionally, and in order to mitigate the visual impact we are proposing that the facility be
constructed using modern stealth tree technologies and antenna “socks” to maximize the
integration of the facility with the surrounding mature trees.

Finally, for all the reasons above and given the limitation of siting possibilities and the environmental
and visual impact the proposed facility would cause at another location on the property |
determined that the proposed location would be best suited for the proposed personal wireless
service facility.

Conclusion:

There are no existing “personal wireless service facilities” in or outside the Overlay District suitable
for colocation that would also meet the coverage objective. Moreover, the proposed location is the
only property interested in leasing space that also provides coverage for the service gap. Having
researched all potential siting locations as required and since this location is approved by Verizon
Wireless, Homeland Towers, LLC entered into an agreement with the property owner and is seeking
approval for the facility.

Based on its location and the surrounding area, including the Zoning Code requirements, the
proposed site is the most suitable and least intrusive to remedy Verizon Wireless’ significant gap in

service.

Respectfully,

Rbans Wemmer

Klaus Wimmer
Regional Manager
Homeland Towers, LLC.
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Exhibit A

Existing personal wireless service facilities suitable for co-location
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1. Existing Site at 304 Lexington Ave, Mt Kisco in Overlay District
2. Existing site at 1 Mountain Rd, Mt Kisco in CD zone
3. Existing site at Park & Ride 1-684 & Rte 172, Bedford, 1.4 miles east
4. Existing site at Guard Hill Park, Guard Hill Rd, Bedford, 0.75 miles north east
5. Proposed Site in CD zone
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Exhibit B

Location map of properties contacted with proposals
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Exhibit C

Copy of proposal letters
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November 29, 2017

Via Certified Mail

Village of Mt Kisco

Attn: Ed Brancati, Village Manager
104 Main St

Mt. Kisco, NY 10594

Re: Homeland Towers Wireless Facility Proposal NY172 Mt Kisco
Main St, Mt Kisco, NY 80.66-1-1
583 Main St, Mt Kisco, NY 80.65-2-1
634 Main St, Mt Kisco, NY 80.64-2-6

Dear Mr. Brancati,

This proposal letter is being sent to your attention in hopes that the Village will be interested in leasing a small portion
of one of its properties for the purpose of a wireless facility. Homeland Towers has identified these properties-as
potential wireless siting solutions that will create an additional revenue stream for the Village. In addition to enhanced
cellular coverage in the area, the proposed facility will provide critical infrastructure for public safety in this area of Mt.

Kisco.

The principals of Homeland Towers have a combined 40 years of experience providing wireless solutions utilized by
AT&T, Verizon, Sprint and T-Mobile throughout the Northeast. Homeland Towers maintains a proven track record of
partnering with Municipalities, Private Landlords, and Organizations to maximize the value of their property. Our
expertise in real estate, zoning administration, construction and site management provides a fluid process that will

benefit the Village.

All project costs associated with our proposal, including municipal and state approvals along with construction costs
are at the sole expense of Homeland Towers. Once construction is complete, we take full responsibility for managing
the site and coordinating its use by telecommunications providers,

Please contact me at your earliest convenience to discuss the above proposal. |look forward to speaking with you.

Sincerely,

Klaus Wimmer
203-297-6345

cell# 201-289-6750
kw@homelandtowers.us
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November 29, 2017

Via Certified Mail

Northern Westchester Professional Park Ii
18 Black Swan Ct,

Brookfield, CT 06804

Re: Homeland Towers Wireless Facility Proposal (Parcel ID# 82.12-1-4) NY172 Mt Kisco

Dear Sir/Madam,

This proposal letter is being sent to your attention in hopes that you will be interested in leasing a small portion of your
property located at 12 Mc Lean Street, Mt. Kisco for the purpose of a wireless facility. Homeland Towers has identified
this property as a potential wireless siting solution that will create an additional revenue stream for your organization.
In addition to enhanced cellular coverage in the area and along Mc Lean Street, the proposed facility will provide
critical infrastructure for public safety in this area of Mt. Kisco.

The principals of Homeland Towers have a combined 40 years of experience providing wireless solutions utilized by
AT&T, Vetizon, Sprint and T-Mobile throughout the Northeast. Homeland Towers mairitains a proven track record of
partnering with Municipalities, Private Landlords, and Organizations to maximize the value of their property. Our
expertise in real estate, zoning administration, construction and site management provides a fluid process that will
benefit your organization.

All project costs associated with our proposal, including municipal and state approvals along with construction costs
are at the sole expense of Homeland Towers. Once construction is complete, we take full responsibility for managing
the site and coordinating its use by telecommunications providers.

Please contact me at your earliest convenience to discuss the above proposal. 1look forward to speaking with you.

Sincerely,

aus Wimmer
203-297-6345

celllf 201-289-6750
kw@homelandtowers.us
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November 29, 2017

Via Certified Mail

McLean Street Associates, LLC
485 Commerce St
Hawthorne, NY 10532

Re: Homeland Towers Wireless Facility Proposal {Parcel ID# 82.12-1-3) NY172 Mt Kisco

Dear Sir/Madaim,

This proposal letter is being sent to your attention in hopes that you will be interested in leasing a small portion of your
property located at 28 Mc Lean Street, Mt. Kisco for the purpose of a wireless facility. Homeland Towers has identified
this property as a potential wireless siting solution that will create an additional revenue stream for your organization.
In addition to enhanced cellular coverage in the area and along Mc Lean Street, the proposed facility will provide
critical infrastructure for public safety in this area of M. Kisco.

The principals of Homeland Towers have a combined 40 years of experience providing wireless solutions utilized by
AT&T, Verizon, Sprint and T-Mobile throughout the Northeast. Homeland Towers maintains a proven track record of
partnering with Municipalities, Private Landlords, and Organizations to maximize the value of their property. Our
expertise in real estate, zoning administration, construction and site management provides a fluid process that will
benefit your ofganization.

All project costs associated with our proposal, including municipal and state approvals along with construction costs
are at the sole expense of Homeland Towers. Once construction is complete, we take full responsibility for managing
the site and coordinating its use by telecommunications providers.

Please contact me at your earliest convenience to discuss the above proposal. 1 look forward to speaking with you.

Sincerely,

g
Klaus Wimmer
203-297-6345

cell# 201-289-6750
kw@homelandtowers.us
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November 29, 2017

Via Certified Mail

HMOB of Mt Kisco Owner LLC
85 Harristown Rd

Glen Rock, NJ 07652

Re: Homeland Towers Wireless Facility Proposal (Parcel ID# 82.12-1-5) NY172 Mt Kisco

Dear Sir/Madam,

This proposal letter is being sent to your attention in hopes that you will be interested in leasing a small portion of your
property located at 103-105 South Bedford Rd, Mt. Kisco for the purpose of a wireless facility. Homeland Towers has
identified this property as a potential wireless siting solution that will create an additional revenue stream for your
organization. In addition to enhanced cellular coverage in the area and along South Bedford Rd, the proposed facility
will provide critical infrastructure for public safety in this area of Mt. Kisco.

The principals of Homeland Towers have a combined 40 years of experience providing wireless solutions utilized by
AT&T, Verizon, Sprint and T-Mobile throughout the Northeast. Homeland Towers maintains a proven track record of
partnering with Municipalities, Private Landlords, and Organizations to maximize the value of their property. Our
expertise in real estate, zoning administration, construction and site management provides a-fluid process that will
benefit your organization.

All project costs associated with our proposal, including municipal and state approvals along with construction costs
are at the sole expense of Homeland Towers. Once construction is complete, we take full responsibility for managing
the site and coordinating its use by telecommunications providers.

Please contact me at your earliest convenience to discuss the above proposal. 1look forward to speaking with you.

Sincerely,

Klaus Wimmer
203-297-6345

celif# 201-289-6750
kw@homelandtowers.us
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November 29, 2017

Via Certified Mail

Boys & Girls Club Northern Westchester
Attn: Alyzza C Ozer, CEO

351 E Main Street

Mt. Kisco, NY 10549

Re: Homeland Towers Wireless Facility Proposal (Parcel ID# 80.42-4-3) NY172 Mt Kisco

Dear Ms. Ozer,

This proposal letter is being sent to your attention in hopes that you will be interested in leasing a small portion of your
property located at Laurel Drive, Mt. Kisco for the purpose of a wireless facility. Homeland Towers has identified this
property as a potential wireless siting solution that will create an additional revenue stream for your organization. In
addition to enhanced cellular coverage in the area and along Laurel Drive, the proposed facility will provide critical
infrastructure for public safety in this area of Mt. Kisco.

The principals of Homeland Towers have a combined 40 years of experience providing wireless solutions utilized by
ATET, Verizon, Sprint and T-Mobile throughout the Northeast. Homeland Towers maintains a proven track record of
partnering with Municipalities, Private Landlords, and Organizations to maximize the value of their property. Our
expertise in real estate, zoning administration, construction and site management provides a fluid process that will
benefit your organization.

All project costs associated with our proposal, including municipal and state approvals along with construction costs
are at the sole expense of Homeland Towers. Once construction is complete, we take full responsibility for managing
the site and coordinating its use by telecommunications providers.

Please contact me at your earliest convenience to discuss the above proposal. | look forward to speaking with you.

Sincerely,

/

4

Klaus Wimmer
203-297-6345

cell# 201-289-6750
kw@homelandtowers.us
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November 29, 2017

Via Certified Mail

Woodcrest at Leonard Park HOA
Attn: Greg Lewis, Manager

c/o McGrath Management Services
444D Old Post Rd

Bedford, NY 10506

Re: Homeland Towers Wireless Facility Proposal Glassbury Court (Parcel ID# 80.42-3-1.4) NY172 Mt Kisco

Dear Mr, Lewis,

This proposal letter is being sent to your attention in hopes that you will be interested in leasing a small portion of your
property located at Galssbury Court, Mt. Kisco-for the purpose of a wireless facility. Homeland Towers has idéntified
this property as a potential wireless siting solution that will create an additional revenue stream for your organization.
in addition to enhanced cellular coverage in the area and along Glassbury Court, the proposed facility will provide
critical infrastructure for public safety in this area of Mt. Kisco.

The principals of Homeland Towers have a combined 40 years of experienice providing wireless solutions utilized by
AT&T, Verizon, Sprint and T-Mobile throughout the Northeast. Homeland Towers maintains a proven track record of
partnering with Municipalities, Private Landlords, and Organizations to maximize the value of their property. Our
expertise in real estate, zoning administration, construction and site management provides a fluid process that will
benefit your organization.

All project costs associated with our proposal, including municipat and state approvals along with construction costs
are at the sole expense of Homeland Towers. Once construction is complete, we take full responsibility for managing
the site and coordinating its use by telecommunicatiofs providers.

Please contact me at your earliest convenience to discuss the above proposal. 1look forward to speaking with you.

Sincerely,

Klaus Wimmer
203-297-6345

cell# 201-289-6750
kw@homelandtowers.us

9 Harmony Street, 2 Floor » Danbury » CT » 06810 » 2032976345 » wwwhomelandtowers.us



=
HOMELAND TOWERS

February 13, 2019
Via Certified Mail

Betty Roemer, Stefanie Roemer
cfo CVS Health # 1997-01
1CVSDr

Woonsocket, RI 02895

Re: . Homeland Towers Wireless Facility Proposal 421 Main St, Mt Kisco {80.50-4-3) NY172 Mt. Kisco

Dear Ms. Betty and Ms. Stefanie Roemer:

This proposal letter is being sent to your attention in hopes that you will be interested in leasing a portion of your
property located at 421 Main St, Mt Kisco (80.50-4-3) for the purpose of a wireless facility. Homeland Towers has
identified this property as a potential wireless siting solution that will create an additional revenue stream for you. In
addition to enhanced cellular coverage to the area, the proposed facility will provide critical infrastructure for public
safety in this area of Mt. Kisco.

For the past 10 years, Homeland Towers has been successful in leasing, zoning and constructing sites throughout the
Northeast in an effort to provide coverage to our customers such as Verizon, AT&T, T-Mobile and Sprint. Homeland
Towers maintains a proven track record of partnering with Municipalities, Private Landlords, and Organizations to
maximize the value of their property. Our expertise in real estate, zoning administration, construction and site
management provides a fluid process that will benefit you.

All project costs associated with our proposal, including municipal and state approvais along with construction costs
are at the sole expense of Homeland Towers. Once construction is complete, we take full responsibility for managing
the site and coordinating its use by telecommunications providers.

Please contact me at your earliest convenience to discuss the above proposal. |look forward to speaking with you.

Sincerely,

//WQ(/UMMU/

Klaus Wimmer (/
Regional Manager
201-289-6750
kw@homelandtowers.us
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February 13, 2019
Via Certified Mail

IPERS 34 S Bedford Rd. Inc
¢/o Ryan LLC Tax Compliance
Dept 207

PO Box 4800

Scottsdale, AZ 85261-4900

Re: Homeland Towers Wireless Facility Proposal 34 S Bedford Rd, Mt Kisco
{80.50-4-2) NY172 Mt. Kisco

Dear Sir or Madam:

This proposal letter is being sent to your attention in hopes that you will be interested in leasing a portion of your
property located at 34 S Bedford Rd, Mt Kisco {80.50-4-2) for the purpose of a wireless facility. Homeland Towers has
identified this property as a potential wireless siting solution that will create an additional revenue stream for you. In
addition to enhanced cellular coverage to the area, the proposed facility will provide critical infrastructure for public
safety in this area of Mt. Kisco.

For the past 10 years, Homeland Towers has been successful in leasing, zoning and constructing sites throughout the
Northeast in an effort to provide coverage to our customers such as Verizon, AT&T, T-Mobile and Sprinit. Homeland
Towers maintains a proven track record of partnering with Municipalities, Private Landlords, and Organizations to
maximize the value of their property. Our expertise in real estate, zoning administration, construction and site
management provides a fluid process that will benefit you.

All project costs associated with our proposal, including municipal and state approvals along with construction costs
are at the sole expense of Homeland Towers. Once construction is complete, we take full responsibility for managing

the site and coordinating its use by telecommunications providers.

Please contact me at your earliest convenience to discuss the above proposal. |look forward to speaking with you.

Sincerely,

Regional Manager
201-289-6750
kw@homelandtowers.us
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February 13, 2019
Via Certified Mail

Nicholas David
PO Box 770
Mahopac, NY 10541

Re: Homeland Towers Wireless Facility Proposal 540 Main St, Mt Kisco (80.57-4-5) NY172 Mt. Kisco

Dear Mr. David:

This proposal letter is being sent to your attention in hopes that you will be interested in leasing a portion of your
property located at 540 Main St, Mt Kisco (80.57-4-5) for the purpose of a wireless facility. Homeland Towers has
identified this property as a potential wireless siting solution that will create an additional revenue stream for you. In
addition to enhanced cellular coverage to the area, the proposed facility will provide critical infrastructure for public

safety in this area of Mt. Kisco.

For the past 10 years, Homeland Towers has been successful in leasing, zoning and constructing sites throughout the
Northeast in an effort to provide coverage to our customers such as Verizon, AT&T, T-Mobile and Sprint. Homeland
Towers maintains a proven track record of partnering with Municipalities, Private Landlords, and Organizations to
maximize the value of their property. Our-expertise in real estate, zoning administration, construction and site
management provides a fluid process that will benefit you.

All project costs associated with our proposal, including municipal and state approvals along with construction costs
are at the sole expense of Homeland Towers. Once construction is complete, we take full responsibility for managing
the site and coordinating its use by telecommunications providers.

Please contact me at your earliest convenience to discuss the above proposal. |look forward to speaking with you.

Sincerely,

S (W /%{/

Klaus Wimmer

Regional Manager
201-289-6750
kw@homelandtowers.us
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February 13, 2019
Via Certified Mail

Friendly Silverman Holding Corp
¢/o Silverman Realty Group

237 Mamaroneck Ave

White Plains, NY 10605-1319

Re: Homeland Towers Wireless Facility Proposal 489 Main St, Mt Kisco (80.57-3-2) NY172 Mt. Kisco

Dear Sir or Madam:

This proposal letter is being sent to your attention in hopes that you will be interested in leasing a portion of your
property located at 489 Main St, Mt Kisca (80.57-3-2) for the purpose of a wireless facility. Homeland Towers has
identified this property as a potential wireless siting solution that will create an additional revenue stream for you. In
addition to enhanced cellular coverage to the area, the proposed facility will provide critical infrastructure for public

safety in this.area of Mt. Kisco.

For the past 10 years, Homeland Towers has been successful in leasing, zoning and constructing sites throughout the
Northeast in an effort to provide coverage to our customers such as Verizon, AT&T, T-Mobile and Sprint. Homeland
Towers maintains a proven track record of partnering with Municipalities, Private Landlords, and Organizations to
maximize the value of their property. Our expertise in real estate, zoning administration, construction and site
management provides a fluid process that will benefit you.

All project costs associated with our proposal, including municipal and state approvals along with construction costs
are at the sole expense of Homeland Towers. Once construction is complete, we take full responsibility for managing
the site and coordinating its use by telecommunications providers.

Please contact me at your earliest convenience to discuss the above proposal. |look forward to speaking with you.

Sincerely,

s\ e

Klaus Wimmer

Regional Manager
201-289-6750
kw@homelandtowers.us
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February 13, 2019
Via Certified Mail

506 Main Street LLC

¢/o Larstrand Corporation
500 Park Ave, 11th Floor
New York, NY 10022

Re: Homeland Towers Wireless Facility Proposal 506 Main St.{ 80.57-2-11) NY172 Mt. Kisco

Dear Sir or Madam:

This proposal letter is being sent to your attention in hopes that you will be interested in leasing a portion of your
property located at 506 Main St, Mt Kisco (80.57-2-11) for the purpose of a wireless facility. Homeland Towers has
identified this property as a potential wireless siting solution that will create an additional revenue stream for you. In
addition to enhanced cellular coverage to the area, the proposed facility will provide critical infrastructure for public
safety in this area of Mt. Kisco,

For the past 10 years, Homeland Towers has been successful in leasing, zoning and constructing sites throughout the
Northeast in an effort to provide coverage to our customers such as Verizon, AT&T, T-Mobile and Sprint. Homeland
Towers maintains a proven track record of partnering with Municipalities, Private Landlords, and Organizations to
maximize the value of their property. Our expertise in real estate, zoning administration, construction and site
management provides a fluid process that will benefit you.

All project costs associated with our proposal, including municipal and state approvals along with censtruction costs
are at the sole expense of Homeland Towers. Once construction is complete, we take full responsibility for managing
the site and coordinating its use by telecommunications providers.

Please contact me at your earliest convenience to discuss the above proposal. |look forward to speaking with you.

Sincerely,

" YA
g (U i

Klaus Wimmer

Regional Manager
201-289-6750
kw@homelandtowers.us
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February 13, 2019
Via Certified Mail

Skull Island Partners LLC

¢/o David Seldin

1571 Oceanview Dr.

Tierra Verde, FL 33715-2538

Re: Homeland Towers Wireless Facility Proposal 180 S Bedford Rd, Mount Kisco (Section Block Lot 80.44-1-1)
NY172 Mt. Kisco

Dear Mr. David Seldin:

This proposal letter is being sent to your attention in hopes that you will be interested in leasing a portion of your
property located at 180 S Bedford Rd, Mount Kisco {Section Block Lot 80.44-1-1) s for the purpose of a wireless facility.
Homeland Towers has identified this property as a potential wireless siting solution that will create an additional
revenue stream for you. In addition to enhanced cellular coverage to the area, the proposed facility will provide critical

infrastructure for public safety in this area of Mt. Kisco.

For the past 10 years, Homeland Towers has been successful in leasing, zoning and constructing sites throughout the
Northeast in an effort to provide coverage to our customers such as Verizon, AT&T, T-Mobile and Sprint. Homeland
Towers maintains a proven track record of partnering with Municipalities, Private Landlords, and QOrganizations to
maximize the value of their property. Our expertise in real estate, zoning administration, construction and site
management provides a fluid process that will benefit you.

All project costs associated with our proposal, including municipal and state approvals along with construction costs
are at the sole expense of Homeland Towers. Once construction is complete, we take full responsibility for managing

the site and coordinating its use by telecommunications providers.

Please contact me at your earliest convenience to discuss the above proposal. 1look forward to speaking with you.

Sincerely,
Hou S (g
oS i

Regional Manager
201-289-6750
kw@homelandtowers.us

9 Harmony Street, 2™ Floor > Danbury » CT > 06810 » 203-297-6345 » www.homelandtowers.us



ASSOCIATES

July 29, 2020

Honorable Chairman and Members of the Planning Board
Village of Mount Kisco

104 Main Street

Mount Kisco, New York 10549

Re: Visual Assessment
Proposed Wireless Telecommunications Facility
180 South Bedford Road

Dear Honorable Chairman and Planning Board Members:

Saratoga Associates is writing on behalf of Homeland Towers regarding a proposed
telecommunications tower and associated equipment at the above referenced address. Saratoga
Associates has been retained to address potential visual impacts associated with this project.

As you are aware, Homeland Towers has considered several potential locations within the Village
to remedy a known gap in wireless telecommunication service. Potential tower sites previously
considered are within Leonard Park (Parcel# 80.66-1-1) and the “Water Tank” site off of Rolling
Ridge Court (Parcel# 80.67-3-2.2). A balloon visibility test was conducted at each of these sites on
December 1, 2018 to assess the degree of potential tower visibility from the Rolling Ridge
residential neighborhood and the Marsh Sanctuary.

In response to community concerns over potential visual impact a tower located at either of these
locations Homeland Towers has identified an alternative site at 180 South Bedford Road (Parcel#
80.44-1-1) for consideration. This location was selected to take advantage of a wooded hill to the
immediate south of the tower position to screen the Facility from vantage points within the
Rolling Ridge residential neighborhood and Marsh Sanctuary. The attached viewshed map and
line-of-sight profiles identify the effectiveness of this hill as a visual screen. The viewshed map
and line-of-sight profiles account for all tree cumulative clearing created by the proposed SCS
Sarles Street Community Solar Farm as shown on that project’s site plan drawings dated June 9,
2020.
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Viewshed Analysis — A viewshed map was prepared to identify the geographic area within which
there is a relatively high probability that some portion of the proposed facility may be visible

above intervening landform, vegetation or built structures (refer to Figure 1).

Global Mapper 20.0 GIS software was used to generate viewshed areas based on publicly
available topographic and land cover datasets. Using Global Mapper's viewshed analysis tool, the
180 South Bedford Road proposed tower location and height (140 feet above ground level) were
input and a conservative offset of six feet was applied to account for the observer's eye level. The
resulting viewshed identifies grid cells with a direct line-of-sight to the tower high point would
exist. This viewshed analysis indicates that the intervening wooded hill will effectively screen
views of the 140-foot-tall tower from all areas within the Rolling Ridge residential neighborhood
and the Marsh Sanctuary.

Line of sight Profiles — To help visualize the results of the viewshed analysis line-of- sight profiles
were developed for six locations within the area of interest (refer to Figures 2-4),

Two profiles were developed representing views from trail locations within the Marsh Sanctuary.
Three profiles were developed representing views from locations with the Rolling Ridge
neighborhood. Study points were selected to represent highpoints or other exposed areas (e.g.,
locations where views might be expected) within the areas of interests. These profiles confirm
that the proposed 140-foot-tall tower will fall behind the wooded hill from each of these study
points.

An additional profile is provided to illustrate potential tower visibility from the adjacent
residential property at 2 Sarles Court. From this location the upper portion of the tower may be
visible though intervening deciduous branches and stems during winter leaf-off-season. Such
views will likely be substantially screened during summer leaf-on season.

This desktop viewshed and line-of-sight analysis demonstrates that a 140-foot-tall tower located
at 180 Bedford Road South will not be visible from vantage points within the Rolling Ridge
residential neighborhood and Marsh Sanctuary.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Matthew W. Allen, RLA
Principal
ASSOCIATES

Landscape Architects, Architects, Engineers, and Planners, P.C.
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ASSOCIATES

September 28, 2020

Honorable Chairman and Members of the Planning Board
Village of Mount Kisco

104 Main Street

Mount Kisco, New York 10549

Re: Visual Assessment
Proposed Wireless Telecommunications Facility
180 South Bedford Road

Dear Honorable Chairman and Planning Board Members:

Saratoga Associates is writing on behalf of Homeland Towers regarding a proposed
telecommunications tower and associated equipment at the above referenced address. Saratoga
Associates has been retained to address potential visual impacts associated with this project.

As you are aware, Homeland Towers and Verizon Wireless have considered several potential
locations within the Village to remedy a known gap in wireless telecommunication service.
Potential tower sites previously considered are within Leonard Park (Parcel# 80.66-1-1) and the
“Water Tank” site off of Rolling Ridge Court (Parcel# 80.67-3-2.2). Both of these parcels are owned
by the Village. A balloon visibility test was conducted at each of these sites on December 1, 2018
to assess the degree of potential tower visibility from the Rolling Ridge residential neighborhood
and the Marsh Sanctuary. The Village Board refused to lease space for the Facility at these
locations.

Homeland Towers and Verizon Wireless identified an alternative site at 180 South Bedford Road
(Parcel# 80.44-1-1) for consideration. This location was selected to take advantage of a wooded
hill to the immediate south of the tower position to screen the Facility from vantage points within
the Rolling Ridge residential neighborhood and Marsh Sanctuary. The attached viewshed map and
line-of-sight profiles identify the effectiveness of this hill as a visual screen. The viewshed map
and line-of-sight profiles account for all cumulative tree clearing created by the proposed SCS
Sarles Street Community Solar Farm as shown on that project’s site plan drawings dated
September 1, 2020.
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Page 2 of 6

Viewshed Analysis — A viewshed map was prepared to identify the geographic area within which
there is a relatively high probability that some portion of the proposed facility may be visible
above intervening landform, vegetation or built structures (refer to Figures 1 and 2).

Global Mapper 20.0 GIS software was used to generate viewshed areas based on publicly
available topographic and land cover datasets. Using Global Mapper's viewshed analysis tool, the
180 South Bedford Road proposed tower location and height (140 feet above ground level) were
input and a conservative offset of six feet was applied to account for the observer's eye level.

The screening effect of vegetation and built structures was incorporated by conservatively
allocating 50 feet in vertical height to forest areas and 25 feet to building footprints. Forested
areas and building footprints were removed from the viewshed result to account for affected
areas located within structures or densely wooded cover. Based on field observation, most trees
in forested portions of the study area are taller than 50 feet. This height therefore represents a
conservative estimate of the efficacy of vegetative screening.

The resulting viewshed identifies grid cells with a direct line-of-sight to the tower high point would
exist. This viewshed analysis indicates that the intervening wooded hill, even with potential
clearing within the proposed SCS Sarles Street Community Solar Farm, will effectively screen views
of the 140-foot-tall tower from all areas within the Rolling Ridge residential neighborhood and the
Marsh Sanctuary.

Line of sight Profiles — To help visualize the results of the viewshed analysis line-of- sight profiles

were developed for six locations within the area of interest {refer to Figures 3-5).

Two profiles were developed representing views from trail locations within the Marsh Sanctuary.
Three profiles were developed representing views from locations with the Rolling Ridge
neighborhood. Study points were selected to represent highpoints or other exposed areas (e.g.,
locations where views might be expected) within the areas of interests. These profiles confirm
that the proposed 140-foot-tall tower will fall behind the wooded hill from each of these study
points.

An additional profile is provided to illustrate potential tower visibility from the adjacent
residential property at 2 Sarles Court. From this location the upper portion of the tower may be
visible though intervening deciduous branches and stems during winter leaf-off-season. Such
views will likely be substantially screened during summer leaf-on season.

This desktop viewshed and line-of-sight analysis demonstrates that a 140-foot-tall tower located
at 180 Bedford Road South will not be visible from vantage points within the Rolling Ridge
residential neighborhood and Marsh Sanctuary.
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Balloon Visibility Test — As may be requested by the Village Planning Board a balloon visibility test
will be conducted to allow the general public and local decision-makers an opportunity to observe
the location and potential visibility of the Project. The balloon test will be publicly advertised and
will take place at a date and time (including rain dates) as directed by the Planning Board. During
the balloon test one 4-foot+ diameter red balloon will be raised to the top elevation of the
proposed tower. The horizontal location of the balloon will be as close to proposed tower center

as practicable considering the presence of dense overhead tree canopy in the area.

While the balloon is in the air an experienced visual analyst will drive public roads to inventory
those areas where potential Facility visibility is identified by viewshed mapping. Photographs will
be taken from locations determined in advance of the balloon test in consultation with the
Planning Board. Attached Figures 1 and 2 identify a number of recommended photo locations for
consideration by the Village Planning Board. Photos will also be taken from other publicly
accessible locations where the balloon visibility is identified.

Photo Simulations — Following the balloon visibility test photo simulations will be prepared to
depict the visual character of the proposed facility from key vantage points. Photo simulations will

be developed by superimposing a rendering of a three-dimensional computer model of the
proposed Facility into photograph taken during the balloon test. The three-dimensional computer
model will be developed using 3D Studio Max Design® software (3D Studio Max). Simulations will
illustrate the proposed 140-foot-tall stealth monopine design. As requested by Village Planning
Board consultant Michael Musso for comparative purposes, a second set of photo simulations will
be prepared illustrating a traditional 140-foot-tall galvanized monopole tower design.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Matthew W. Allen, RLA
Principal
ASSOCIATES

Landscape Architects, Architects, Engineers, and Planners, P.C.
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This is to notify you that the Lead SHPO/THPO has concurred with the following filing:

Date of Action: 10/29/2020

Direct Effect: No Historic Properties in Area of Potential Effects (APE)

Visual Effect: No Historic Properties in Area of Potential Effects (APE)

Comment Text: The NYSHPO concurs with the recommended effect finding based on the information
provided. Reviewed by J.A. Bonafide, NYSHPO

File Number: 0009277271
TCNS Number: 219961
Purpose: New Tower Submission Packet

Notification Date: 7AM EST 10/29/2020

Applicant: Homeland Towers, LLC

Consultant: EnviroBusiness, Inc. d/b/a EBI Consulting (6120007971)

Positive Train Control Filing Subject to Expedited Treatment Under Program Comment: No

Site Name: Mt Kisco / NY 172

Site Address: 180 South Bedford Road

Detailed Description of Project: Proposed construction of a new telecommunications monopine and
compound resulting in ground disturbance. Please see Attachment 4 of this filing for project design
details. (6120007971)

Site Coordinates: 41-11-58.7 N, 73-42-48.6 W

City: Mt Kisco

County: WESTCHESTER

State:NY

Lead SHPO/THPO: New York State Historic Preservation Office

NOTICE OF FRAUDULENT USE OF SYSTEM, ABUSE OF PASSWORD AND RELATED MISUSE

Use of the Section 106 system is intended to facilitate consultation under Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act and may contain information that is confidential, privileged or otherwise
protected from disclosure under applicable laws. Any person having access to Section 106 information
shall use it only for its intended purpose. Appropriate action will be taken with respect to any misuse of

the system.



Mail Processing Center Aeronautical Study No.

Federal Aviation Administration 2020-AEA-9662-OE
Southwest Regional Office Prior Study No.
Obstruction Evaluation Group 2020-AEA-5941-OE

10101 Hillwood Parkway
Fort Worth, TX 76177

Issued Date: 10/02/2020

Christine Vergati
Homeland Towers, LLC
9 Harmony Street

2nd Floor

Danbury, CT 06810

#** DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Monopole NY 172 Mt Kisco
Location: Mount Kisco, NY

Latitude: 41-11-58.66N NAD 83
Longitude: 73-42-48.55W

Heights: 426 feet site elevation (SE)

145 feet above ground level (AGL)
571 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure does not exceed obstruction standards and would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s), if any, is(are) met:

Based on this evaluation, marking and lighting are not necessary for aviation safety. However, if marking/
lighting are accomplished on a voluntary basis, we recommend it be installed in accordance with FAA Advisory
circular 70/7460-1 L Change 2.

This determination expires on 04/02/2022 unless:

(a) the construction is started (not necessarily completed) and FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual
Construction or Alteration, is received by this office.

(b) extended, revised, or terminated by the issuing office.

() the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION
OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO
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* SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates, heights,
frequency(ies) and power. Any changes in coordinates, heights, and frequencies or use of greater power, except
those frequencies specified in the Colo Void Clause Coalition; Antenna System Co-Location; Voluntary Best
Practices, effective 21 Nov 2007, will void this determination. Any future construction or alteration, including
increase to heights, power, or the addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA.This
determination includes all previously filed frequencies and power for this structure.

If construction or alteration is dismantled or destroyed, you must submit notice to the FAA within 5 days after
the construction or alteration is dismantled or destroyed.

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, etc., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires separate notice to the

FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

A copy of this determination will be forwarded to the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) because the
structure is subject to their licensing authority.

This determination cancels and supersedes prior determinations issued for this structure.

If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (718) 553-4199, or Dianne.Marin@FAA.GOV.
On any future correspondence concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2020-
AEA-9662-OE.

Signature Control No: 450486594-452812705 (DNE)
Dianne Marin
Technician

Attachment(s)
Case Description
Frequency Data
Map(s)

cc: FCC
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Case Description for ASN 2020-AEA-9662-OE

re-filing on updated 1A Survey data.
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Frequency Data for ASN 2020-AEA-9662-OE

LOW HIGH FREQUENCY ERP
FREQUENCY FREQUENCY UNIT ERP UNIT
6 7 GHz 55 dBW
6 7 GHz 42 dBW
10 11.7 GHz 55 dBW
10 11.7 GHz 42 dBW
17.7 19.7 GHz 55 dBW
17.7 19.7 GHz 42 dBW
21.2 23.6 GHz 55 dBW
21.2 23.6 GHz 42 dBW
614 698 MHz 1000 W
614 698 MHz 2000 W
698 806 MHz 1000 W
806 901 MHz 500 A\
806 824 MHz 500 '
824 849 MHz 500 W
851 866 MHz 500 A
869 894 MHz 500 W
896 901 MHz 500 \'
901 902 MHz 7 A
929 932 MHz 3500 W
930 931 MHz 3500 \
931 932 MHz 3500 W
932 932.5 MHz 17 dBW
935 940 MHz 1000 W
940 941 MHz 3500 W
1670 1675 MHz 500 W
1710 1755 MHz 500 W
1850 1910 MHz 1640 A
1850 1990 MHz 1640 w
1930 1990 MHz 1640 A
1990 2025 MHz 500 A\
2110 2200 MHz 500 W
2305 2360 MHz 2000 W
2305 2310 MHz 2000 N
2345 2360 MHz 2000 A
2496 2690 MHz 500 w
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Verified Map for ASN 2020-AEA-9662-OE
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G verizon’ NY 172 Mount Kisco 4 Site
TEECOMRRAICATIONS ENGINEERING Mount Kisco, NY
@ October 28, 2020

SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT

V-COMM, LL.C. has been retained by Homeland Towers, LLC to provide expert analysis in
association with Verizon Wireless for its proposed wireless communications facility located at 180
S Bedford Road, Mount Kisco, NY.

This supplemental report and attached coverage plots are provided in response to the
Completeness! Memo summarizing HDR’s review of application materials submitted in regards
to the proposed facility in the Village/Town of Mount Kisco.

Items addressed in the report are numbered according to the Request.

3. Verizon should also describe if the use of small cells to remedy service needs in the area has
been considered or is feasible in lieu of a new monopole structure.

Response: As part of this analysis, V-COMM investigated the use of alternative technologies such
as microcells or small network nodes, and found these are not feasible at this location.

Typically, small network nodes, ODAS or repeater nodes, are used in a campus or dense urban
environment to provide capacity or coverage in a specific venue to supplement the existing
coverage and capacity of the macrocell network. In suburban areas like Mount Kisco, with
significant variations in terrain features, these outdoor small cell nodes have not proven to be a
viable alternative to traditional macro sites like that proposed.

The ODAS nodes are usually placed on electric poles or telephone poles. The ODAS nodes are
also limited in its coverage radius such that 2100MHz coverage range is approximately 800 to
1000 ft. for ideal line of sight conditions in open areas. However, the area surrounding of Mount
Kisco are covered by dense trees that will decrease the signal level and reduce the coverage range
further as compared to line of sight conditions. Dense trees can result in significant reductions in
coverage range that are less than half the range of open areas. Thus, ODAS nodes are more suitable
for open areas. In example, within the coverage gap, there are houses along Stratford Drive
towards Carlton Drive, and Sarles Street surrounded by trees, which are areas that do not have
reliable coverage. Also, cell phone coverage is vital for proper preparedness in the face of
emergencies, and the ODAS nodes do not have battery backup in cases of lost electrical power. In
addition, some communities such as Mount Kisco Chase do not have telephone poles available,
which besides mounting the antenna equipment also provide the necessary power and fiber for
ODAS nodes, and these areas are 2000 ft. to 4000 ft. away from the nearest road with telephone
poles on S. Bedford Rd, thus these areas would not have coverage and would not fill the gap in
service in the area. Further, for any areas with existing telephone poles, the carrier in many cases
would need to place a number of new poles to support their antenna and equipment as many

! Please note that the additional requested information is not required by the Town/Village code.
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G, verizon”’ NY 172 Mount Kisco 4 Site
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ENGINEERING Mount KiSCO, NY
@ October 28, 2020

existing poles cannot support their equipment, and these existing and new poles would be in close
proximity to houses in the township, as well.

These low height, low power nodes have very limited site coverage distances, and only provide
acceptable coverage in areas with no terrain or foliage blockage features. In this area, due to its
significant terrain features (up to 100 foot ground elevation changes over short distances) with
substantial tree growth and foliage signal blockage and losses, small network nodes would not a
viable replacement to the proposed 140 foot structure, which as demonstrated herein covers the
gap in service and provides contiguous service with neighboring sites.

Taking into account the coverage, capacity and design requirements of macrocell networks, it is
not feasible to deploy small network nodes, ODAS or repeater nodes as an alternate technology to
meet Verizon Wireless’ coverage requirements in the Village/Town of Mount Kisco.

V-COMM, L.L.C. Page 2 of 24
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8. For each of the existing Verizon cell sites discussed in the RF Justification (V-COMM report),
add the distances to the proposed site at 180 S. Bedford Road to Table 1.

Response: Below is the subject site and surrounding existing cell sites for the Verizon Wireless
network with the distances to the subject site.

Antenna Distance to the
Cell No. Cell Name Address C/L in Ft. | proposed site (mi)
) ) NY172 Mount 180 S Bedford Road

Subject Site Kisco 4 Mount Kisco 137 0.00

56 Bedford 3 1-684 & Route 172 127 1.49
Mount Kisco

174 Notth Armonk Baldwin Road At. Route 684 110.03 2.83
Mount Kisco
. 5 Green Lane

185 Mount Kisco 2 Bedford Hills 137.54 1.82

Bedford Fox Bedford Fox Lane School
230 Lane Bedford 49.21 2.10
234 | Readers Digest |  eaders Digest Road 50.91 2.52
Chappaqua

266 Mount Kisco 304 Lexington Avenue 149 131

Mount Kisco
620 Armonk Road
313 Wampus Lake Mount Kisco 128.03 2.87
Mount Kisco 45 East Main Street
(Proposed) | y,7 6 sNN Mount Kisco 7 0.93
(Zoning . 1 Mountain Ave
| Approved) Mount Kisco 3 Mount Kisco 94 1.32 J

Please note that the proposed coverage from the proposed site at 45 East Main Street and the zoning
approved site at 1 Mountain Avenue has been provided on the propagation maps that have been
submitted.

V-COMM, L.L.C. Page 3 of 24
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9. The propagation maps for 700 MHz and 2100 MHz / existing and proposed conditions should
be updated to include the (-105) dBm RSRP for ‘Open Space / Best Server’ for comparison.

Response: The service boundary of a 4G site is defined using RSRP equating to an acceptable
receiver signal threshold. This value is derived from industry standards, 4G received signal levels
and quality and acceptable signal to noise ratios, along with statistically quantifiable variations in
terrain. This threshold must also take into account additional losses associated with surrounding
location of the mobile user and signal path from the cell site.

Verizon Wireless must provide service to all customers including those in buildings. In order to
account for users within buildings, additional margins must be included in the minimum RSRP
level so that adequate and reliable coverage exists inside buildings. This additional margin also is
required for in-vehicle service specifically to account for increased path loss associated with user
body losses and losses for signal penetration for the in-vehicle use.

Verizon Wireless design criteria for its system is -95 dBm and equates to the minimally acceptable
received signal level for adequate service, as measured at the mobile’s receiver and accounts for
the required in-building and in-vehicle customer use. Furthermore, the signal level of -105 dBm
would only serve customers outdoor in open areas (i.e. standing on the street), which is an
extremely small percentage of customers usage, and is not sufficient to serve customers in
buildings. The vast majority (greater than 80%) of all usage is indoors, and this is the locations
where all communications including emergency communications are required from a wireless
network, per FCC regulations.

Maps 7 through 10 shows the existing and proposed coverage at -95 dBm for in-building and in-
vehicle on-street coverage, -105 dBm for Open Space Coverage. The -95 dBm coverage is
represented in green for existing sites and proposed site. The -105 dBm coverage is represented in
yellow for existing sites and proposed site.

* Map 7 depicts the RF coverage from the existing Verizon Wireless sites on Google Earth

as underlying map for 700 MHz frequency band.

* Map 8 depicts the RF coverage from the proposed site on Google Earth as underlying

map for 700 MHz frequency band.
* Map 9 depicts the RF coverage from the existing Verizon Wireless sites on Google Earth

as underlying map for 2100 MHz frequency band.
* Map 10 depicts the RF coverage from the proposed site on Google Earth as underlying

map for 2100 MHz frequency band

10. New propagation maps should be included (for 700 MHz and 2100 MHz; and for ‘Open Space’
and -95 dBm RSRP) for the following alternate monopole heights:

a. 80 ft. (77-ft Verizon antenna centerline height)

b. 125 ft. (122-ft Verizon antenna centerline height)
The alternate height maps will be useful in justifying need (110-27.1 E (3))

Maps 11 through 14 shows the proposed site coverage at -95 dBm in dark blue.
* Map 11 depicts the RF coverage from the proposed site at 700 MHz frequency band at

122 ft. antenna centerline.
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* Map 12 depicts the RF coverage from the proposed site at 700 MHz frequency band at

77 ft. antenna centerline.
* Map 13 depicts the RF coverage from the proposed site at 2100 MHz frequency band at

122 {t. antenna centerline.
* Map 14 depicts the RF coverage from the proposed site at 2100 MHz frequency band at

77 ft. antenna centerline.

As the antenna center line (ACL) descends from the proposed 137 feet, it enters into a range where
clutter becomes an increasingly problematic factor. Examples of clutter are trees, houses,
buildings, soil, and other physical objects on the ground. Clutter attenuates or weakens and
disperses, the RF energy necessary for wireless telecommunications. As the ACL descends RF
energy is increasingly attenuated by the total accumulated volume of clutter. A graphic depiction
of attenuation is found in Figure 1 (not to scale).

FIGURE 1 - IMPACT OF CLUTTER

H_

The lower height of 77 ft. provides approximately 0.5 sq. miles of coverage within the existing
gap of coverage, however this results in an area that does not cover approximately 50 to 75 houses
within the existing gap. Reducing the centerline to 122 ft. provides less coverage than the proposed
height, and results some areas of the gap not covered including approximately 25 houses that would
be losing reliable in-building coverage. In addition, for both of the reduced antenna heights shown
above, Route 172 towards Darlington Road, Sarles Street, Carlton Drive and areas around Marsh
Memorial Sanctuary, Guard Hill Preserve will lose reliable coverage, and the proposed antenna
height will cover these areas. Therefore, the proposed antenna centerline of 137 feet AGL is the
minimum height required at this location to provide reliable coverage to these uncovered areas in

the gap of service.
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11. For existing Verizon sites with which the proposed facility will interact and for which the
proposed facility will provide supplemental capacity, provide capacity charts for key performance
indicators that demonstrate existing or future capacity issues (i.e., Forward Data Volume, Average
Schedule Eligible User, Average Active Connection, and/or other parameter). If there are no
capacity issues at these ‘on air’ sites at the current time, please confirm.

Response: V-COMM analyzed whether there was sufficient RF coverage and found that there was
a gap in coverage for Verizon Wireless within the Village/Town of Mount Kisco. The goal of this
search area is to provide full and seamless coverage to users of Verizon Wireless’ services in and
around the subject site. In the case of the Mount Kisco 4, Verizon Wireless also has insufficient
capacity to handle the projected 4G voice and data traffic in the area. Therefore, the secondary
need for the proposed location is the capacity relief to the existing surrounding Verizon Wireless
sites. Without this capacity relief, Verizon Wireless subscribers will experience gaps in service
caused by insufficient network capacity.

Mount Kisco is a significant historic village along the Washington-Rochambeau Revolutionary
Route. As of the 2013 United States Census there were 11,067 people, 4,128 households, and
2,447 families residing in the village. The large number of small businesses, retail stores, and
financial and medical offices swells the daytime population to more than 20,000.? The day time
population increases up to 5000° due to people commuting into and through the town/village.

A substantial deficiency in service is occurring in Verizon Wireless’ telecommunication network
in and around the subject site. This deficiency is a result of a significant gap in coverage and
capacity demands that are taxing the surrounding sites in the Verizon Wireless network. Data
volume, also known as throughput, is one of the key factors reviewed to determine the 4G capacity
for a site. In Figures 1-2, FDV graphs shows the average active connections "capacity”. The future
usage and data overflows for each site are calculated by trending the data to predict when a site
will reach its capacity limit (i.e. when the usage hits the red capacity line). The trend line is based
on a constant growth model where traffic on 4G grows based on the historical subscriber and usage
growth on the system. However the actual trend will likely be higher with increasing subscriber
take up rate of 4G capable devices.

The gap area located within the Village/Town of Mount Kisco is currently served by two sites.
The sites are overloaded and requires capacity relief. Additionally the gap area is subject to
significant terrain challenges for RF (signal) propagation. Signals in this area are terrain limited,
meaning that terrain features in the area will block the signal due to terrain obstructing the
propagation of the signal. And, in addition to terrain signal losses, there is significant losses due
to ground clutter and foliage (trees, leaves, etc. above the ground) that attenuates the signal as well
as limiting the propagation range from the proposed site.

The first serving site is Mount Kisco, located on a monopole and approximately 1.3 miles away
from the proposed site. The sector pointing east covers the commercial and residential buildings

? https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mount_Kisco,_New_York
3 city-data.com/city/Mount-Kisco-New-York.html!
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along Lexington Avenue, parts of Rt. 117/S Bedford Rd. Mount Kisco Alpha (cell 26 sector 1)
already reached exhaust (i.e. its capacity limit) in September 2018; see figure 1.

The second serving site is Mount Kisco 2. The site covers along N Bedford Rd towards Guard Hill
Road. The site is approximately 1.81 miles away from the proposed location. Mount Kisco 2
Gamma (cell 185 sector 3) reached exhaust in December 2018; see figure 2.

The existing Verizon sites Mount Kisco and Mount Kisco 2 exhausted in 2018. Since that time
Verizon has been trying to remedy the capacity deficit within the town. Though geographically
small, the town/village of Mount Kisco is a unique tourist destination. As explained in Section
15, we provided the long term plan for the Verizon network within the town/village of Mount
Kisco in order to address the coverage and capacity deficiencies in the area. The proposed site will
provide the required coverage and capacity needs within the town/village. In addition, the
proposed Mount Kisco VZCO site and zoning approved site Mount Kisco 3 will also provide
coverage and capacity to other areas adjacent to the proposed Mount Kisco 4 site. Thus, all 3 sites
are required for the Verizon network to cover the gap in service in the Mount Kisco area.

We note that the existing coverage provided in the RF report includes the coverage from the sites
Mount Kisco VZCO and Mount Kisco 3 as well as the sites that are currently on-air. As shown in
the Existing Coverage Map, there is still a coverage gap within Mount Kisco that requires the new
proposed site to cover this area. Neither Mount Kisco VZCO nor Mount Kisco 3 will provide
coverage within the area near S Bedford Road. Due to the location, the Mount Kisco 4 site will
provide the required coverage and capacity to the gap in service, in particular the most popular
tourist destination Marsh Sanctuary Inc. (112 South Bedford Road).
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12. Drive test data for the area — as a supplement to the modeled signal propagation maps and
requested capacity data — should be submitted if available from Verizon.

Response: There is no drive test data available for this location. V-COMM uses an industry standard RF
computer-aided design tool to model the design of wireless networks. This tool can generate a coverage
plot of RSRP signal level which is dependent upon the Verizon Wireless’ licensed frequency band, the
height of the antenna above the ground, as well as the terrain and clutter around the site.

The RF propagation plots provided in the reports are created using commercial propagation modelling
software EDX using USGS terrain and land use/clutter data, using TSB-88 clutter attenuation values.

Also, drive data only shows signal level on the major roads in the data collection, compared to
propagation tools that predict coverage over the entire area in the study area including smaller roads,
individual houses, businesses, parks and wooded/remote areas.

15. Verizon should submit a long-range communications facilities plan for the Village of Mt. Kisco.
Verizon should also confirm that no 5G operations are proposed at the current time and inform
the Planning Board of its conceptual plans to roll-out 5G operations in the Village. One of the
proposed high-band frequencies (3.5 GHz) should be described in terms of operations that are
associated with that frequency (i.e., voice, data, capacity).

Response: 5G is not currently deployed in Mount Kisco and the proposed site is designed to
remedy a 4G gap in service. Any future conceptual plans to roll out 5G technology would be
communicated to the town at the appropriate time, however there are no such current plans for the
Village/Town of Mount Kisco in Verizon Wireless’s current forecast.

V-COMM, L.L.C. Page 9 of 24
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OVERALL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

A significant deficiency in service is occurring in Verizon Wireless’ telecommunication network
in and around Mount Kisco. This deficiency is a significant gap that has been forecasted by
reviewing the capacity data from two sectors of two existing Verizon Wireless sites. Moreover,

there is a significant gap in coverage.

LONG TERM COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

Therefore, the comprehensive coverage plan for this area of Mount Kisco is to add new sites
needed to better serve the area and offload the exhausted sites and to fill the gaps in coverage. The
locations for the proposed sites are chosen such that they become the dominant site at areas where
Verizon customers congregate such as businesses, restaurants and residences. Every day more
Verizon customers convert their older 3G technology phones to 4G technology. That factor
coupled with the release and popularity of ever increasingly more data intensive applications,
customer’s social media proclivities, VOLTE — (Voice over LTE) service and the proliferation of
smart phones, tablets and wireless air cards for laptops all points to higher and higher 4G data
demands every day.

Verizon Wireless is planning the following sites in this area to complete the overall comprehensive
plan for this portion of Mount Kisco. The plan uses existing structures where suitable and
available, and keeps the number of new towers to a minimum.

Mount Kisco 3 — The site is Zoning Approved. The site will be located on a monopole tower
serving Saw Mill River Pkwy and Kisco Avenue.

Mount Kisco 4 — Proposed Subject Site

Mount Kisco VZCO -The site is proposed to be located on a building roof on Main Street and
Carpenter Avenue. It will help to support the traffic around the Main Street commercial buildings
including the Mount Kisco Shopping Center.

V-COMM, L.L.C. Page 10 of 24
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ALTERNATE LOCATIONS

The subject site was identified as a suitable location for a wireless communications facility and it
also met Verizon Wireless’ coverage objectives. The following site was considered as an
alternative for the proposed location.

Northern Westchester Hospital, 400 E Main Street, Mount Kisco — See Maps 15 and 16 for -
95 dBm coverage from the site for both 700 and 2100 MHz frequencies at 120 ft. centerline height.
The site is an existing building on 400 E Main Street located too far west to provide adequate
coverage to the targeted gap area. The location is close to the existing site Mount Kisco, proposed
sites Mount Kisco VZCO and Mount Kisco 3 and therefore do not add any new coverage to the
existing Verizon coverage.

At the height of 120 feet, the hospital location coverage cannot cover Route 172 beyond the
proposed Mount Kisco 4 location at 180 S. Bedford Rd. The coverage from the hospital site is
limited on Route 172 as a result of terrain, ground clutter and obstacles. For this part of Mount
Kisco the density of the 80 ft. trees significantly attenuates the RF signal towards the east, as the
ground elevation gradually increases, which limits the coverage significantly.

Darlington Castle, 33 Charles Rd, Bedford — V-COMM also analyzed the location at 33 Charles
Rd near Bedford which is a stone mansion with 51 acre property surrounding it. The site is also
close to the existing Verizon site Bedford 3 (0.45 miles away). See Maps 17 and 18 for acceptable
coverage at -95 dBm signal level from the site for both 700 and 2100 MHz frequencies at the 100
ft. antenna centerline height.

The site is too far east to provide adequate coverage within the targeted coverage gap area, thus
it’s not a suitable site for the proposed location. This alternate location does not add sufficient
new coverage to the existing Verizon coverage, as much of the coverage area is redundant with
the existing Verizon Bedford 3 site coverage area. In addition, the coverage from the Darlington
Castle site is limited on Route 172, as a result of the location’s distance from the coverage GAP
areas, as well as the terrain variability and ground clutter along those paths.

Both alternative sites, the Hospital and the Castle, are located too far from the existing coverage
gap, and do not provide sufficient coverage into this gap area as the proposed Mt Kisco 4 site does,
which is suitably located and providing coverage where it’s needed in this gap area. In addition,
both of these alternate sites are close to existing Verizon sites, and their coverage areas are already
covered by the existing Verizon network, such that from an RF standpoint, they are not providing
sufficient new coverage into areas needed. Further, when sites are located close to the existing
sites, they can result in poor signal to interference call quality that can degrade the performance of
the network. Further, both of these alternate locations would not provide new coverage in the gap
area in the following areas: Route 172/S Bedford Road, parts of Sarles Street and W Patent Road.

V-COMM, L.L.C. Page 11 of 24
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CONCLUSION:

V-COMM reviewed the materials provided by Verizon Wireless and prepared an analysis of the existing cell sites, their
respective RF coverage and System Data usage. With the existing sites, there is a significant gap in coverage and capacity.
The maps demonstrate the gap in Verizon's coverage in this area and that the proposed facility will provide the
additional coverage to significantly fill this gap. Due to the capacity requirements in Town/Village of Mount
Kisco, a single site will not completely fulfill the capacity requirements of the Verizon network, hence V-COMM
agrees with the long term comprehensive plan proposed by Verizon for the Town/Village of Mount Kisco, which

includes 2 additional sites as addressed in this report.

The proposed site provide the required coverage for the Verizon network and provides significant coverage to the
gap in coverage identified in this reports, is a suitable site from an radio frequency standpoint, and will work well
within Verizon's network. It is our expert opinion that Verizon’s proposed site on the 140 ft. proposed monopole
located at 180 S Bedford Road in Mount Kisco, NY will satisfy the coverage and capacity needs of Verizon
Wireless and its subscribers in this portion of the Town/Village of Mount Kisco.

(M Yy
e (4 lers

Dominic C. Villecco 10/28/2020
President, V-COMM, L.L.C.

ﬂw ¢ St

David K. Stern 10/28/2020
Vice President, V-COMM, L.L.C.

}10/28/2020

Peter Longo, P.E. \ Date
NY Professional Engineer 1Ny

PML Consulting Engineers, DR

Mr. Longo has reviewed the V-COMM, L.L.C. Supplemental RF Report for NY 172 Mount Kisco 4 and concurs with the
report conclusions
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MAP 7 - VERIZON WIRELESS EXISTING COVERAGE AT 700 MHZ
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HOMELAND TOWERS

November 2, 2020

Hon. Members of the Planning Board
Village of Mt Kisco

104 Main 5t

Mt Kisco, NY 10549

Re: Homeland Towers, LLC, Verizon Wireless application
to locate a Wireless Telecommunications Facility (“Facility”)
at 180 S Bedford Rd, Mt Kisco, New York (Property”)
Response to Bldg. Inspector Miley memo of October 6, 2020

Dear Hon. Chairman and Members of the Planning Board:

| am the Regional Manager for Homeland Towers, LLC. As such | was responsible for
identifying a suitable location for a telecommunications facility that would remedy the significant
gap in reliable wireless service in this area of Mount Kisco in the vicinity of the Property and along
Route 172.

Building Inspector Miley’'s Memo of October 6, 2020 on page 5, section (4) states: “...q Special
Permit can only be issued by the Planning Board upon the applicant’s submission of
documentation by the RF Engineer that sufficiently satisfies and has met the four (4) criterion
set forth above. A review of V-Comm’s 8-17-20 memo suggests that the engineer did not
adequately answer all of these questions. Engineers statement that ‘A review of the surrounding
area reveals absence of existing tall structures, towers, or water tanks that meet all the
requirements for a wireless facility’ is inaccurate. Certainly, the hospital, Cisqua campus,
Darlington Castle and other sites of high elevations exist within the area.”

For the following reasons, we respectfully disagree.

In my “Alternate Site Report” of August 14, 2020, | detailed the steps taken and the various
sites and properties that were evaluated and other considerations to find the best solution to
provide coverage for the significant gap in service. In addition to the sites previously included in
my report, | would like to address the locations Mr. Miley mentions.

* The Northern Westchester Hospital, 400 E Main St, Mt Kisco, NY: an installation on the
roof of the Hospital would not provide coverage for the existing service gap. Please see
the supplemental RF Report prepared by V-Comm Telecommunications Engineers as part of
this application. Moreover, the Hospital has never agreed to lease space on the hospital

9 Harmony Street, 2" Floor » Danbury > CT » 06810 » 203-297-6345 » www.homelandtowers.us
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building for wireless facilities despite numerous attempts by various carriers and other
entities over the past decades.

+ Rippowam Cisqua Campus, 325 W Patent Rd, Bedford, NY: on July 21, 2020 | reached
out to the Campus and spoke with Mr. Colm MacMahon, Head of School, and was told
that: “they would never lease land for a cell tower and the Board would never approve
it.” In any event, there are no existing tall structures, towers, or water tanks on this
property to remedy the significant gap in service.

e Darlington Castle, 33 Charles Rd, Bedford, NY: an installation at this property would not
provide coverage for the existing service gap and in addition it is only 0.45 miles from an
existing site at the Park & Ride on |-684. Please see the supplemental RF Report prepared
by V-Comm Telecommunications Engineers as part of this application. Moreover, there is no
reason to believe that the owners of this parcel would allow a wireless facility by a carrier on
this building.

e 2 Sarles Street, Mount Kisco, NY. In the course of our due diligence we met with the
owner Mr. Rex Pietrobono on October 9, 2020 to survey his property and discuss a
possible location for a facility at his property. While initially considering the opportunity,
in a follow up email Mr. Pietrobono informed us that he was not interested in our
proposal and suggested other locations such as 103-105 South Bedford Rd, Mount Kisco,
the Rippowan Cisqua School, Bedford and a different location on our present property on
the top of the hill, which are all locations we have previously contacted or evaluated. We
already documented the infeasibility of 103-105 South Bedford Road, Mt Kisco in the
Alternate Site Report, but as a matter of continued due diligence | reached out again to the
owner, but to date have not received a response.

Other sites of high Elevations: | am not aware of any other “high elevation” locations in addition
to the high elevation locations already listed in my report of August 14, 2020. Moreover, the
Code does not require an evaluation of “high elevations.”

We would be willing to review any reasonable, specific, non-speculative alternative locations,

but based on my personal extensive due diligence and documents submitted to the
administrative record, it is clear that the Property is the only feasible alternative location.

Respectfully,

Rlaus Wemmen

Klaus Wimmer
Regional Manager
Homeland Towers, LLC

9 Harmony Street, 2" Floor » Danbury » CT > 06810 » 203-297-6345 » www.homelandtowers.us
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October 27, 2020

Hon. Members of the Zoning Board
Village of Mt Kisco

104 Main St

Mt Kisco, NY 10549

Re: Application by Homeland Towers, LLC
to locate a Wireless Telecommunications Facility {“Facility”)
at 180 S Bedford Rd, Mt Kisco, New York
Co-location commitment letter

Dear Hon. Members of the Zoning Board:

Homeland Towers, LLC {“Homeland Towers”) has designed the proposed Facility to
support collocation in accordance with §110-27.1(D)(5). The Facility, including the tower,
equipment compound, and utilities, has been designed to support Verizon Wireless as well as
additional FCC licensed carriers and emergency communication facilities.

In the event the Village’s noncommercial emergency service departments have a need to co-
locate their antennas and equipment at the Facility, space will be made available at no cost on the
tower above 140’ and below 90’ for co-location, provided the emergency service antennas do not
cause harmful interference with exiting uses, together with space within a 10’ x 10’ area within the
proposed compound designated as “Future Municipal Equipment Area” on the site plan. There will
be no charge for rent for such space on the tower but Homeland Towers shall not be responsible for
the costs associated with the purchase, installation or maintenance of any such antennas or

equipment.

The ability to collocate at the Facility is a benefit of the application and will help to
reduce the proliferation of towers in the Village. Future co-locators will not alter the stealth
monopine design of the Facility as the Facility has been designed to contain the future co-
locators within the stealth designed faux branches.

9 Harmony Street, 2™ Floor » Danbury » CT > 06810 > 203-297-6345 > www. homelandtowers.us
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As owner of the above referenced proposed tower, Homeland Towers, hereby agrees
to:

Rent or lease available space for collocation on the tower, to the extent legally,
technically, structurally and economically feasible, without discrimination to other personal
wireless service providers, for the duration of the existence of the tower.

9 Harmony Street, 2™ Floor > Danbury » CT > 06810 > 203-297-6345 > www.homelandtowers.us
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October 23, 2020

Honorable Members of the Planning Board
Village of Mt Kisco

104 Main St

Mount Kisco, NY 10549

RE: Lease with Skull Island Partners LLC at 180 S Bedford Rd, Mt Kisco, NY

Hon. Members of the Planning Board:

As requested, attached please see the recorded Memorandum of Lease together with Lease
Exhibit “B1” depicting Homeland Tower’s lease area.

Please note that the Lease Exhibit “B1” shows the leased premises under the Lease. The property
owner, Skull Island Partners LLC, has informed us that it will not permit any other location on the

property.

Respectfully

Rlans UWemmer

Klaus Wimmer
Regional Manager
Homeland Towers, LLC.
(203)-297-6345

9 Harmony Street, Second Floor » Danbury » (T » 06810 » www.homelandtowers.us
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MEMORANDUM OF OPTION AND GROUND LEASE AGREEMENT

THIS MEMORANDUM OF OPTION

AND GROUND LEASE

AGREEMENT (this “Memorandum™), made and entered into on this 4 / day of

LYY U ey »201 9_ by and between Skull Island Partners, LLC, 1571
Oceanview Dr., Tierra Verde, FL 33715-2538 a Florida Limited Liability company
(“Lessor”) and HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC, 9 Harmony St. 2" F1., Danbury, CT
06810 a New York limited liability company (“Lessee™), is a record of that certain
Option and Ground Lease Agreement (“Lease™) between Lessor and Lessee dated
asof A/ veghe -8 »20 {7 . TheLease contains, among other things,

the followingt terms:

1. Description of Property. The Leased Premises are located on that certain
real property described in Exhibit A hereto (the “Property™).

years each (individually, a “Renewal "I‘erm,”
Terms™). The Initial Term and any applicable

referred to as the “Term.”

and collectively, the “Renewal
Renewal Term(s) are collectively

3. Quiet Enjoyment. Pursuant to the Lease, Lessee has the exclusive right to

use the Property or any portion thereof for use as telecommunications facilities

providing transmission and/or receiving facilities for wireless providers and/or
users, Pursuant to the Lease, Lessor shall not grant a lease, sublease, license, or

XHIBIT REVIEWED
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other right to use the Property, any portion thereof, or any property that is adjacent
_ thereto that may be owned by LESSOR, to any other person or entity for the
~ operation of antenna and/or telecommunications facilities except as provided in the
Lease.

4. Subletting. Lessee has the right, at any time during the Term of the Lease,
to sublet any portion of the Leased Premises or to permit any portion of the Leased
Premises to be occupied or used by its subtenants, licensees, and customers in
connection with the provision of communication services.

S Right of First Refusal. The Lease grants LESSEE a right of first refusal, which
shall not apply to offers pertaining to the sale or lease of the Property, in the event of

(a) a lease, grant of an casement, or sale of the Leased Premises, in whole or in part,

(b) a sale, transfer, or other conveyance of LESSOR’s interest in the Lease including,
without limitation, the right to receive rent under the Lease, and (c) the right to enter into
an option, lease, or easement with respect to (a) or (b) after the term of the Lease.

6. Limited First Right to Negotiate. In the event that LESSEE exercises all of
the Renewal Terms under the Lease, the Lease grants LESSEE an exclusive right
to negotiate with LESSOR with respect to the terms of a new lease for a period of

six (6) months commencing on the first day of the last year of the final Renewal

of the material terms of the new lease on or before the expiration of such six (6)
month period, then LESSEE’s exclusive right to negotiate shall be of no farther
force or effect.

7. Limited Power of Attorney. LESSOR hereby grants the right to LESSEE to
complete and execute on behalf of LESSOR any government or transfer tax forms
necessary for the recording of this Memorandum. This right shall terminate upon
recording of this Memorandum,




X IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Lessor and Lessee have executed this Memorandum of
Option and Ground Lease as of the date first above written.

< WU VL N O S v

a Tlorzbm LG
(“LESSOR”)

By: Q—-«-&x :
Name: F‘D i B S RV Lo
Title: War s

State of Fl o ?Z‘!Q

County of E1i/(S o pugh
On U.o.vem ber | N 20_1%, before me, the undersigned Notary Public,
personally  appeared David  Seldin , _Manager of

v r6 (LC _ who proved to me on the hakis of satisfactory
evidence to be the person(s) whose namef(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and
acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their authorized
capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the
entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument.

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY that the foregoing paragraph is true and correct.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Signature: p{,}u/f é‘fom&@, (Affix Notarial Seal)
Print Name: f‘)}‘?h? Lemle \?
My Commission Erltpires: /%/ﬂo_/ 2022
Commission No.: G({j' Il 259

Notary Public State of Fiorida

Amy Lemiey

My Commission GG 288250
Explres 12/20/2022







. IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Lessor and Lessee have executed this Memorandum of
Option and Ground Lease as of the date first above written,

HOMELAND TOWERS LLC, a New York limited liability company
(“LESSEE”) -

By, 777"
Name;~ M,ad{ueﬁ icente
Tx'de/ President

State of ()’C)U'lmﬁC%W (I
County of _Fo v o 01

On JUN/U\MW A , 201 fore me, the undersigned Notary Public,
personally appeared m&)\f\/\lﬂi S \)«;,Q /e , who proved to me on the basis of
satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within
instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their
authorized capacity(ies), and that by his’her/their signature(s) on the instrument the
person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument.

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY that the foregoing paragraph is true and correct.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Signature: Cﬁl> B (Affix Notarial Seal)

20L Notary Public- Connenticut
My Commission Expires: (ﬁ 5\ > My Commissgion Expires
Auguati&? 2023

Commission No;__ |37 211




EXHIBIT “A” TO MEMORANDUM OF OPTION AND GROUND LEASE
AGREEMENT

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY




: EXHIBIT A

SITUATED IN THE VILLAGE OF MOUNT KISCO, TOWN OF MOUNT KISCO, COUNTY OF WESTCHESTER,
STATE OF NEWYORK:

BEGINNING AT A POINT ON THE WESTERLY BOUNDARY LINE OF SARLES STREET AT ITS
INTERSECTION WITH THE PREMISES HEREIN DESCRIBED ON THE SOUTH AND PROPERTY NOW OR
FORMERLY BELONGING TO R. & J. COOGAN ON THE NORTH, SAID POINT BEING DISTANT 345,33 FEET
FROM THE SOUTHERLY BOUNDARY OF SOUTH BEDFORD ROAD AS MEASURED IN A SOUTHERLY
DIRECTION ALONG SAID WESTERLY BOUNDARY LINE OF SARLES STREET,

RUNNING THENCE IN A SOUTHERLY DIRECTION ALONG THE WESTERLY BOUNDARY LINE OF SARLES
STREET AND ALONG THE DIVISION LINE BETWEEN THE VILLAGE AND TOWN OF MOUNT KISCO ON
THE WEST AND THE TOWN OF BEDFORD ON THE EAST, THE FOLLOWING COURSES AND DISTANCES:

SOUTH 00 DEGREES 28 MINUTES 20 SECONDS WEST 24.00 FEET,

SOUTH 17 DEGREES 32 MINUTES 20 SECONDS EAST 50.77 FEET,

SOUTH 01 DEGREE 17 MINUTES 30 SECONDS EAST 186.00 FEET,

SOUTH 02 DEGREES 38 MINUTES 30 SECONDS WEST 192.35 FEET,

SOUTH 00 DEGREES 52 MINUTES 30 SECONDS EAST 116.81 FEET,

SOUTH 00 DEGREES 48 MINUTES 50 SECONDS EAST 277.68 FEET,

SOUTH 03 DEGREES 44 MINUTES 50 SECONDS WEST 112.34 FEET, AND
SOUTH 00 DEGREES 54 MINUTES 40 SECONDS WETS 68.83 FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE IN A WESTERLY AND NORTHERLY DIRECTION ALONG THE NORTHERLY BOUNDARY LINE OF
OTHER PROPERTY NOW OR FORMERLY BELONGING TO WILLIAM G. GREEN NORTH 83 DEGREES 56
MINUTES 49 SECONDS WEST 1104.37 FEET AND NORTH 07 DEGREES 29 MINUTES 40 SECONDS EAST
147.07 FEET TO A POINT,

THENCE CONTINUING IN A NORTHERLY, EASTERLY AND NORTHERLY DIRECTION ALONG THE
EASTERLY BOUNDARY LINE OF PROPERTY NOW OR FORMERLY BELONGING TO WILDLIFE
PRESERVES, INC. THE FOLLOWING COURSES AND DISTANCES:

NORTH 07 DEGREES 28 MINUTES 40 SECONDS EAST 291.06 FEET,

NORTH 12 DEGREES 62 MINUTES 40 SECONDS EAST 218.31 FEET,

NORTH 20 DEGREES 02 MINUTES 40 SECONDS EAST 172.00 FEET,

SOUTH 76 DEGREES 54 MINUTES 20 SECONDS EAST 54.75 FEET,

NORTH 89 DEGREES 18 MINUTES 40 SECONDS EAST 228.00 FEET, AND
NORTH 00 DEGREES 12 MINUTES 20.SECONDS WEST 364.98 FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE IN AN EASTERLY DIRECTION ALONG THE SOUTHERLY BOUNDARY LINE OF SOUTH BEDFORD
ROAD THE FOLLOWING COURSES AND DISTANCES:

NORTH 68 DEGREES 33 MINUTES 40 SECONDS EAST 97.37 FEET,

NORTH 74 DEGREES 09 MINUTES 40 SECONDS EAST 101.36 FEET,

SOUTH 88 DEGREES 46 MINUTES 59 SECONDS EAST 60.986 FEET,

NORTH 88 DEGREES 13 MINUTES 00 SECONDS EAST 101.03 FEET,

NORTH 84 DEGREES 00 MINUTES 00 SECONDS EAST 26.36 FEET, AND
NORTH 85 DEGREES 08 MINUTES 10 SECONDS EAST 51.32 FEET TO A POINT;

THENCE IN A GENERALLY SOUTHERLY, WESTERLY AND EASTERLY DIRECTION ALONG THE
WESTERLY BOUNDARY LINE OF PROPERTY NOW OR FORMERLY BELONGING TO R. & J. COOGAN THE
FOLLOWING COURSES AND-DISTANCES:

SOUTH 04 DEGREES 53 MINUTES 50 SECONDS EAST 61.79 FEET, ON A CURVE TO THE RIGHT HAVING
A RADIUS OF 49.00 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 40 DEGREES 43 MINUTES 40 SECONDS FOR A
LENGTH OF 34.83 FEET, ON A CURVE TO THE RIGHT HAVING A RADIUS OF 161.00 FEET, A CENTRAL
ANGLE OF 28 DEGREES 53 MINUTES 20 SECONDS FOR A LENGTH OF 81.18 FEET, SOUTH 64 DEGREES
43 MINUTES 10 SECONDS WEST 108.00 FEET, ON A CURVE TO THE LEFT HAVING A RADIUS OF 25.00
FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 159 DEGREES 13 MINUTES §0 SECONDS FOR A LENGTH OF 89.48 FEET;
NORTH 85 DEGREES 28 MINUTES 20 SECONDS EAST 98.48 FEET, ON A CURVE TO THE RIGHT HAVING
A RADIUS OF 100.00 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 78 DEGREES 43 MINUTES 00 SECONDS FOR A
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LENGTH OF 137.39 FEET, ON A CURVE TO THE RIGHT HAVING A RADIUS OF 527.00 FEET, A CENTRAL
ANGLE OF 02 DEGREES 24 MINUTES 46 SECONDS FOR LENGTH OF 2218 FEET, AND SOUTH 89
DEGREES 31 MINUTES 40 SECONDS EAST 160,08 FEET PER SURVEY (160.00 FEET PER DEED) TO THE

POINT AND PLACE OF BEGINNING.
TAX 1.D. NUMBER: 80.44-1-1
BEING THE SAME PROPERTY CONVEYED TO SKULL ISLAND PARTNERS LLC, A FLORIDA LIMITED

LIABILITY COMPANY, GRANTEE, FROM REALIS DEVELOPMENT, LLC, GRANTOR, BY DEED RECORDED
07/01/2013, AS DOCUMENT NO. 531553080, OF THE WESTCHESTER COUNTY RECORDS.
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, APT FILING NUMBER: NY283830 HOMELAND TOWERS:
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ENGINEERING —1 HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC MOUNT KISCO
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~ PROP. LIMITS OF DISTURBANCE
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Honorable Chairman

and Members of the Planning Board
Village of Mount Kisco

104 Main Street

Mount Kisco, New York 10549

November 3, 2020

RE: Homeland Towers Site Name: Mt. Kisco NY172
180 S. Bedford Road
Mt. Kisco, NY 10594
Response to Comments

Honorable Chairman and Members of the Board:

Please find as follows the responses to the comments from the Peter J. Miley comment memo dated October 6, 2020, Michael
P. Musso, P.E. letter dated September 18, 2020, the Anthony Olivieri, P.E. memo dated September 3, 2020, and the fire, ice
and debris comments from Andrew J. Campanelli Memorandum of Opposition (the response is in red after each of the
referenced comments):

Miley Memo
Comments:

Comment 2: A listing of property owners adjacent to, across streets from, and downslope within 500 feet of the
property, and any additional property owners deemed appropriate by the Planning Board is
required. Plan R1 provides only a 300 fi. distance.

Drawing R-1 has been updated to show property owners within 500 feet of the property.

Comment 3; Location of the proposed utilities are partially underground. All utilities from the street should be
located underground.
The design has been revised to propose the utilities services on the site run underground the entire

way.

Comment 8: The proposed cell tower location is 388 feet to the closest residence (east) and will encroach 73 ft.
into the 200 fi. buffer requirement for a Ground-Mounted Solar Facility. Setback dimensions to
the two structures (care takers cottage) located at the Marsh Sanctuary have not been provided.
Drawing TR-1 has been added to the drawing set. This drawing shows the distances to all of the
residences within the tower setback (1,600 ft.). The distances to the (2) structures located at the
Marsh Sanctuary are also shown on Drawing SP-1.

Comment 9: Distances to other residences within the required setback have not been provided.
Drawing TR-1 has been added to the drawing set. This drawing shows the distances to all of the
residences within the tower setback (1,600 ft.).

Comment 10:  Plans containing equipment should be in color.
The colors of all the proposed carrier equipment have been listed with the detail of each piece of
equipment.

Comment 12:  Information (type/size) for future equipment should be provided.

APT ENGINEERING
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Musso Letter
Comments:

Comment 5:

Comment 7:

Comment 16:

Comment 17:

Olivieri Memo:
Comments:

Comment 2:

Comment 6:

Comment 7:

The spaces showing ‘future equipment” is for illustrative purposes only, and to show the potential
for collocation. The information relating to the type and size of the future equipment cannot be
known until the collocator submits plans for collocation at the Facility. The equipment used is
selected by each individual carrier, and therefore we cannot know what equipment may be
proposed by a future collocator.

It should be confirmed whether any new utility poles are proposed at the property or at the street
frontage of the property as part of the proposed wireless facility. Underground utility conduits
shall be confirmed,

It is unknown whether a new utility pole will be required to replace the existing pole on S.
Bedford Road until the site is walked with the utility company. Beyond that there are no new
utility poles proposed on this project and all proposed utilities are to be underground.

Please confirm that an emergency generator is required for the facility, or if backup battery
cabinets can be employed by Verizon.

Both an emergency generator and a battery backup cabinet are proposed for the Verizon
installation at this site (see Drawing C-1).

Additional x-sections (DWGs A-1 and A-2) should be added to show a 140-ft conventional
monopole, with and without co-location by other carriers. It is noted here and above that an
alternate height scenario will need to undergo technical evaluation:

The two tower elevations described above have been added to Drawing A-3.

Although a full structural and foundation analysis would be submitted and reviewed as part of a
future Building Permit (should the current applications be approved), potential construction
methods (dewatering; type of foundation construction; equipment slabs on grade) should be
provided at this time. Narrative format is acceptable. Please confirm if any borings have been
conducted in the area of the proposed monopole, and provide data if available.

The construction of the proposed tower foundation will be design upon the completion of a
Geotechnical Investigation, which has not been performed to date (currently there is no boring
data). The preferred tower foundation will be a buried concrete pad and pier. If dewatering is
required during construction it will be performed in accordance with all applicable codes. The
proposed concrete equipment pad details have been provided on the drawings (see Drawing C-1).

Cut and fill calculations should be submitted for review.
The proposed earthwork numbers have been added to Drawing SP-3.

The sediment and erosion control plan must provide greater detail and include items such as soil
stockpiling, and a concrete washout location etc.
Additional sediment and erosion control detail has been added to Drawings SP-3, EC-1 and EC-2,

The limit of disturbance should include any staging areas, it is unclear if other areas of the site

would be utilized for this.
A proposed staging area has been added to the drawings and the proposed Limit of Disturbance

has been increased to reflect this addition.



Comment 8: Stormwater detention for any proposed increase to impervious coverage must be included; it is

unclear if this would be incorporated into the stormwater design for the proposed solar panel
project, the disturbance as noted will require NYSDEC General Permit coverage and possibly
NYCDEP SWPPP approval.
The stormwater calculations have been shown on Drawing SP-3. These calculations are based on
the telecommunication installation only. The proposed solar panel project will be responsible for
the stormwater for that facility. A SWPPP for the Telecommunications Facility has been included
as part of the revised ZD submission (Drawing EC-1). We agree that NYSDEC General Permit
coverage and NYCDEP SWPPP approval are required and will be sought once the design and
layout of the facility are finalized by the Planning Board.

Comment 9: A structural design and calculations should be submitted for the proposed tower and foundation
demonstrating capability for proposed and future carriers.
The structural design and calculations will be performed based on the appropriate design standards
and will be part of the proposed Construction Drawings that will be submitted for a Building
Permit.

Campanelli Memo of Opposition;

Structural Failures: The proposed facility is located such that it is a minimum of 109 feet to the nearest property line
(east). The applicant is proposing to design the tower to have a failure hinge point at elevation 31’ AGL which
would allow the tower fall zone to be contained within the subject parcel. The top section of the tower would

collapse on itself.

Fire: Homeland Towers, LLC, is proposing the construction of an unmanned wireless telecommunications facility at
the above referenced site. We offer the following information relative to fire safety at the proposed facility.

There are hundreds of thousands similar towers nationwide and the limited number of fires reported is a rare
occurrence. In fact, many telecommunications towers are expressly used to support emergency service antennas and
equipment. Overall, fire impacts are limited based on the non-combustible/fire-resistant nature of steel monopine
towers, the implementation and enforcement of best management practices required during welding, the installation
of lightening suppression systems and provisions for emergency service access.

The wireless telecommunications tower proposed for this project is a monopine, consisting of a steel monopole
tower outfitted with faux branching and foliage intended to mimic a pine tree. A monopole is constructed of non-
combustible hollow sections of metal which provide for telecommunication lines to be routed within the structure.
The faux branching and foliage are classified as fire resistant having met the testing requirements of ASTM D635
and NFPA 701, respectively. While monopines are non-combustible/fire resistant, some materials located within the
structure are flammable,

On the rare occasion that a fire does occur, it is generally fueled by the outer jacketing surrounding the
telecommunications coaxial cables inside the pole due to a welding accident. Welding on a tower site occurs in very
rare circumstances when structural upgrades are being made to the tower itself, The tower being proposed at this
location is structurally designed to handle the proposed Verizon installation along with the loading for (3) future
carriers; therefore, the likelihood that the tower will need to be structurally reinforced is very low. In response to
such concerns, all welding at this site will be performed in accordance with OSHA Guidelines and the local Fire
Department will be notified prior to welding activities occurring. Some OSHA guidelines that will be followed
should welding need to take place on the site shall include any combustibles shall be protected with fire blankets or
wet down to help prevent ignition of material. Adequate sources of water will be available. Installation of
temporary % plywood covers over ice bridges and vulnerable equipment to protect against possible fire and falling



materials. Coax cables (internal and external) will be bundled to maintain a minimum 6 inches of clearance from the
surface of any section to be cut or take other measures to protect cables from heat, sparks, embers. and flames.

Another potential fire source could be a lightning strike. However, the tower will be properly bonded and grounded
thus lightning strikes are not a significant concern.

Based on the very rare occurrence of fire at wireless facilities, the non-combustible/fire-resistant nature of the
monopine tower, compliance with welding best managerent practices and associated OSHA regulations, bonding
and grounding the tower and facility to protect against lightaing strikes, and the fact that the facility is Fally
accessible to emergency service vehicles, there will be no significant adverse effects related to fire. _

Ice and Debris Fall: The design of the facility as a monopine, is located within a secured fenced compound
appropriately located on a large property more than 100 feet from the nearest property line and 288 from the
nearest residence. Therefore there will be minimal possibility of fce accumuiation and debris fail on adfacent
parcels. I believe there is not a significant risk topersons or property from ice and/or debris fall in this situation.

In our experience falling ice is not as much a concern with monopine structures as it is with broadcast towers guyed
towers and/or lattice towers. Accumulation of ice is generally of function of altitude, structure height and site
location. Mountain top sites or very tall towers have been documented to shed ice. Smaller monopole structures
(200" or <) such as that proposed and specifically located in Westchester County New York have not been reported
to have shedding ice issues.

In addition to altitude, tower height and site location - the surface area of the tower structure is a magjor factor for ice
shedding. Monopines have fess surface area than broadcast towers or other towers, which are usually much taller
and constructed with a lattice and/or guy wire design. Monopoles for telecommunication facilities are typically 200°
high or less.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (860) 663-1697 x206.

Sincerely,

APT Engineering

e

TLA-B

Robert C. Burns, P.E.
Program Manager
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November 2, 2020

Honorable Chairman

and Members of the Planning Board
Village of Mount Kisco

104 Main Street

Mount Kisco, New York 10549

RE: 180 S. Bedford Road
Public Utility Wireless Telecommunications Facility
Homeland Towers. LLC

Dear Honorable Chairman and
Members of the Planning Board:

I 'am Robert C. Burns, P.E. with APT Engineering, the project engineer for the above referenced
project to construction a public utility wireless telecommunications facility (“Facility”) at the above
referenced property (“Property”). As you are aware the application (“Application”) filed by Homeland
Towers and Verizon Wireless (“Applicants”) also includes a request for a Steep Slope Permit in
accordance with §110-33.1(A) of the Zoning Code. In reviewing the Application, the following factors
are offered for consideration in accordance with the Steep Slope Permit requirements contained in the
Village Zoning Code. Please note that the following sections in bold face type are the actual quotes
from the Zoning Code, and the response to each section is noted below.

A. Steep slopes.
(1) Development limitations. To protect environmentally sensitive lands, preserve the Village’s

natural resources, and promote the orderly development of land, development on parcels that
contain excessively steep slope areas, which parcel on the effective date of this chapter is in excess
of 40,000 square feet and is in single, undivided ownership, shall be limited by deducting the
following from the gross lot area of such parcels to determine the net lot area [in conjunction with
§ 110-33.1B(1) herein]:

(a) Fifty percent of the area of steep slopes greater than 25%.

(b) Twenty-five percent of the area of steep slopes greater than 20% but not greater than 25%.
Please see below the following slope information for the Property:

111,614 SF slopes 20%-25%;

381,778 SF slopes over 25%; and

45% of the existing property has slopes over 20%.

(2) Steep slopes protection regulations.

(a) Purpose. For the purpose of preventing erosion, preventing stormwater runoff and flooding,
providing safe building sites, preventing landslides and soil instability, protecting the quantity and
quality of the Village's surface and groundwater resources, protecting important scenic views and
vistas, preserving areas of wildlife habitat, minimizing the area of land disturbance related to site

APT ENGINEERING
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development and protecting the Village's character and property values, it is the intent of these
steep slope regulations to minimize disturbance on steep slopes and to avoid disturbance and
construction activities on very steep slopes. Further, it is the intent of these steep slope regulations
to minimize the development of hilltops and ridgelines. The Village Board, the Planning Board,
the Zoning Board of Appeals, the Building Inspector and the Village Engineer shall take these
objectives into consideration in reviewing and acting on any plans submitted pursuant to the
provisions of this chapter.

(b) Exempt and regulated activities.

[1] Regulated activities.

[a] It shall be unlawful to create any disturbance greater than 100 square feet in aggregate, or to
cut any tree with a diameter greater than four inches when measured from 1 1/2 feet from ground
level, on any steep slope, hilltop, or ridgeline, other than an exempt activity as defined herein,
without a Steep Slopes Permit issued in conformance with these regulations.

The proposed project involves 4,039 SF (2,128 sf of 20-25% slope and 1,911 sf of over 25% slope) of
disturbance on slopes over 20% and trees larger than 4 diameter. Therefore, as the project involves land
disturbance in areas with slopes over 20%, a Steep Slope Permit will be required, and the Applicants
respectfully request that the Planning Board issue the Steep Slope Permit.

[b] In order to protect the stability of slopes and to ensure the safety of residents, construction
activities on steep slopes shall be minimized and shall follow the standards for grading set forth

herein.
The grading plan included with the Site Plan follows the standards set by the Village code.

[c] Construction activities shall not be permitted on very steep slopes unless there is no viable
alternative.

The proposed plan has 1,911 sf of disturbance on very steep slopes, however due to the location of the
Facility and slope of the Property there is no other viable alternative.

[2] Exempt activities. The following activities shall be exempt from provisions of this chapter:

[a] Any customary landscaping, provided that any such activity conforms to all other applicable
laws of the Village of Mt. Kisco.

[b] Repair of existing structures with no increase in any physical dimension.

The project does not qualify as an exempt activity therefore a Steep Slope Permit has been requested.

(c) Standards for development approval. In denying, granting, or granting with modifications any
application for a steep slopes permit, the Planning Board shall consider the consistency of the

proposed activity with the following standards:
[1] Disturbance and construction activities on very steep slopes shall not be permitted unless there

is no viable alternative.
With the Facility proposed in this location there is no viable option to avoid the disturbance of very

steep slopes.

[2] Disturbance of areas with steep slopes shall be in conformance with the following provisions:
{a] The planning, design and development of buildings shall provide the maximum in structural
safety and slope stability while adapting the affected site to, and taking advantage of, the best use
of the natural terrain and aesthetic character.



The compound has been designed to minimize the disturbance in the area of development.

[b] The terracing of building sites shall be kept to an absolute minimum. The construction of
retaining walls greater than six feet in height or 60 feet in length shall not be permitted unless

there is no viable alternative.
The site is not terraced and there are no retaining walls currently proposed.

[c] Roads and driveways shall follow the natural topography to the greatest extent possible in
order to minimize the potential for erosion and shall be consistent with other applicable
regulations of the Village of Mt. Kisco and current engineering practices.

The proposed access drive to the compound extends off the existing access drive and follows the natural
terrain to the most feasible way possible to reduce land disturbance and meet current engineering

practices.

[d] Replanting shall consist of vegetation intended to further slope stabilization with a preference
for indigenous woody and herbaceous vegetation.

Currently the proposed slopes are to be seeded with NYSDEC permanent construction area planting
mixture #1 from the New York State Standards and Specifications for Erosion and Sediment control
(Blue Book), latest edition and covered with Erosion Control Blankets to allow the turf to be established.

[e] When development activities are proposed to occur on hilltops or ridgelines, the plans
submitted for review shall demonstrate that the impacts on the functions, aesthetics and essential
characteristics of such areas are effectively minimized and mitigated. The natural elevations and
vegetative cover of ridgelines shall be disturbed only if the crest of a ridge and the tree line at the
crest of the ridge remains uninterrupted and shall not be permitted unless there is no viable
alternative. This may be accomplished either by positioning buildings and areas of disturbance
below a ridgeline or hilltop or by positioning buildings and areas of disturbance at a ridgeline or
hilltop so that the elevation of the roof line of the building is no greater than the elevation of the
natural tree line. However, under no circumstances shall more than 50 feet along a ridgeline, to a
width of 50 feet generally centered on a ridgeline, be disturbed.

The Facility is not located on a hilltop or ridgeline.

[f] Any regrading shall blend in with the natural contours and undulations of the land.
All proposed grading will be blended into the existing natural contours.

[g] Cuts and fills shall be rounded off to eliminate sharp angles at the top, bottom, and sides of

regraded slopes.
All proposed cuts and fill contours are shown rounded off on the Site Plan.

[h] The angle of cut and fill slopes shall not exceed a slope of one vertical to two horizontal except
where retaining walls, structural stabilization, or other methods acceptable to the Village
Engineer are used, in which case the angle shall not exceed a slope of one vertical to three

horizontal.
The cut and fill slopes do not exceed a 2:1 slope.



[iITops and bottoms of cut and fill slopes shall be set back from structures a distance that will
ensure the safety of the structures in the event of the collapse of the cut or fill slopes. Generally,
such distance shall be considered to be six feet plus 1/2 the height of the cut or fill.

The Facility is set back from the edge of the slope by 26’ and the foundation of the tower will be
designed so that it will not be sitting on any of the proposed fill required for construction of the
equipment compound. There are no other structures on the site other than a concrete equipment pad
which is approximately 5° from the edge of the slope.

[j] Disturbance of rock outcrops shall be by means of explosives only if labor and machines are not
effective and only if rock blasting is conducted in accordance with all applicable regulations of the
Village of Mt. Kisco and the State of New York.

There are no rock outcroppings observed within the proposed area of disturbance. It is not known if
there is any ledge in the area because a Geotechnical Explorations has not been performed yet. The
Applicants do not anticipate the need for blasting to construct the proposed Facility. If ledge is
encountered, chipping is preferred to blasting. If blasting were required, an appropriate protocol would
be followed in accordance with state and municipal regulations.

[k] Disturbance of steep slopes shall be undertaken in workable units in which the disturbance can
be completed and stabilized in one construction season so that areas are not left bare and exposed
during the winter and spring thaw periods (December 15 to April 15).

The total construction time is anticipated to take 12 weeks and no disturbance to any steep slopes will
occur between December 15 and April 15.

[1] Disturbance of existing vegetative ground cover shall not take place more than 15 days prior to

grading and construction.
The Applicants will comply with this requirement.

[m] Temporary soil stabilization, including, if appropriate, temporary stabilization measures such
as netting or mulching to secure soil during the grow-in period, must be applied to an area of
disturbance within two days of establishing the final grade, and permanent stabilization must be
applied within 15 days of establishing the final grade.

Erosion control blankets are proposed on all graded slopes with a 3:1 slope or steeper.

[n] Soil stabilization must be applied within two days of disturbance if the final grade is not
expected to be established within 21 days. In locations where construction activities have
temporarily ceased, temporary soil stabilization measures must be applied within one week.

The Erosion Control notes (Site Plan Sheet- EC-1) on the Site Plan comply with this criteria.

[0] Topsoil shall be stripped from all areas of disturbance, stockpiled and stabilized in a manner to
minimize erosion and sedimentation, and replaced elsewhere on the site at the time of final
grading. Stockpiling shall not be permitted on slopes of greater than 10%.

Soil Stockpiling as shown on the Site Plan is not proposed on any slopes greater than 10% and that a
note has been added to the Temporary Stockpile Detail (See Site Plan Sheet EC-2).



[p] No organic material or rock with a size that will not allow appropriate compaction or cover by
topsoil shall be used as fill material. Fill material shall be no less granular than the soil upon
which it is placed, and shall drain readily.

All fill material will be in accordance with a Licensed Geotechnical Engineers recommendations once a
Geotechnical Report has been completed for the project.

[q] Compaction of fill materials in fill areas shall be such to ensure support of proposed structures
and stabilization for intended uses.

All compaction of fill material will be in accordance with a Licensed Geotechnical Engineers and the
proposed Tower and Tower Foundation design engineer’s recommendations once a Geotechnical Report
and tower design has been completed for the project.

[r] Structures shall be designed to fit into the hillside rather than altering the hillside to fit the
structure. (Among the methods that may be employed to achieve this goal are reduced footprint
design, "step-down' structures, stilt houses, minimization of grading outside the building
footprint, placement of structures at minimum street setback requirements to preserve natural
terrain, etc.).

There are no “buildings” being proposed as part of the Facility.

[s] Development shall be sited on the least sensitive portions of the site to preserve the natural
landforms, geological features, and vegetation.

Where the development is currently being proposed on the site is designed to not affect and natural land
forms geological features and to try and minimize any tree clearing.

[t] The stability of slopes and the erodibility of soils on slopes is a function of various physical soil
properties and underlying bedrock conditions. Where site surveys indicate the presence of soils or
underlying bedrock conditions the physical properties of which might present limitations on
construction practices or high erodibility that may result in unstable slopes, the Planning Board
may limit the type and extent of construction activities or disturbance to these areas as necessary
to ensure public health, safety, and welfare.

The project is designed such that the proposed slopes are stable and will not be impacted by erosion.

[u] Impacts from construction activities or other disturbance on bedrock outcrops and glacial

erratics shall be minimized.
There were no outcroppings or glacial erratics visible in the area of the development area.

[v] All measures for the control of erosion and sedimentation shall be undertaken consistent with
this chapter and with the Westchester County Soil and Water Conservation District's "Best
Management Practices Manual for Erosion and Sediment Control,” and New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation '"Guidelines for Urban Erosion and Sediment
Control", as amended, or its equivalent satisfactory to the Planning Board, whichever requires the

higher standards.
All erosion control measures have been designed in accordance with NYSDEC guidelines.

[w] All proposed disturbance of steep slopes shall be undertaken with consideration of the soils
limitations characteristics contained in the Identification Legend, Westchester County Soils



Survey, 1989, as prepared by the Westchester County Soil and Water Conservation District, in
terms of recognition of limitation of soils on steep slopes for development and application of all
mitigating measures, and as deemed necessary by the Planning Board.

According to the Westchester County Soils Survey, CsD soils which are a B soil are located in the
proposed area of disturbance.

(d) Permit procedures.
[1] Application for permit. An application for a steep slopes permit shall be filed with the Planning

Board, and shall contain the following information and such other information as required by it,
except when waived by the Planning Board as not pertinent or necessary for the proposed
disturbance:

[a] Name, post office address and telephone number of the owner and applicant.

Property Owner is Skull Island Partners LLC,

c/o David Seldin, 1571 Oceanview Drive, Tierra Verde, Florida 33715

(646) 932-3628

Applicants are Homeland Towers, LLC and New York SMSA Limited Partnership d/b/a Verizon
Wireless, c/o Snyder & Snyder, LLP 94 White Plains Road, Tarrytown, New York 10591
(914) 333-0700

[b] Street address and Tax Map designation of property covered by the application.
The Property is identified as 180 South Bedford Road - SBL 80.44-1-1

[c] Statement of authority from owner for any agent making application.
A letter of authorization from the Property Owner has been included with the Application.

[d] Listing of property owners adjacent to, across streets from, and downslope within 500 feet of
the property, and any additional property owners deemed appropriate by the Planning Board.
A map and list of adjacent property owners has been included on Sheet R-1 of the Site Plan.

[e] Statement of proposed work and purpose thereof.
This has been included in the Application, the Application is for a public utility wireless
telecommunications facility to address a significant gap in Verizon Wireless’s network.

[f] A statement prepared by a licensed architect, registered landscape architect, or engineer, that
describes:

[i] The methods to be used in overcoming foundation and other structural problems created by
slope conditions, in preserving the natural watershed and in preventing soil erosion; and

[ii] The methods to be used to eliminate or mitigate water runoff on all adjacent properties and
any other property that will be naturally affected by increased water runoff.

The proposed equipment compound is designed with clean broken stone with 40% voids that will allow
the increase in runoff to be held within the voids and infiltrated back into the ground. A swale has been
designed on the south side of the driveway to convey the existing stormwater runoff from the uphill
areas south of the proposed development area around the proposed compound and driveway and
discharge through a riprap energy dissipator, slowing down the runoff where it will naturally drain down
the hill towards S. Bedford Road as it does in existing conditions



[g] A statement made under the seal of a licensed professional engineer certifying that:

[i] The proposed activity will disturb the steep slope area to the minimum extent practicable; and
[iij The proposed mitigation measures will prevent, to the maximum extent practicable, the
adverse effect of any disturbance of the steep slope area on the environment and any neighboring
properties.

The proposed development has been designed to minimize the disturbance on steep slope areas as much
as possible and that disturbance will not adversely effect the neighboring properties.

[h] Eleven copies of plans for the proposed regulated activities drawn to a scale of not less than
one inch equals 50 feet (unless otherwise specified by the Planning Board). Such plans shall be
sealed and show the following:

[il Location of proposed construction or disturbance and its relationship to property lines,
easements, buildings, roads, walls, sewage disposal systems, wells, and wetlands within 100 feet of
the proposed construction or disturbance, unless a greater distance is deemed appropriate by the
Planning Board.

This has been included on the Site Plan.

[ii] Estimated material quantities of excavation/fill.
130 CY of excavation, 815 CY of fill required and 165 CY of gravel import.

[iii] Location and size of areas of soils by soils types in the area of proposed disturbance and to a
distance of 100 feet surrounding the area of disturbance.
Soil boundaries and soil types are included on the Site Plan.

[iv] Existing and proposed contours (NGVD, National Geodetic Vertical Datum) at two-foot
intervals in the area of proposed disturbance and to a distance of 100 feet beyond.
This information has been provided on the Site Plan.

[v] Slope categories for the entire project site itself showing at minimum the steep slope and very
steep slope categories. Slope is to be determined from on-site topographic surveys prepared with a
two-foot contour interval. The vertical rise is to be measured, on the basis of two-foot contours, in
a ten-foot horizontal length.

This information has been provided on the Site Plan.

[vi] Cross sections of steep slope areas proposed to be disturbed.
A Cross section through the steep slope area has been provided on the Site Plan.

[vii] Retaining walls or like constructions, with details of construction.
There are no retaining walls or like construction proposed.

[viii] Erosion and sedimentation control plan prepared in accordance with the requirements listed
above in Subsection A(2)(c)[2][Kk] through [o]. These plans must be submitted under the seal of a
licensed professional engineer and must show and certify the following:

[A] All existing and proposed natural and artificial drainage courses and other features for the
control of drainage, erosion and water.



[B] The calculated volume of water runoff from the slope(s) and from the lot in question, as

unimproved.
[C] The calculated volume of water runoff from the slope(s) and from the lot in question, as

improved.
[D] The existence, location and capacity of all natural and artificial drainage courses and facilities

within 500 feet of the lot, which are or will be used to carry or contain water runoff to and from

the slopes(s) and the lot.
The sediment and erosion control plans contain everything except all natural and artificial drainage

courses and facilities within 500" of the lot. The proposed design is decreasing the runcff analysis of
those areas are not necessary. The Property drains into S. Bedford Road and per this requirement that

has been shown on the Site Plan.

[il A list of all applicable county, state or federal permits that are required for such work or

improvements.
There are no applicable county, state or federal permits required. The approvals required for the Facility

have been noted on the EAF filed with the Application.

[k] An application fee in the amount set forth in a fee schedule established by the Village Board.
The Applicants have filed the necessary application fees with the Planning Board.

Conclusion

Based on the aforementioned it is respectfully submitted that the Applicants have met the
criteria for issuance of the Steep Slope Permit.

Sincerely,
APT Engineering

//Qﬁ s NS

Robert C. Burns, P.E.
Program Manager



APT

ENGINEERING

October 29, 2020

Honorable Chairman

and Members of the Planning Board
Village of Mount Kisco

104 Main Street

Mount Kisco, New York 10549

RE: Homeland Towers Site Name: Mt. Kisco NY172
180 S. Bedford Road
Mt. Kisco, NY 10594
Verizon Generator

Honorable Chairmen and Members of the Board,

As part of the proposed Wireless Telecommunications Facility‘ application at the above referenced
address currently before the Planning Board, Verizon Wireless is proposing to install and operate an
emergency diesel powered 15kw DC backup generator. The generator specified on the drawings is a
Ascot: 15 kw generator. A 54 gallon diesel belly tank is proposed to fuel this generator. The proposed
tank is a double walled tank fitted with leakage alarms. The proposed generator will be typically cycled
remotely once a week for approximately 20 minutes.

According to the manufacturer’s specifications, the maximum noise levels produced by the proposed
generator is 66 dBA measured at a distance 23 feet from the generator. The closest property line is
approximately 80" east of the existing facility; therefore, the projected noise level from the proposed
generator at the closest property line is below the Town of Mt. Kisco required noise standards set by
Town Code.

I trust the foregoing provides the information you have requested. Please do not hesitate to contact me
should you have any questions or comments.

Sincerely,

gineering

Robert C. Burns, P.E.
Program Manager

APT ENGINEERING
567 VAUXHALL STREET EXTENSION, SUITE 311 - WATERFORD, CT 06385 - PHONE 860-663-1697 - FAX 860-663-0935
[3 116 GRANDVIEW ROAD - CONWAY, NH 03818 - PHONE 603-496-5853 - FAX 603-447-2124
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Town of Mount Kisco
10 Main Street
Mount Kisco, NY 10549

September 16, 2020

RE: "Homeland Towers Site Name: Mount Kisco NY172
180 S. Bedford Road
Mount Kisco, NY 10594
Structural Certification

To Whom it May Concern:

Homeland Towers, LLC is proposing the installation of a public utility wireless telecommunications facility, consisting of a
140’ monopine (“Tower’) with antennas mounted thereon.

The proposed Tower, all attachments, and the Tower’s foundation will be designed to meet the ANSI/TTIA-222-H “Structural
Standard for Antenna Supporting Structures, Antennas and Small Wind Turbine Support Structures” and all county, state and
federal structural requirements for loading, including wind and ice loads. The Tower will be designed to be able to support at
least four (4) antenna arrays. Furthermore, the proposed tower will be designed with a “hinge-point” at elevation 31° AGL
(closest property line distance is 109 *+/-) so that in the unlikely event of a catastrophic failure occurring, the tower fall zone

will be contained within the subject parcel.
Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (860) 663-1697.
Sincerely,

APT Engineering

Michael S. Trodden, P.E.
Senior Structural Engineer

APT ENGINEERING
L[] 567 VAUXHALL STREET EXTENSION - SUITE 311 - WATERFORD, CT 06385 - PHONE 860-663-1697 - FAX 860-663-0933

L1 P.0. BOX 504 - 116 GRANDVIEW ROAD - CONWAY, NH 03818 - PHONE 603-496-5853 - FAX 603-447-2124
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Honorabie Supensor Dotierty erid
Kembars of the Town Bvard
Tovid of Kenit
25 Sybli's Crosaing
Kent Lakes, Y
April 8, 2013

RE: W.O.4806HYIBY
HOMELAND TOWERS, LLG

Honorable Suendisor and Msmbers of the Town Board:

Teclonic Enginesiing Consuliants & Surveyors, P.C. (Tedlonlc) hes besn provided a copy
of *An Anslyals of Cell Tower los Falls” prepared by Mr. Dennis Rugers deled March 25,

2013,
Based on the review of the sald lefter we would ffke to offer the following:

1. Me. Rogers incorrectly assunies an anfghing sige of 2 % 1 mafers (857 x 3189,
These values transiats Into & surfece 2iee of 215 sgit A more redlistic antenns
sizs for one of the miejor wirsiess cariars (Verizon Wirsless) is approdimately 68
x1ift, which has a surface area of 8 sgft. This velue is elgnificantiy less tan theares
used in the analysie refeisnced akove.

2. Wr. Rogers aesumes an fog thickness of 6 om (2,36 inches) which would resuli in &
piacs of fon Weighing. approximately 108 kg (237 os). The proposed kisteatiation fs
govemned by AMSHTIA.

Per the letaat vorsipn of the TIA publication, ANSLTIA-222-G-8005, “Stuciural
Standard for Antenne Supporiing Structures and Antennes”, published by ihe
Telscommunloations ndustry Assocition. Standard, the bleimum Basic Design
ice Thickness for Pulnam Copily [s lisled a5 0,75 Inches. The code also. requitss
thet the: os be escaigted with height when calculaing the fos vesight and wind on
06 jeads. Therefora the radlal ise caloulsbed at 180° (top of thee proposed pofe) s
approgimately 1.78 inches. Uiilizing this ice thicknsss and an grea of 8 ogfi, the
miass of potentlal foa would be reduced $ apprvimaisly 8% bs. Bes alfache
calauitations for determinetion of radiaf ice based on the TIA standard which s lower
{han the arbitvary thicknese assumed by Mr. Rogers.

3. In our professions! dpition, the phofo of Colf Tower foe byl up found I the
summary of i Rogers is not & proper representation of typleal conditfors found in-
ssearch Indicates that this phot ie evaliable on ihe World Wide

e riorikeasst, Our

Web and Is most fikely of o ssl-support-tower iocaied in Cardove Alesia. 15 shiould

also e roted that the stiuciure shown in the phofo & of 2 ssifeupport Jatlics

structurs and not & monopoly structurs thet I propesed at thile booabitn. As hoted i
FLANNIRG » ENGINEERING: » CONSTRGTION AND BROBRAM MANAGSHMENT
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‘Homietand Towers -Piaeticat Sol i Eeceiatad Sendie
ASHENYIEY b4 Apiil 8, 2013

the Teclonlc lefter dated March 15, 2013; the proposed sinswiire has signHicantly less
:or;pface eraa mpﬁﬁe of awumuuﬁm Ise, thefeby sionificarily d&&%&&m@ the potential

In conglusicn, the photograph presented by Mi. Rogers &2 not relsvant io the propossd
fadliily Inthe Town of Kent. [t's our proféssisnal apinisn that based on the deelgn of the
fecliity 28 a monopole, Kis location Witlin & escursd fenieed compound sf 2 Town-owned
Highway Garage, and the minimal possibilty of ics sscumulation and fall, ve believe there
Is ot 2 signifficant riek to hersons o property from ice fall in this stiugtion

i you should nsive aity fuither questiosis, plaase do not hesiiats i call us.
Sinoerely,

Kavish Zawar B E. S
&r. Project Manager

ot Wanny Vicante-Homeland Towsre, LLC
Robiért Gaudlozo-Saydar & Saydsr

WilowbighiProjeotsS0E-Hamelant TowatpWsns.NY {81 Kent Staokey Holiow Courfl.stiers\l V421 Sup los Letier 4-8-13.dcc
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November 3, 2020

Honorable Chairman and Members of the Planning Board
Village of Mount Kisco

104 Main Street

Mount Kisco, New York 10549

Re: Visual Assessment
Proposed Wireless Telecommunications Facility
180 South Bedford Road

Dear Honorable Chairman and Planning Board Members:

Saratoga Associates is writing on behalf of Homeland Towers regarding a proposed
telecommunications tower and associated equipment at the above referenced address. Saratoga
Associates has been retained to address potential visual impacts associated with this project.

At the October 27 Village of Mount Kisco Planning Board meeting the Village Planning Board (the
“Board”) requested the applicant conduct a balloon visibility test for the above referenced
project. In a memo dated October 22, 2020 Board consultant HDR provided a recommended
scope for the balloon test. Consistent with HDR’s recommended scope we offer the following
balloon test methodology for Board consideration.

Balloon Date/Time - The balloon test will be publicly advertised to take place on Saturday
November 14 between the hours of 8am and 12pm or in the event of inclement or windy weather
each consecutive day thereafter until the balloon test is completed.

To assure the best opportunity for a successful test the applicant will consult and HDR to make a
“go/no go” decision no later than 2pm on the day before the scheduled test. The balloon test will
be postponed if the weather forecast calls for precipitation or winds in excess of 8 mph at any
time during the scheduled “float window”. HDR will coordinate with the applicant and the Board
to establish and email chain to advise all involved parties of the go/no decision.

Balloon Launch/Float - One 5-foot+ diameter red balloon will be raised to the top elevation of the
proposed tower (140 feet). A 4-foot+ diameter red balloon will be affixed to the same tether 15
feet below the top balloon to represent an alternative tower height. The second balloon is




ASSOCIATES

Village of Mount Kisco Planning Board
November 3, 2020
Page 2 of 6

provided solely at the request of the Board. The application currently before the Board is a for 140
feet tall monopole tower only. The land owner has not agreed to allow a facility at the alternative

location.

A second set of balloons will be simultaneously flown at an alternative location on the property to
the south and at a higher elevation than the primary location. At this second location one 5-foot+
diameter blue balloon will be raised to the top elevation of the proposed tower (140 feet and a 4-
foot+ diameter blue balloon will be affixed to the same tether 15 feet below the top balloon to
represent an alternative tower height. This second balloon is provided solely at the request of the
Board. The application currently before the Board is for a 140 feet tall monopole tower at the first
location only. The land owner has not agreed to allow a facility at the alternative location.

The anchor position of the balloon(s) will be as close to designated tower center(s) as practicable
considering the presence of dense overhead tree canopy in the area. The location of the balloon
anchor point(s) will be documented in the field using a handheld GPS unit. The actual ground
elevation of the anchor location(s}) will be determined in advance of the test. The length of the
tether will be adjusted as necessary to account for any proposed cut/fill grade change at the
tower center and/or actual ground elevation at balloon anchor point if an offset location is
necessary raise the balloon as close as practicable to proposed top of monopole elevation.

The height of the balloon(s) (length of the tether) and ground elevation adjustment will be
verified in the field by Board consultant HDR. The applicant will provide a tape measure for use by
HDR to document tether length. In order to maintain the launch schedule HDR must be present
on-site at least 30 minutes prior to launch time to verify the tether length.

The applicant will document the weather condition and wind speed direction once per hour
during the float window (i.e., screen shot of current local weather conditions as reported by the
Weather Channel, Accuweather or other reputable source). The applicant will keep note of the
any tilt or bobbing of the balloon over the course of the float.

Should the balloon(s) pop or deflate within the float window a replacement balloon will be
promptly raised. The applicant will document the time the balloon was down or otherwise floated
at less than full height. Spare balloons and helium will be mobilized for the field test.

Photo Receptors — 36 locations have been identified in consultation with HDR to be visited during
the balloon test. Attached are viewshed maps Figure 1a — Photo Location/Bare Earth Viewshed
Map 1 Mile Radius, Figure 1b Photo Location/Land Cover Viewshed Map 1 Mile Radius, Figure 2a —
Photo Location/Bare Earth Viewshed Map 1/2 Mile Radius, Figure 2b Photo Location/Land Cover
Viewshed Map 1/2 Mile Radius are provided as Exhibit A herein. These viewshed maps identify
the geographic area within which the top elevation of the propose 140-foot-tall monopole is



ASSOCIATES

Village of Mount Kisco Planning Board
November 3, 2020
Page 3 of 6

theoretically visible under bare earth (i.e., without consideration of the screening value of existing
vegetation or structures) and land cover (i.e., with without consideration of the screening value of
existing vegetation or structures).

Viewshed maps illustrating the theoretical bare earth and land cover visibility of a 140-foot-tall
tower at the alternative location are provided herein as Exhibit B.

While the balloon is in the air an experienced visual analyst will visit each preapproved location to
document balloon visibility (whether the balloon is visible or not). Photographs may also be taken
from additional publicly accessible vantage points as may be identified in the field during the
balloon test.

Board consultant HDR will attended the balloon test and independently visit preidentified visual
resources. While in the field HDR will be in communication with the Saratoga Associates visual
analyst as may be necessary to confirm photographs are being taken from visible vantage points
and to recommend additional locations as may be determined in the field. Prior to the balloon
test the applicant will provide the names and mobile phone numbers of the field crew, in case
Planning Board members or HDR needs to contact them or vice versa.

Photographs will be taken using a Canon 6D Mark Il digital single lens reflex (“DSLR”) 24-mega
pixel camera with fixed 50mm (“prime”) lens. A 50mm lens is used to minimize optical distortion
and is most reprehensive of normal human eyesight. The precise coordinates of each photo
location will be recorded in the field using a handheld global positioning system (GPS) unit. Prior
to field reconnaissance, the coordinates of the proposed telecommunications tower will be
programmed into a handheld GPS unit as a “waypoint.” The "waypoint indicator" function of the
GPS (arrow pointing along a calculated bearing) will be used to assist the visual analyst determine
the direction of the tower site from each photo location in cases where the balloon(s) is not
visible though or above intervening vegetation.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Matthew W. Allen, RLA
Principal
ASSOCIATES

Landscape Architects, Architects, Engineers, and Planners, P.C.




Exhibit A
Photo Location/Viewshed Maps
Proposed Tower Location
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Exhibit B
Photo Location/Viewshed Maps
Alternative Tower Location
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HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC

WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY

SITE

Whash Jamctuery

Ardeang

'
i
H
o W Kisen
.
Y
kY
o
-
e
8CALE: 1" = 500"
COWNER: APPLICANTS:
SKULL ISLAND PARTNERS LLC HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC VERIZON
C/) DAVID SELDIN 9 HARMONY STREET 4 CENTEROCK RD.
1571 OCEANVIEW DRIVE 2ND ALOOR ‘WEST NYACK. NY 10994

TIERRA VFRDE, FL 33715 2538 DANBURY, CT 06810
KLAUS WIMMER

(203) 287-6345

HOMELAND PROJECT ATTOKNEY:
SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP
94 WHITE PLAINS ROAD
TARRYTOWN, NY 10591

MOUNT KISCO
180 S. BEDFORD RD.
MT. KISCO, NY 10594

DRAWING INDEX

T-1 TITLE SHEET & INDEX
10F 2 ABUTTERS PLAN
20F 2 PARTIAL EXISTING CONDITIONS SURVEY
R-1 5§00' RADIUS MAP & PROPERTY OWNERS
TR-1 1,600° TOWER RADIUS MAP
SP-1 SITE PLAN
SP-2 PARTIAL SITE PLAN
SP-3 PARTIAL SITE PLAN
CP-1 COMPOUND PLAN
A-1-A-3 ELEVATIONS & ALTERNATE MONOPOLE ELEVATIONS
EC-1 EROSION CONTROL NOTES & DETAILS
EC-2 EROSION GONTROL DETAILS
C-1 VERIZON EQUIPMENT PLAN & DETAILS
C-2 VERIZON ANTENNA PLAN & DETAILS
C-3 SITE DETAILS
G-4 VERIZON EQUIPMENT LIGHTING DETAILS
$S5-1 STEEP SLOPE PLAN

L5-1 LANDSCAPING & TREE PROTECTION PLAN

POWER PROVIDER:
CONEDISON: (800)) 752-6633

TELCO PROVIDER:
VERIZON (914) 890-0200

SITE INFORMATION

PROJECT LOCATION: 180 S. BEDFORD RD.
MT. KISCO, NY 10594

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: RAWLAND SITE W/ GROUND EQUIPMENT
WITHIN 2,542+ SF TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COMPOUND W/ NEW 140= AGL MONOPINE,

PROPERTY DEVELOPER: HOMELAND TOWERS. LLC
9 HARMONY STREET
2ND FLOOR
DANBURY, CT 06810

DEVELOPER CONTACT: KLAUS WIMMER
(203) 257-6345

ENGINEER CONTACT: ROBERT C. BURNS, P.E.
(860} 663- 1697 X206

LATITUDE: 41" 11' 58.66'N
LONGITUDI 3 42' 48.55'W
ELEVATION: 426'= AMSL

: CD -CONSERVATION DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT

DIG SAFELY NEW YORK: GOVERNING COI
(800) 962-7962 2020 NEW YORK STATE UNIFORM
FIRE PREVENTION & BUILDING CODE
NATIONAL ELECTRIC CODE
TIA-222-H

-
HOMELAND TOWERS, LG
9 HARMONY STREET
2nd FLOOR

DANBURY, CT 06810
(203) 267 6345

verizon”

4 CENTEROCK ROAD
WEST NYACK, NY 10994

APT
ENGINEERING

| BESIGN PROFESSIONALS OF RECORD |
PROF: SCOTT M. CHASSE P.E, 4

EXTENSION - SUITE 311
WATERFORD, CT 06385
DEVELOPER: HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC
ADDRESS: 8 HARNONY STREET
2ND FLOOR
DANBURY, GT 16310

NOTE:
IT 18 A VICLATION OF NEW YORK STATE
EDUCATION LAW ARTICLE 148, SECTION

ITEM HIS SEAL AND THE NOTATION
“ALTERED BY" FOLLOWED BY THE
SIGHATURE AND THE DATE OF 8UCH
ALTERATION, AND A 8PECIFIG
DESCRIFTION OF THE ALTERATION.

m HOMELAND TOWERS
MOUNT KISCO

.m_-m.sw.wmu_.oaunu.
ADDRESS: M. K680, HY 10604

1[aPT FILING NUMBER: Wrzs3830
DATE: _owrvz J[DRAWNEY: _G80
C [CHECKED BY: Rea

|
|/ SHEET TITLE:

TITLE SHEET




LOCATION AP
Source: RYSDOL Guodrumgle Shewl ~ MY Kioco, NY
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SCALE 1°=100°

True North
74°30" m.v-? Longituds

SITE SPECIFIC NOTES:

. FIELD SURVEY DATE:  AUGUST 6, 2020
2. HORIZONTAL DATUM: NORTH AMERICAN DATUM OF
1983 (NADBS)

3. VERTICAL DATUM:  NDRTH AMERICAN VERTICAL DATUM
OF 1988 (NAVDBE)

4. OWNER: SKULL ISLAND PARTNERS, LLC
263 15TH AVE. SOUTH SUITE 340
ST. PETERSBURG, FL- 33701

5. SITE NUMBER: 72
6. SITE ADORESS: 180 5. BEDFORD RD.
M. KISCO, NY 10694
7. APPLICANT: HOMELAND TOWERS
§. JURISDICTION: VILLAGE OF MT. KISCO
WESTCHESTER COUNTY. NY
9. TAX ID: 80.44-1-1

0. DEED REFERENCE:  CONTROL NO. 531553080

11. ZOMING (ISTRICT: €D CONSERVATION DEVELOPMENT BISTRICT

12. THE HORIZONTAL DATUM AND VERTICAL DATUM WERE DERIVED FROM
A DUAL FREQUENCY GPS SURVEY.

13, ALL UNDERGROUND UTILITY INFORMATION PRESENTED HERECN WAS
DETERMINED FROM SURFACE EVIDENCE AND PLANS OF RECORD. ALL
1-800-962-7962 A MIMMUM OF 72 HOURS PRICR TO PLANNED
ACTMITY.

14 ACCORDING TD FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY MAPS.
THE PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS OH THIS PROPERTY ARE LOCATED IN AN
AREA DESICNATED AS ZONE X (UNSHADED), AREA OF MINMAL
FLOODING, COMMUMITY PANEL ND. 36118 C 0154 F

EFFECTIVE DATE: SEPTEMBER 26, 2007.

15, FIELD SURVEY BY EDM TOTAL STATION.

15. THTS IS HOT A BOUNDARY SURVEY,

METES AND BOUNDS SHOWN HEREON AR COMPILED FROM THE
SUBJECT REFERENCED SITE PLAN. DIRECTIONS HAVE BEEN ROTATED
NOTED.

INTO UAP DATIM BASED ON FOUND EVIDENCE

NO BOUNDARY % umw PERFORMED.

17. AL PROPERTY LINES SHOWN ARE FROM DEEDS, PLANS OF RECORD
AND WESTCHESTER COUNTY, NY GIS DATABASE AND ARE APPROXINATE
onLY.

18. ABUTRING PROPERTY LINES AND STREET UNES ARE TAKEN FROM

THE REFERENCE PLANS AND THE WESTCHESTER COUNTY. NY CIS
DATABASE AND ARE APPRDXIMATE ONLY.

Abutters Plan
Premises of

Skull Island Partners, LLC

Control No. 531553080

Village of Mount Kisco, County of Westchester
State of New York

REVISIONS
Cescristion

e

o,

~ Tubdivision ~ GP3

807] sa2-8300
f807) ase-ga1y

wre.lawsoseureey.com

Facalmile:

2000 County Equts § & Onsamta. Now York 13820

Boundery ~ Tepograpblo = Control = Deformation » Construction ~ C.14.

LAWSON SURVEYING & MAPPING

FELD earxn B 100

WP bos u 24-1241
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Existing Conditions Survey
Portion of
Premises of

Skull Island Partners, LLC

Control No. 531553080

Village of Mount Kisco, County of Westchester

State of New York

REVISICNS

Bescnytion

T

o]

(607) 432-3300

607) 4324312
v lammasurrey.oum

2900 County Bauta 8 @ Omscats, New Yark (3020
Pone:
Fenatzlle

Boundary « Teperephle ~ Goatrel ~ Defermation ~ Censtrusticn ~ G.LS. ~ Subdivisiom ~ G5,

LAWSON SURVEYING & MAPPING
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v AR enove
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TELECOMMUNICATIONS F

\ .
.- ‘ :
4&; _h ,M,w//_a 1~ ‘

. 1
I TRCFL:
SECTION: 8044 BEOCH: 3 LOT: 1 ' =
180 5. BEDFORD RD,
Nr 3 T
SKULL ISLAND PARTNERS LLC == —
©/0 DAVID SELDIN il p
1571 QCEANVIEW DRIVE
| TERRA VERDE FL S3T15.2538 W e} ]
w 1
i
5 L — T
PROPERTY LINE {TYP) 1 __

(MFEET) 1iehnT0R,

VILLAGE OF MOUNT KISCO
WESTCHESTER COUNTY
300 RADIUS PROPERTY GWNERS

DANBURY, CT 06810
@03 2676345

verizon”

MAPID SECTION EBLOCK LOT  PROPERTY ADDRESS OWNER NAME OWNER ADDRESS
: 1 D T =i 4 CENTEROCK ROAD
[1185. 8EDFORD RO [72 SARLES 5T, MOUNT
* _ =] _ : N I_ze:z_.:ﬁo Ny osag_|WILBLPEPRESERVE Inc. ) WEST NYACK, NY 10994
s | on | 2 3 [JERENTWDODCT, MOUNT|MICHAEL 1, INSERRA & MADLYR |3 BRENTWOODCY, —
RISCO, NY 10599 __INSERRA [MOUNT KI5C0 NY 10595
P e ) B T, MDUNT GEORGE 0 lsmrevTWoODCT,
hisco, Ny tosss Mooy MOUNT KISCO_ Y 10509 3 APT
7 BRENTWOOD CT, MOUNT 7 BRENTWOOD €T, ERGTNEERING ™~
2 . ENGINEERING
LI (JEE0 ? 5 loson nroses YARYANII TARKOK MOUNT KISCO KY 10589
% 1l B o |PORENTWOOD CT, MOUNT |FRARK PACCETTI & BARBARR |9 DRENTWODDCY, 597 VAUHALL STREET EXTENSION -SUTE 311
= [KISCO, NY 10549 paceer MOUNT K15C0, NY 10599 [y R B v eld |
[STRATFORD O, MOUNT 7.0 BOX 265, SOMERS, NY| e
¢ s * 417 isco, nv 10se L. HSCO ENASEHOA INC 20589 | PERMATING DOCUMENTS )
7 | lFscar N 5 [GBRENTWODD CT,MOUNT KARAN GAREWAL S PRATIBHA 16 BRENTWODO.C. [No| DATE [REVISION I
[kisce, N 30500 oaRewaL MOUNT FISCT, NY 30500 _
i [7LsARLES 5T, saounT 71 SARLES ST, MOUNT
5 | ;e 1 2l MARSHSANCTUARY INC ased ny isss
L™ R 3 [PSARUESST,MOUNT  ANNAC.PIETROBOND E IOHN G |2 SARLES ST, MOUNT
= perse, oo 10540 PIETROBOND. __[wseo wv insen
I | N ,  [werewracoocr, DAVID M. SCHWARTZ & HOLLYY. [10 BAENTWOOD CT,
I IMGUNT K1SC0, NY 10549 SCHWART2 |MOUNTRISCO, NY 1n5t5
[BBRENTWOOD T, MOLIWT [BBRENTWODD €T,
2|} : ®  lisco,nviose GERARD ROMSKI & SETHROMSK! |y iouniT 1sco, MY 10548
B A | owa | o WA s
[1 BRENTWOOD 7, MOUNT TBRENTWaDECT,
TR HEE ? 2 isco,nv 1058 |{FHieatem 1acans MOUNT KIS My 10843
5 wa | owa | wa WA |
N —_—
bl BB LT ) I i 'DESIGN PROFESSIONALS OF RECORD
{PROF: SCOTT M. CHASSE P.E,
COMP: APT ENGINEERING
ADD: 567 VAUXHALL STREET
EXTENSION - SUITE 311
MAPID SECTION _BLOCK __LOT OWNER ADDRESS NATERFORD. CT 08310
T i T35 Tucke EVELOPER: HOLELAND TOWERS, LLC
© | mn 2 3 [BTUCKERED. MOUMT |yryet & canua ermp 12 TUECKER WD, BEDFORD ADDRESS: B MARMONY STREET
XISCO,NY 10549  CORNER; NYIG549 | 2D FLOOR
P S ) |5 TUCKEURD, MOUNT |MARCISTEARNS & STEVEN |25 TUCKER RD, BEDFORD DANBURY, 0T 08210
ﬁha Y f0s5 MccoRmcy [connERs. NY 10849 E=———— —
7 T NOTE;
n | ;s 1 5 forenspace [TOWN OF BEDFORD 31 8EDPORORD; IT 1S A VIOLATION OF NEW YORK STATE
(BEDFORD HILS Nt 10507 EDUCATION LAW ARTICLE 145, SECTION
n | nx 1 L e s Rt pEveoRmeNT L o z>uu_____p_ﬂoz< . T ER TS INLEDS |
2 i — LRSI . LICENSED PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER OR
» - N o [[0SOUTHBEDFORORD, |\, 00 ocoereonning (133 RAILROAD AVE, LAND BURVEYOR, TO ALTER AN ITEM (N
[MOUNT Kisco, NY 10549 g . |BEDFORD HILLS, Ny 10507 ANY WAY. IE AN ITEM BEARING THE SEAL
3 UARAR A ¥, 3 OF AN ENGINEER OF LAND BURVEYOR 15
|| [eas : 1o [ZSARESSTMONT  ABDELOUAWAR ELBOLHA & BOX 667, BEDFORD L A BNCINEER OF LAAC SURVEOR
ISC0, 1Y 10540 NANCY EL BOUHAY JLS,NY 10507 LAND URVEYOR BHALL AFFIX TG THE
1 LINDEN LN, MOUNT 143 UNDEN WN, BEDFORD. TTEM KIS SEAL AND THE NOTATION
% | B8 | 1 1 lvicen ny 0o IAWRENCELEERDAISYLEE | opuicac vy gsao "ALTERED 3V FOLLOWED BY THE
——t— AT e T SIGNATURE AND THE DATE OF BUCH
P | (T N 15 |BUNDENLN,MOUNT  ROSEMARIEAMAIGRANGE  |G9UNDEN LN, BEDFORD ALYERATION, AND & BPCoTat
KISCONV10599 \vALERI WEDGES o lcoRNERs Y1081 THE ALTERATION.
poTTl P T 72 LINDEN LN, MOUNT ERNCA 108SECOND AVE, NEW .
= ! losco.nviesss LYORK, WY 10003 HOMELAND TOWERS
1 MOUNT KISCO
5 | Bm 1 1 |wa nis Inia =
I SIE 1888, BEDFORDRD,
% | no N 1y [PLOEERANLBEDFORD  EDWARDFEINBERGE MARRIET |7010. BEDFORORD, ADDRESS: MT. KIaco, NY 10504
lconregs ny josen FEINGERG BEOFORD HILLS, NY 10543 o

APTFILING NUMBER: HYzsse |
oaTE: _swruzs | [DRAVM BY: oW
[ [GHECKED BY: RCB

|sHeET TLE:

300° RADIUS MAP &
PROPERTY OWNERS




L2
HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC
9 HARMONY STREEF
2nd FLOOR
DANBURY, CT 06B10

M i (203) 257-6345

a 4
¥ verizon
VS

4 CENTEROCK ROAD
/ ~ F WEST NYACK. NY 10994

.ffsv._r ..“
_ﬂ/ﬂ;/;f.x | w %.w_mm%

\ \ || WMt LPORTSTEGHGOM FAX: (8001082006

{ \
N
— EXIST. RESIDENCE (T¥P) \ Md ____
e _ f —
f ] f A
f [ / ___ \
/ |

FERMITTING DOCUMENTS |
DATE |REVISION ]

9813/20 [FOR REVIEW: RGA

omivarz0 ‘GLIENT REVS: RCE

1102720 | TOWN GOMMENTS: RCE
20§ TCINM COMMENTS: RCE— _f

=g

R

[ SOUTH BEDFORD ROAD 1
(28'+ WiDE) T — \

A [T B

e

NYTOW

s

| DESIGN PROFESSIONALS GF RECORD

| PROF: SCOTT M.CHASSE P.E,
COMP: APT ENGINEERING
ADD: 507 VAUXHALL STREET
EXTENSION - SUITE 314
WATERFORD, CT 06325
DEVELOPER: HOMELAND TOWERS, LLG
ADDRESS;  DHARMONY STREET
2ND FLOOR
DANBURY, CT 06210

/|
Al
gl
R

~——

NOTE:
IT 18 A VIOLATION OF NEW YORK STATE

7209 (2)FOR ANY PERSON, UNLESS
ACTING LINDER THE DIREGTION OF A

TELECOMMUMICATIONS £
FACIITY &

| prop. wiRELESS

| ITER KIS SEAL ANDTHE NOTATICN
1.600 TOWER SETBACK

"ALTERED BY* FOLLOWED BY THE

7,
i
S
\ /
\n
a“\
o
~.44
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5338
g5s8
-] g
tseg
B2s2
28R
g
e
| N

/ | | HOMELAND TOWERS
| MOUNTKISCO
4 &

SITE 180 8. BEDFORD RD,
AGDRESS: NT. KISCO, HY 10884

| ..\_ APT FILING NUMBER: NYz838% I
! [DATE: __owtaizn ) [DRAWN BY: _caH
- (—
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\
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\
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SHEET TITLE:
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\
-
|
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I
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|

1,600' TOWER
RADIUS MAP

T UNFEET) fhch = 20 SHEET NUMBER: ||




PROP. COMPOUND ACCESS FROM SOUTH
PEDFORD ROAD ALONG EXIST.
PAVED/GRAVEL DRVEWAY (ARPROX 6855}
& PROP. GRAVEL DRIVE (APPROX 100'2).

288+ Py g o
ResD, WG oo
B Irmllrramnr:um

PROP. 140'= AGL MONOPIHE
PROP. 56457 (3,472¢ SF) LEASE AREA &
41462 (2,842 > S 6 HIGH GHAIN LINK
FENCED COMPOUND AREA (TYP}

SECTION: B0.51 BLOCK: 2 LOT: 1
114'S. BEDFORD RD.
I

o
WILDLIFE PRESERVE INC
NATURE PRESERVE

BULDING SETBACK LINE (TYP)

PROPERTY LINE (TP} —

"

A

SECTION: 83.13
SECTION: 80.60 BLOCK; 1LOT: 2 BLGEK: I LOT: |
71 SARLES ST, 72 LINDEN LN.
NE NF
MARSH SANCTUARY INC IHOR ANDREW
NATURE PRESERVE CZERNYK & NATALIA
M. CZERNYK
RESIDENTIAL

L S e ———]

(IMPEET) 1o o W0

€D _CONSERVATION DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT

- e [

ZONING TABLE: VILLAGE OF MOUNT KiSCQ ZONING DISTRICT

MIN. LOT AREA {AC)

MIN, FRONT YARD SETBACK (7T}
MIN. SIDE YARD SETBACK (FT.

NA = NOT APPLICABLE.
= EXISTING DIMENSIONAL NON-CONFORMITY
DISTANCE, FROM EQUIPMENT COMPOUND TO) PROPERTY LINE.
" VARIANCE REQUIRED

PENDING SOLAR FACIITY FENCE LINE (BY OTHERS) TYP)

NoTE:
[REFER TO SHEET $3 1 FOR STEEP SLOPES,

MAP REFERENCES:
1. "ABUTTERS PLAN, PREMISES OF SKULL ISLAND PARTNERS. LLC, SHEET 1 OF 2" &

EXISTING 'SKULL ISLAND PARTNERS,
LLC. SHEET 2 OF 2, PREPARED BY LAWSON SURVEYING & MAPPING, 2959 COUNTY
ROUTE 8, ONEONTA, NEW YORK. 13820, DATED AUGUST 6. 2020.

HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC

4 CENTEROCK ROAD
| WEST NYACK, NY 10994

y APT

ENGINEERING

§<§§rﬂxnﬂﬂﬁu§.,ms§=_
WATERFORD. CT 06385 Pz (sagsen-1e7
| WAWWALLPOINTSTEGHCOM _FAX: (RE50835 |

| PERMITTING DOCUMENTS
pi| DATE [REVISION

vanaizo [CLIENT REVS: RCB
1103720 | TOWN COMMENTS: RCB _

|[PROF: SGOTY M. CHASSE P.E.

HOTE:

| DEBCRIPTION OF THE ALTERATION.

DESIGN PROFESSIONALS OF RECORD

COMP: ART ENGINEERING

ADD: 667 VAUXHALL STREEY
EXTENSION - SUITE 311
WATERFORD, CT 06385

DEVELOPER: HOMELAND TGWERS, L
ADDRESS: 9 HARMONY STREET
2ND FLOOR

DANBURY, CT 08810

T F3 A VIOLATION GF NEW YORK STATE
EDUGATION LAW ARTICLE 145, 8ECTION

ALTERATION, AND A SPECIFIC

HOMELAND TOWERS
__MOUNT KISCO

SITE 80 8. BEDFORD RD,
ADDRESS: NT. KI3CO, NY t0504

(aPTFILNG NUMBER: Wy |
[DATE: 0BV || DRAWN BY: CTSM

SHEET TITLE:

SITE PLAN

|
SHEET NUMBER: ||




EXIST. ACCE:

DRIVE (WIDTH VAREES) (1YP)

EXIST. UTILITY POLE (yw27)

EXIST. CARETAKER'S RESIDENCE

PROP. UNDERGROUND ELECTRICTELCO ==,
SERVICE FROM EXIST. DEMARC EXIST [~ 7 7}

UTILITY POLE $W27) TO PROP. |
EQUIPMELIT AREA AFPROX. 150°2) (TYP)

PROTECT EXIST, TREE {TYP. 6 PL) |-

PROP. SLT FENGE (1Y) (=S}

PROP. 140+ AGL MONOPINE

PROP. HAYBALE CHECK DAM (TYP)

EXIST. TREE 70 BE VP38 by

PROP. STONE CHECK DAM [1vP). £—2—)

PROJECT LIMITS OF DISTURBANCE =

18.000 SF (0.41 ACRES}

PROP, 5662 (3,472~ SF) LEASE AREA &

462 (2,542 SF) 8 HIGH CHAIN LINK
FENCED COMPOUND AREA (TYP}

PROP. 17 WIDE GRAVEL ACCESS [0 )

CRIVE (1003 TYP |\ o

PROP. ERQSION CONTROL BLANKET.

ON ALL SLOPES 3:1 & GREATER (TVF.

TEMPORARY STOCKPILE AREA {2:1 SIDE

SLOPES) - RING W SILT FENCE @ &' [
OFFSET FROM TOE OF STQCKPILE 5502

NOTE: CONTRACTOR TU HAVE A GPR SURVEY PERFORMED AND
HAVE ALL MMES &
PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION.

NOTES;

. PROJECT LIMITS OF DISTURBANCE = 17,000 SF 0.39 ACRES}

~

38 EXISTING TREES 24" CALIPER DIAMETER TO BE REMOVED.

@

FACILITY WILL NCLUDE A SIGN NOT TO EXCEED 2 SF. LISTING
THE OWNER. QPERATOR'S NAME & EMERGENCY TELEPHONE.
NUMBER. SEE DETAIL 61C-9.

. PROPOSED FACILITY IS AN UNMANNED FACILITY. EMPLOYEES
WILL VISIT THE SITE APPROJIMATELY ONCE A MONTH FOR
PURPOSES OF SITE & EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE. THERE IS NO|
WATER OR SEWER UTILITIES PROPOSED FOR THIS PROJECT.

/1 PARTIAL SIT

3P-2 TRE a0

LEGEND

—_——-— PROPERTY LINE

—_———— BULDING SETBACK LINE
Lop LIMIT OF DISTURBANCE

—_—X —X — PROP, CHAIN LINK FENCE
BT PROP. ELEC.TELCG LINE

SLT FENCE

EXIST. TREE TO REMAIN

EXIST. TREE TO BE REMQVED

EXIST. TREE TO BE PROTECTED

SOUTH BEpFORN

RD ROAD EROSION CONTROL BLANKET

CONSTRUCTION STAGING AREA

P ———— EXIST. RESIDENCE (FYP)

_‘ BUILDING SETBACK
B LINE (TP}

PROPERTY LINE (TYP.)

FUTURE SOLAR PROJECT
- ———— ACCESS DRVEWAY
IMPROVEMENTS (TYP)

f MAP REFERE® £ 5

PROP. EVERGREEN TREE ‘

HOMELAND TOWERS, LLG
9 HARMONY STREET
2nd FLOOR
DANBURY, CT 06810
1203) 267-5345

verizon
4 CENTEROCK ROAD
WEST NYACK, NY 10894

w APT
ENGINEERING

567 VAUXHALL STREET EXTENSION -SUITE 11
| WATERFORD, CT 08388 P (so0L8t1e7
IWWW.ALLPOINTSTECHGOM _FAX: (980 8030035

____PERMITTING DOCUMENTS

._»w DATE [REVISON

DESIGN PROFESSIONALS OF REGORD

PROF: SCOTTM. GHASSE P.E,

COMP: ART ENGINEERING

ADD: 587 VAUXHALL STREET
EXTENSION - SUITE 311

WATERFORD, C7 06385

GEVELOPER: HOMELAND TOWERS, LLG

ADDRESS: 9 HARMONY STREET

2ND FLOOR

DANBURY, CT 08310

[vorE:
1T S A VIOLATION OF NEW YORK STATE

LIGERSED PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER OR
LAND SURVEYOR, TO ALTER AN ITEM N
ANY WAY. IF AN ITEM QFARING THE SEAL
GF AK ENGINEER OR LARD SURVEYOR 5
ALTERED, THE ALTERING ENGINEER OR
LAND SURVEVOR SHALL AFEDX T0 THE
ITEM HIS SEAL AND THE NOTATION
ALTERED 8- FOLLOWED BY THE
SIGNATURE AND THE DATE OF SUCH
ALTERATION, AND A SPECIFIC
OESCRIFTION OF THE ALTERATION.

HOMELAND TOWERS
MOUNT KISCO

BTE 1908, BEDFORD RD.
ADDRESS: MT, KISCO, NY 10504

[sHEET TmLE:

PARTIAL SITE PLAN




LEGEND

—_—_—

—_——-—— PROPERTY LINE HOMELAND TOWERS, LLG
9 HARMONY STREET
—_———— BULLDING SETBACK LINE - 2nd FLOOR
DANBURY, CT 06810
LI OF | 1209) 267.5345
—x —x — PROP. CHAIN LINK FENCE. _
ET PROP. ELECJTELGO LINE

* SOUTH BEDFORD ROAD
—— SNTFENCE E

EXIST. TREE TO REMAIN 4 CENTEROCK ROAD

WEST NYACK, NY 10994

,“ APT 4
ENGINEERING

]
H

_ﬂuo_.w_

EXISF. TREE T0 BE REMOVED EXIST. UTILITY POLE (#sW27)

EXIST. TREE TO BE PROTECTED

o)

PROP. EVERGREEN TREF. 87 VAUXHALL STREET EXTENSION -SUITE 214

WATERFORD, CT 06308 P (8808531077
W, 2

&

EXIST. ACCE:
DRIVE (WIDTH VARIES] (TYP.)

EROSION CONTROL BLANKET

CONSTRUCTION STAGING AREA

PROP. UNDERGRGUND ELECTRICITELCO SERVCE /7,
FROM EXIST. DEMARC. (EXIST UTILITY POLE #W27)
TO PROP, EQUIPMENT AREA (APPROX. 190’2} (TYP) !

DESIGN PROFESSIGNALS OF RECGRD |

PROF: SCOTTM. CHASSE P.E.

COMP: APT ENGINEERING

ADD: 587 VAUXHALL STREET
EXTENSION - SUTTE 344
WATERFORD, CT 05335

| |DEVELOPER: HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC

ADDRESS: 9 HARMONY STREET

2ND FLOOR

DANBURY, CT 08310

PROIECT LIMITS OF -
18,000 SF (0.41 ACRES)

PROP, 5562 (3,472 SF) LEASE AREA &

NOTE;
T 13 A VIOLATION OF NEW YORK BTATE
41%62' 2,502 5F) 5 HIGH GHAI LINIK |

-‘ T EDUCATION LAW ARTICLE 145, SECTION
EARTHWORK: FENCED COMPQUND AREA [TYP} - 7200¢2) FOR ANY PERSON, UNLESS
P AETING UnDER THE DIETON O A
Jr— S — (10" EROP.6WEM EVERGREEN TREES TO LGERSED PROFEASIONAL FVaaiEeh o
1306y 09 PROJLET (0 O.C) (v 7 P LAND SURVEYOR, 7O ALTER AN ITEM IN
=y A N ANY WAY. IF AN ITEM BEARING THE SEAL
mwwﬂnﬂ FLL OF AN ENGINEER OR LAND BURVEYOR 18
BI5CY ALTERED, THE ALTERING ENGINEER OR
sTRuCTON STAGNG
FROE: CONSTRUCT) AREA LAND SURVEYOR SHALL AFFX TO THE
P T TEN 1B SEAL AND THE NOTAION
Tosow s SAUTERED By FOLLONED BY HE
— { gz | PROF. CONCRETE WASHOUT AREA BIGNATURE AND THE DATE OF 8UCH
Ly N ALTERATION, AND A BPECIFIC

DESCRIFTION OF THE ALTERATION.

7| "y TEMPORARY STOCKPILE AREA (21 SIDE

‘COMPDUND AREA SLOPES: .\ _— =
DOSIG - 1025 (57 Gi7eT FROM TR OF Sraete HOMELAND TOWERS
PROPOSED - 5.0% - | MOUNT KiSCo

STORMWATER VOLUME: EROFERTY LINEMIT) SIVE 980 8. BEDFCRD RD.

PROPOSED GRAVEL AREA = 4,645 SF - ADDRESS; M1, KISCO, NY 10504
'WATER QUALITY STD VOLUME (1) = 387 CF .J I — —
'STORAGE VOLUME {1 2" DEPTH. 40% YOIDS) = 2,542 CF FPROP. CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE {APT FILING NUMBER: NY283830

[ Jommier—eon]

|

FUTURE SOLAR PROJECT ACCESS
DRIVEWAY MPROVEMENTS (TYP}

10-YEAR STORM
EXISTING -0.76 CFS.
PROPUSED - 0.65 CFS

25-YRAR STORM
EXISTING - 1.32 CFS

FROPOSED - 112 CPS BUILDING SETBACK LINE (TYP.)

EXIST. TREE TO BE REMOVED (TYP. 38 PL)
NCTE: CONTRACTOR TO HAVE A GPR SURVEY
AND HAVE ALL LITIES &
PRIOR

|
SHEET TITLE:

NOTES:

1. PROJECT LIMITS OF DISTURBANGE = 17.000 SF (0.30
ACRES)

PARTIAL SITE PLAN

2. 38 EXISTING TREES »4” CALIPER DIAMETER TO BE
REMOVED,

3. PACILITY WILL INCLUDE A SIGN NOT TO EXCEED 2 SF.
LISTING THE OWNER, OPERATOR'S NAME &
EMERGENCY TELEPHONE NUMBER. SEE DETAIL 5/C-3,

AT

PROPOSED FACILITY IS AN UNMANNED FACILITY. | CNFEET) thenz20n

masv(nzqzzzﬂz»znm.!mnmﬁzo<<>qmnax
SEWER UTITIES PROPOSED FOR THIS PROJECT.




PROP. UNDERGROUND ELECTRICTELCO SERVICE
FROM EXIST. DEMARC (EXIST UTILITY FOLE #W27) TO |—

FFOP, EQUPMENT AREA (APPROX. 150'2) (IYP)

SRSR— .

©

56+ LEASE AREA

PROP. MESA SPAN VAULT

41'= COMPOUND AREA

@

62t LEASE & COMPOUND AREA

X i,y

PROP. 47x82 (2,542 SF) & HIGH CHAIN LIk
FENCED COMPOUND ARFA TYP}

PROP. VERIZON 12520 240+ SF) LEASE AREA

"\, PROP. VERIZON EQUIPMENT CABINETS,
DIESEL GENERATOR. STEEL CANOPY & (4)
GPS UNITS ON 10x1Z CONCRETE PAD

PROP. VERZON CABLE KCE BRIDGE FROM

p——iL ) R o e o

WH{3) 6x12 HYBRID CABLES.

PROP. 140' AGL GALVANIZED GRAY MONOPINE

B r@ PROP. & HIGH CHAIN LINK FENCE [TYP)

(8) PROP. VERIZON PANEL ANTENNAS (90-. 180~

SOCKS & ALL HARDWARE & APPURTENANCES.
PAINTED TO MATCH MONOPINE.

/8" PRUF, VERGZON UNDERGROUND ELECTRIC/
TELCO SERVICE FROM PROP. MULTIMETER
.52/ CENTER TO PROP. VERIZON EQUIPMENT PAD.

/
>F. PROP. 1 WIDE. & HIGK CHAR LINK GATE.

PROP, GRAVEL AREA (rVP)

PROP. $6X67 (3472 SF) LEASE AREA

(NFEET} tihestL

53 1 PROP. 12 WIDE GRAVEL ACCESS ORIVE (100/+) (TYP)

L]
HOMELAND TOWERS, LLG
9 HARMONY STREET
20d FLOOR
DANBURY. OT 06810
1203) 287-6345

.a..mno:.\. |

4 CENTERCCK ROAD
WEST NYACK. NY 10994

>-H

TENGINEERING

87 VALPCHALL STREET EXTENSION -SUTTE 311
|yrerrore, or orses PH: (000-082-1097
| aLipobrstEcHcom Fix.aec 45303 |

nmz::._._zn ATTING DOCUMENTS |

DES/GN PROFESSIONALS GF RECORD

|PROF: SCOTT M, CHASSE PEE,
COMP: APT ENGINEERING

ADD: 507 VAUXHALL STREET
EXTENSION - SUITE 314
WATERFORD, CT 06315

[DEVELOPER: HOMELAND TOWERS, LLT
ADDRESS: 9 HARMONY STREET

2HD FLODR
DANBURY, CT oea10

HoTE:
T 18 A VIOLATION OF NEW YORK STATE

|| ITEM KIS SEAL AND THE NOTATION
“ALFERED BY- FOLLOWED BY THE
SIGHATURE AND THE DATE OF BUCH
ALTERATION, AND A SPECIFIC
OFSCRIFTION OF THE ALTERATION.
[ HOMELAND TOWERS
(. MOUNT KISCO

|[SITE 3208, BEDFORD RD.
ADDRESS: W, KISCO, HY 10564
{fABER

||APT FLING NUMBER: wYzsmn
DATE: _owhu |[DRAWNEBY: csi |
[eHECKED BY: ACE |
——

|smesT TmLE:

COMPOUND PLAN

SHEETNUMBER: | _

|CP-




T PROP. MOLIGPINE @ 140'= AGL

2137 AGL

U PROP, VERIZON PANEL ANTENNAS

W MONOPINE, BRANCHES.
usosASL

(8) PROP. VERIZON PANEL ANTENNAS (90, 180",
270209 W/ (3) MDBs & (12) RRHa ON PROP.

SOCKS & ALL HARDWARE & APPURTENANCES
PAINTED TO MATCH MONOPINE.

FUTURE CARRIER ANTENNAS (TYP.}

FUTURE CARRIER ANTENNAS (TYP.)

FUTURE CARRIER ANTENNAS (FYP.)

PROP. 1402 AGL MCHOPIE

" PROP. VERZON EQUIPMENT CABINETS,
DIESEL GENERATOR, STEEL CANOPY & (4}
GPS UNITS ON 10512 CONCRETE PAD

% PROP. VERIZON CABLE KCE BRIDGE FROM
QUIPMENT PAD TO TOWER ENTRY PORT
%21 Wi 3) 5212 HYBRID CABLES.

__ FUTURE MUNKIPAL EQUIPMENT
AREA (10x10)

/75 PROP. VEREZON UNDERGROLND ELECTRIC!
] TELCO OM PROP, MULTIMETER

BOTTOM MONOPINE BRANGHES ) 70'z AGL

89,4 CENTER T0 PROP. VERIZON EQUIPMENT PAD.
— FUTURE EQUIPMENT AREA (12x20)

{ «w | PROP. MULTIMETER CENTER

—— {2 | rrop. BoLLARD O.C. VP 71y

T/ VERIZON GPS UNITS 3 12'= AGL
T/ VERIZON CANCPY 13 106" AGL.

!
&=
—

PROP. STEPDOWN
PROP. MESA SPAN VAULT

3 %, PROP. 5662 (3,472 + SF) LEASE AREA b

{1 41562 2812 S & HiGH GHAR LINK

L er—— T —— BT —er

(1 NORTH ELEVATION -

" Al SCALE ¢ = 10

£P1/ FENCED COMPOUND AREA TYP.

/77, PROP. UNDERGROUND LECTRGTELCO
4o lu SERVICE FROM PROP. UTILITY POLE TO PROP.
.09/ EQUIPMENLIT AREA (APPROX. 1152} {TYP)

(8] PROP. VERIZON PANEL ANTENNAS (90", 186",

SOCKS & ALL HARDWARE & APPURTENANCES
PAINTED TQ MATCK MONOPINE.

FUTURE CARRIER ANTENNAS {T'YP)

FUTURE CARRIER ANTENNAS (TYP.)

FUTURE CARRIER ANTENNAS (P

PROP. 14012 AGL MOLOPINE

PROP. VERIZON EQUIPMENT CABINETS,
DIESEL GENERATOR, STEEL CANGPY & {4

TIMONOPRE BRANCHES
G 195-Gs AR

GPS UNITS ON 10%1Z CONCRETF. PAD

PROP. VERIZON CABLE ICE BRIDGE FROM
EQUIPMENT PAD TQ TOWER ENTRY PORT.
Wi 13) 8x12 HYBRID CABLES,

PROP. UNDERGROUND ELECTRIC/TELCO 2™
SERVICE FROM PROF, UTILITY FOLC 10 PROP. |2}
EQUIPMENT AREA (APPROX. 11572) (T¥F) 1,03 J

PROP. VERIZON UNDRGROUND BLECTRG! /"
"TELCO SFRVICE FRO PGP MULTINETER |5}
CENTER To FROP. VERIZON EQUIPMENT pAD. .23/

FUTURE EQUIPMENT AREA (12520}

PROP. 3862 (3472 57 LEASE AREA &, /1
15 25422 3F) & HGH CHANLINK |-
FENCED COMPIDND AREA (TP

R0, ormersn e (5. }-

PROP. STEPDOWN TRANSFORMER

PROP. MESA SPAN VAULT

PROP. BOLLARD (5' O.C.. TYP. 6 PL] { b}
X

TOWER TO BE DESICNED TO SUPPORT |

FUTURE MUNICIPAL ANTENNAS.

T/VERIZON GANDPY 3 10482 AGL

1111

T
i Ly ——
[ Sy e

er

er

{NFEET) Yinehmion.

0L PROP. VERIZON PANEL ANTENNAS 12 137 AGL

BOTTOM MONOPINE BRANGHES 3 70+ AGL

T/VERIZON GPE UNITE @ 12' AGL

T/PROP, MONOPINE @ 140's AGL

m
HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC
B HARMONY STREET

20d FLOOR
DANBURY, CT 06810
(203) 2076345

verizon’
4 CENTEROCK ROAD
WEST NYACK, NY 10994

I
.“ APT
ENGINERRING

387 VAUXHALL STREET EXTENSION -SUTE 2ty
WATERFORD, T 0965 P (pa s 7
| oW ALLPOTMTSTEGHCOM _FAX: {050-063-0535|

| PERMITTING DOCUMENTS
MO| DATE |REVISION

© | 08120 |FOR REVIEW: RCB
| 0814720 | CLIENT REVS: RCB

113420 [ TOWN COMMENTS: RCE

OESIGN PROFESSIONALS OF RECORD |
{[FROF: SCOTT M. CHASSE PLE.
COMF: APT ENGINEERING
AOD: 587 VAUXHALL STREET

EXTENSION - SUITE 311

| WATERFORD, CT 05335
|[DEVELOPER: HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC
ADDRESS: 0 HARMONY STREET
20D FLOOR
DANBLRY, CT 08810

| norE:
713 A VIOLATION OF NEW YORK STATE
EDUCATION LAW ARTICLE 145, SEGTION

| TEN IS SEAL ANDTHE ROTATION
“ALTERED BY" FOLLOWED 8Y THE
| SIGNATURE AND THE UATE OF BUCH
ALTERATION, AND A SEECIFIC
| DESCRIFTION OF THE ALTERATION.
HOMELAND TOWERS
MOUNT KISCO
SITE  taaa. REDFORD RD.
ADDRESS; T, KISCO, HY 10584
APT FILING NUMBER: NY283830 |
[DATE; _owrso |[DRAWN BY: o
[CHECKED 8v: Rea

SHEET TITLE: o

ELEVATIONS

SHEET NUMBER:




[8) PROP. VERIZOIN PANEL ANTENNAS (90, 150",

SOCKS & ALL HARDWARE & APPURTENANCES.
PAINTED TO MATCI{ MONGPINE.

FUTURE CARRIER ANTENNAS (TP

T/ MONOPINE BRANCHES

@ st AL &

T MONOPINE BRANCHES

@ 145-= AG.

FUTURE CARRIER ANTENNAS (TYP.)

FUTURE CARRIER ANTENNAS {TYP.)

PROP, 140/ AGL MONOPINE

PROP. VERZON EQUIPMENT CABINETS,

GPS UNITS ON 1012 CONCRETE PAD

#ROP. VERIZON CABLE ICF BRIDGE FROM 7
EQUPMENT PAD TO TCWER ENTRY PORT. [
Wi (3) Bx12 HYBRID CABLES, 4,51

FUTURE MUNICIPAL EQUIPMENT
AREA [10x10)

PROP. VERIZON UNDERGROUND ELECTRIC!
TELCO SFRVICE FROM PROP. MULTMETER (5 1.
CENTER TO PROP., VERIZON EQUIPMENT PAD. .5,

FUTURE EQUIPMENT AREA (12420}

PROP. t

PRoP. BOLLARD (50.C.. TvP. 6 7 {2}
FROP, STEPDOWN TRANSFORMER

PROP. MESA SPAN VAULT

PROP. 5662 (34722 SF) LEASE AREA L. 7
Vw62 2,542 5P o HKGH CHAIN Unic |1
FENCED COMPOUND AREA (TYP} %5

PROP. UNDERGROUND ELECTRICITELCO 7
SERVICE FROM PROP. UTILITY POLE TO PROP. [—Z—}
EQUIPMENT AREA (APPROX, 11923 (TVP .03

Lod Bt

d a
¢ ¢
£ 4
5 g
g
& &
g8 g| .8
L HEE
ileld 2
1 e
4t i
: :
= &
— —~
\—I—l nﬁ_
] o 1
L

(MFEET) finch O

T/ PROP. MONOPINE g 140 AGL
T/PROP. MOHORINE 140 AGL
CL/ PROP. VERIZON PANEL ANTENNAS @ 137' AGL

G PROP. VERIZON PANEL ANTENNAS @ 137 AGL

{8 PROP, VERIZON PANEL ANTENNAS (50", 180,
270", 20} Wi [3) MDBs & (12} RRHS ON PROP.
| ", 4-SIDED DOUBLE T-ARM MOUNTED TO PROP.
1 1 140> AGL MONOPINE W/ ANTENNA CL g 137°-0°=
.52 AGL, ANTENNAS T BE FITTED W/ MONOPINE
SOCKS & ALL HARDWARE & APPURTENANCES
PAINTED TO MATCH MGNUPINE.

FUTURE CARRIER ANTENNAS (TYP)

FUTURE CARRIER ANTENNAS [TYP.}

FUTURE CARRIER ANTENNAS [TVP)

PROP. 140+ AGL MONGPINE

, PROP. VERIZON EQUIPMENT CABINETS.
IESEL GENERATOR. STEEL CANOPY & (4)
GPS UNITS ON |0%1Z CONCRETF. PAD

'ROP. VERZON CABLE ICE BRIDGE FROM
UIPMENT PAD TO PORT
i (3) 6512 HYBRID CAPLES.

PROP. UNDERGROUND ELECTRICITELCO
ERVICE FROM PROP_ UTILITY POLE TC PROP.
/ EQUIPMENT AREA (APPROX. 1152} (TYP.}

/" " PROF. VEREON UNDERGROUND ELECTRIC/
rl_ TELCQ SERVICE FROM PROP. MULTIMETER
©2 ./ CENTER TO PROP. VERIZON EQUIPMENT PAD.

FUTURE EQUIPMENT ARFA (12x20)

PROP, 58x82'(8.472+ 8F) LEAGE AREA &
| 41562 25422 3F) 6 HIGH CHAR) LK
! FENCED COMPOUND AREA (VP

'8 w —| PROP. MULTIMETER CENTER

PROP. STEPDOWN

PROP. MESA SPAN VAULT

1 ._ 'PROP. BOLLARD {5 0.C.. TYP. 8 PL

TOWER TO BE DESIGNED TO SUPPORT
FUTURE MUNICIPAL ANTENNAS.

T (NFEET) Amh= DR

_ HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC

4 CENTERQCK ROAD
WEST NYACK, NY 10994

L“ m APT
BNGINEERING

567 VAUXHALL STREET EXTENSION -5UTTE 314
| waTERFORD, GT oses P (PO0RSE-1657
[ WHWALLPORTSTEGHOOM _FAX; (86010630935
AL PORTSTECHOON PAX: (o0 45300
PERMITTING DOCUMENTS.

| DESIGN PROFESSIONALS OF RECORD |

| PRF: ScoTT U, chassE PE.
COMP: APY ENGINEERING
ADD: 587 VAUXHALL STREET
EXTENSION - BUITE 311
WATERFORD, CT 06395
DEVELOPER: HOMELAND TGWERS, LLG
ADDRESS: 9 HARMONY STREET
_ 24D FLOOR
DANBURY, CT 0ga10

NOTE:
IT1S A VIOLATION OF NEW YORK STATE
EDUCATION LAW ARTICLE 445, ECTION

ALTERATION, AND A BPECIFIC
DESCRIFTION OF THE ALTERATION.

HOMELAND TOWERS
MOUNT KISCO

SITE 180 8. BEDFORD RD.
ADDRESS; MT. KISCO, WY 10654

| APT FILING NUMBER: NYZ838%

DATE: __usnwa_|[oRawn BY: _cen
[chECKED BY: ROB

o

SHEET TITLE:

ELEVATIONS




T/PROP. MONOPOLE § 140'= AGL
CL/ PROP. VERIZON PANEL ANTENNAS @ 137+ AGL

T/VERIZON P8 UNITS 3 12'= AGL

TIVERIZON CANOPY 13 104"z AGL

(8) PROP. VERIZON PANEL ANTENNAS 190,

_..3..»3..»52:5;51:3xa..nz
~——{ PROP. 4. SIDED DOUBLE T-ARM MOUNTED
.2 .4 TG PROP. 1407 AGL MONOPOLE W/
= ANTENNA OLr; 13704 AGL.

ANTENNAS [TYP)

—— FUTURE CARREER ANTENNAS (TYP.}

FUTURE CARRIER ANTENNAS (TYF.)

PROP. 14/ AGL MOI OPOLE

{ PROP, VERIZON EQUIFMENT CABINETS.
{ DIESEL GENERATOR, STEEL CANOFY & (4]
GPS UNITS ON 101 % CONCRETE PAD

ROP, VERIZON CABLE ICE BRIDGE. FROM
QUIPMENT PAD TO TOWER ENTRY PORT
W/ {3) 6x12 HYBRID CABLES.

T/PROP. MOHQPOLE @ 13t AGL

FUTURF. MUNICIPAL EQUIPMENT

AREA {10X107

8 _vxo.u. VERIZON UNDERGROUND EVECTRIC!

{24 7e0 PROM PROP. MULTMETER
3./ CENTER TO PROP, VERIZON FQUIPMENT PAD

FUTURE EQUIPMENT AREA (125201

———£-5 ) eror. muLnveTeR center

| PROP. BOLLARD (5'C.C., TVF. € PL}

— PROP. STEPDOWN TRANSFORMER

PROP. MESA SPAN VAULT

#7] " PROP. 56467 (3,72 SF) LEASE AREA &

————-L 416z 2512+ 5P trHIGH CHAN LINK
P/ FENCED COMPOUND AREA {TYP)

, PROP. LNDERCROUND ELECTRICTELCO
| SERVICE FROM PROP LTILITY POLE TO PROF.
.59 EQUIPMENT AREA (APPROX. 118'2) (TYP)

o —— g —— ET &

I

[l 1 \NORTH ELEVATION ———i Y ¥

LAl HCALE:T =i0w

(MFEET) 1inche 108

OL/ PROP. VERIZON PANEL ANTENNAS 73 137+ AGL.

M

T/ VERIZON GPS LNITS @ 12

T/ VERIZON CANOPY  10-6'= AGL.

EE

{8) PROP. VERIZON PANEL ANTENNAS {90 .

L\ PROP. 4-SDED DOLILE T-ARM MOUNTED.
1,22 ./ O PROP, 140= AGL MONOPOLE W/
ANTENNA GL @ 13707 AGl.

~———— PROP. 150> AGL MONOPOLE

/1, PROP. VERZON EQUIPMENT CABINETS.
L DIESEL GENERATOR. STEEL CANOPY & (4}
%.©1. GPS UMITS ON 10%12 CONCRETE PAD

, PROP. VERZON CABLE ICE BRIDGE FROM
EQUIFMENT PAD TO TOWER ENTRY PORT
/ Wi 3 &2 HYBRID CABLES.

FUTURE MUNICIPAL EQUIPMENT

L — e —— 1

1" NORTH ELEVATION

LA SCRE: TR e

AREA (10x10)

/g ", PROP, VERIZON UNDERGROUND ELECTRIC
| TELCO SERVICE FROM PROP. MULTIMETER
" CENTER TO PROP, VERIZON EQUIPMENT PAD.

— FUTURE EQUIPMENT AREA (12320}

| PROP. MULTIMETER CENTER

" | PROP. BULLARD (5'0.C.. TVP. 6 PL)

PROP. STEPDOWN
PROP, MESA SPAN VAULT
PROP. 5667 (3,472 SF) LEASE AREA &

1762 (2,542 SP) @ HIGH GHAIN LINK
ENCED COMPOUND AREA TYP)

F

PROP. UNDERCROUND ELECTRICTELCO

&3 EQUIPMENIT AREA (APPROX. 1162) (TYP)

L [} =

[MFEET) timh= 10t

| SERVIOE FRGM PROP. LTLITY POLE 10 FROF,

-
HOMELAND TOWERS, LLG
9 HARMONY STREET
2nd FLOOR
DANBURY. CT 06810
1203) 297-6345

verizon’

4 CENTEROCK ROAD
WEST NYACK, NY 10994

1287 VAUXHALL STREET EXTENSION -SURTE a1
'WATERFORD, CT 06386 Pr: (erecso0r
WWIW.ALLPOINTSTEGHCOM _FAX: (80010630095,
PERMITTING DOCUMENTS
'~ DATE [REVISION
IK FOR REVIEW: RGD.
[CLIENT REVS: RCB

TOWN COMNENTS: RCB

_ DESIGN PROFESSIONALS OF REGORD |
[PROF: sc0TT M. CHASSE PE. |
COMP: AST ENGINEERING
ADD: £67 VAUXHALL STREET
EXTENSION - SUITE 31¢
WATERFGRD, CT 06385 |

.wm<m_.n‘m?xc:m_.>=u§m’ﬂﬂrn.
ADDRESS: 9 HARMONY STREET
| DANBURY, T 68810

2ND FLOOR
[wowE;
718 A VIGLATION OF NEW YORK STATE
EDUCATION LAW ARTICLE 145, SEGTION

LAND SURVEYGR, O ALTER AN TER

| AKY WAY. 1F AN TEM DEARING THE SEAL
OF AN ENGINEER OR LAHD SURVEYOR 18
ALTERED, THE ALTERMNG ENGINEER OR
LARD SURVEYOR SHALL AFFIX TO THE
ITEM HIS BEAL AND THE NOTATION
“ALTERED ¥~ FOLLOWED BV THE
SIGNATURE AND THE DATE OF aUCH

ALTERATION, AND A SPECTFIC
| DESCRIPTION OF THE ALTERATION.

| HOMELAND TOWERS
f MOUNT KISCO
_\m_._.m 1908, BEDFORD RD.

ADDRESS: WT, 10320, NY 10554

| APT FILING NUMBER: Nyzsaz |

[oaTE: —onitvaw J[oRAWNBY: _csw
[GHECKED BY: ReB

|sHEETTILE:

ALTERNATE
MONOPOLE
ELEVATIONS

1"
A3l )




STORMWATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN

STORMWATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN

1+ THE CONTRACTOR SHALL CONSTRUGT ALL SEDIMENT AND ERDSIDN CONTROLS I ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEW YORK STATE STANDARDS.
ANT SPECTFICATIONS FOR EROSION AND SEDMENT CONTROL [T BOOK!, LATEST EDITION, IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CONTRACT.
DOCUMENTS, THE CONTRAGTOR SHALL KETP A COPY OF THE CURRENT CUIDELINES ON-SITE FOR REFERENCE DURING GONSTRUCTION, ALL
'SEDIMENTATION AND EROSIGN CONTROH. MEASURES SHALL BE INSTALLED PRIOR TO THE START OF CLEARNG AND GRUBENG AND.
DEROLIION CPERATIONS.

2. THE CONTRACTOR WILL COMPLY WITH THE NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMEN
o

PeRMIT

FOR STORMWATER DISCHARGES FROM CONSTRUCTION ACTMTY PERMIT NO. GP-0-20-001.

»

AND SUCGESTED CONSTRUCTION SEQUENCE FOR MORR INFORMATION. REFER 10 SITE PLAN FR GENERAL INFORMATION AND OTHER
CONTRACT PLANS FOR AFPROPRIATE INFORMATION,

4. THE CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIELE FOR IMPLEMENTING THE SEDOENT AND EROSION CONTROL FLAN. THIS RESPONSTBLTY INCLUDES THE
PROPER INSTALLATION AND MAINTENANCE OF GONTROL MEASURES. INFORMING AL PARTIES ENCAGED WITH CONSTRUCTION ON THE ST
‘OF THE REQUIREVENTS AND OB ECTIVES OF THIS PLAN, INFORMING THE GOVERING AUTHORITY GR INLAND WETLANDS ACENCY OF ANT.
TRANSYER OF THIS RESPONSIBILITY, AND FOR CONVEYING A COPY U THE SEDIMENT & EROSKIN CONTROL PLAN I THE-TTTLE 6 THE LAND 15
TRANSFERRED.

A BOND MAY B8 REQUIRED. FOR

»

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL APPLY THE MINIMUM EROSION & SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASLIRES SHOWN ON THE PLAN IN CONJUNCTION WITH
CONSTRUGTION SEQUENCING, SUCH THAT AL ACTIVE WORK ZONES ARE PROTEGTED. ADDITXINAL ANDYOR, ALTERNATIVE SEDLENT AND
ERTISIDN CONTROL MEASURES MAY BT INSTACLED DURNG THE CONSTRUCTION FERIOD [ FIUND NECESSARY BY THE CONTRACTOR, OWNER,
SITE ENGINEER. MUNICIPAL OFFICIALS. O ANY COVERNING AGENCY. THE CONTRAGTUR SHALL CDNTACT THE OWNER AND APPROPRIATE
GOVERNING AGENCES FOR APPROVAL IF ALTERNATIVE CONTROLS GTHER THAN THOSE SHOWN O THE PLANS ARE PROPGSED BY THE
CONTRACTOR.

7. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL TAKE ISTREME GARE DURDNG CONSTRUCTION S0 AS DT T DISTURS UNPROTECTED WETLAND AREAS OR
SFDVENTATION AND EROSXH CONTROL MEASLIRES. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL INSPECT ALL SEDIMENT AND EROSION CONTROLS WEEKLY
AND WITHIN 24 HOURS OF A STGRM WITH A RAINFALL AMOUNT OF 6.2 INCHFS UR CREATER TD VERIFY THAT THE CONTROLS ARE GPERATING
PROPERLY AND MAKE REPAIRS WHERE NECESSARY.

SEDIMENT & FRUSION CONTROL NARRATIVE

CONSTRUCTION OPERATION AND

CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE.

FLAN - BY CONJRACTUIH

ISSPECTION ScHEDULE

MANTENANGE REQURED

PLACE ADDTIONAL STONE. EXTEND THE LENGTH OR REMOVE AND REPLACE
THE STONE. CLAN PAVED SURFACES GF TRACKED SEDMENT.

pany

HAY BALES WEEKLY & WITHN 24 HOURS OF RANFALL » 0 REPATUREPLACE WHEN FALURE, OR OBSERVED DETERIGRATION, IS OBSERVED.
'REMOVE SILT WHEN IT REACHES 172 THE HEXGHT GF THE BALE.
SLTFRNCE WEEKLY & WITHIN 24 HOURS DF RANFALL > 0.2 WHEN FALURE, 1S OBSERVED,
REMOVE SLT WHEN IT REACHES 112 THE HEIGHT GF THE FENCE.
2. FORTH-FAOKET, THERF ARE AVPRXIMATELY 18,060z SF (0,412 AG) (F THE EITE BEING L1+ TUPBKDL, ST RACKS WEBKLY & WITHIN 24 HOURS OF RANFALL > 07 REPATUREPLACE WHEN FALURE. OR OBSERVED DETERIIRATION, IS ORSERVED,
REMOVE SILT WHEN [T REACHES 172 THE HEIGHS OF THE SACK.
E s THI PROJECT AND WILL BE
COVER. TOPSOILRORRGW STOCKPILES paLy REPAREFACE SEDTMENT BARRIERS AS NECESSARY.
s om 12 weERS.
WATERDARS pary REPAIRRESHAPE AS NECESSARY. REMOVE SILT WHEN IT REAGHES 112 THE
5. REFER iSTRUCTION EROS? HEIGHT OF THE WATER BAR.
SEQUENCING £ MAJDR OPERATIONS IN THE ON.-SITE CONSTRUCTION PHASES, =

EROSION. JUDGEMENT AND THE APPLICASLE
SECTIONS OF EROSION BLUE BOGH
Eeoman.

DETALS FOR THE TYPICAL EROSIGN
‘SEPARATE SUPPORT DOCUMENTATION FOR REVIEW IN THIS PLAN,

PLAN SHEETEG

PRACTICES
A STAGED CONSTRUCTION:

B. MINMEZE THE DISTURBED AREAS DURING CONSTRUCTION;
C. STAILIZE DISTURBED so0n Wi
D NNIMIZE IWPERVIOUS AREAS,

€ umuzm

ESTED G SEQUENCE

s KEEP A SUPPLY N
MAINTENANCE AND EMERCENCY REPAIRS.

MATERIAL MAY BALES, SILT FENCE__JUTE MESH,

9. ALL FILL MATERIAL PLACED ADJACENT TQ ANY WETLAND AREA SHALL BE COOD QUALITY, WITH LESS THAN 5% FINES PASSING THROUGH A
#200 SEVE IBANK RUNI. SHALL BE PLACED 1N MAXIVUM ONE FOOT LIFTS, AND SHALL BE COMPALTED T0 S5% MAX. DRY DENSITY MOORIED
PROCTOR UR A SPECIFIED INTHE CONTRACT SPECTFICATIONS.

10. PROTECT EXISTING TREES THAT AR TO) G SAVED BV FENCING AT THE DRIP LIVE. OR AS DETALLED. WITH SNOW FENCE. ORANCE SAFETY.
FENGE. OR FQUIVALENT FENCING. ANY LIS TRIVMING SHOULD BE DONE AFTER CONSULTATION WITH AN ARBORIST ANDI BEFORE.
CONSTRUGTION BEGINS [N THAT AREA: FENCING. SHALL BE MAINTAINED AND REPASRED DURING CONSTRUCTION.

11, ANTLTRACKING PADS SHALL EZ INSTALLED PRIOR TO ANY SITE EXCAVATION OR CONSTRUGTION ACTIVITY AND SHALL BE MAINTANED
THROUGHOUT THE DURATION OF ALL CONSTRUCTION, THE LOCATION OF THE TRACKING PADS MAY CHANGE AS VARIOUS PHASES OF
CONSTRUCTION ARE COMPLETED.

V2. ALL CONSTRUCTION SHALL. BE CONTAINED WITHIN THE LIVIT OF DISTURBANCE, WHICH SHALL BE MARKED WITH ST FENCE. SAFETY FENCE,
HAY BALES, RISBONS. OR OTHER MEANS PR TO CLEARNC. CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY SHALL REMATN ON THE UPHLL SIOE OF THE SEDOMENT
'BARRER UNLESS WORK IS SPECIFICALLY CALLED FUR ON THE DOWNHILL SIDE OF THE BARRIER, STAKED HAY BALES O S1.T FENCES SHALL
ALSO BEINSTALLED AT THE DOWNHILL SIDES O BUILCRNG EXCAVATIONS, DEWATERING PUMP DISCHARGES. AND MATERIAL STOCKPLES.

A L
'LOCATED GUTSIE OF ANY BUFFERS AND AT LEAST 50 FEET FRUIM ANY STREAM, WETLAND OR OTHER SENSTIVE WATER OR NATURAL.
RESQURCES AS DETFRMINED OR DESIGNATED BY THE ENGINFER.

14, BISTALL TEMPORARY DIVERSION DITCHES. PLUNGE POOLS, TEMPORARY SEDTMENT TRAPSIBASINS, AND DEWATERING PITS AS SHOWN AND AS
NECESSARY DURING VARIOUS PHASES OF CONSTRUCTION TO CONTECI, RUNOFF UNTIL UPHLL AREAS ARE STABILIZED, LOCATION OF
‘TEMPORARY SEDIMENT TRAPSBASRNS WILL REQUIRE REVIEW AND APFROVAL BY THE ENGINFER AND COVERNING OFFICIAL. DEWATERING.
SETTLING TRAPS SHALL BE USED P CROUND WATER IS ENCOUNTERED. NO RUNOFF SHALL BE ALLOWED TO EXIT THE STE PRIOR 10
TREATMENT FOR SECRVENT REMOVAL.

15, AS GENERAL CRADING OPERATIONS PROCRESS, THE TEMPORARY DIVERSION

ACTIVITIES 5 PRIOJECTED BASED ERIVC JUDGEMENT AND

R esTED
BEST MANACEMENT PRAGTICES, THE CONTRACTOR MAY ELECT TD ALTER THE SEGUENCING TO BEST MEET THE CONSTRUCTION
SCHEDULE. THE EXISTING SITE ACTIVITIES AND WEATHER CONDITIONS, CONTRACTOR TO HIRE SURVEYOR FOR FROJECT STAKEOLT AS
NEEDED THROUGHGUT COMSTRIICTION ACTIVITES,

1. CONTACT THE OWNER'

ISTRUCTION MEETING. G THE TREE: THEFELD
AS NECESSARY TO FACILITATE THE PRE-CONSTRUGTION MEETING.

2. CONDUCT A PRE.CONSTRUGTION MERTING T DISCUSS THE PROPOSED WORK AND EROSICN AND SEDIMENTATION CONTROL,

. NOTIFY THE OWNER ATLEAST FORTY.EIGHT 48]

MEASURES. THE MEETING SHOLLD BE ATTENDFD BY THE CIWNER, THE DIWNER REPRESENTATIVES), THE CENERAL CONTRACTOR.

MONMTORING AND) MAINTENANCE CF THE ERUSION AND SEDIMENTATION MEASURES. THE CONSTRUCTION FROCEDURES FOR THE
ENTRE FROJECT SHALL BE REVIEWED AT THIS MEETRNC.

QR ANY'
REGUILATED ACTIVITY 0K THIS PROJECT. NOTIFY DIG SAFELY NEW YORK AY (3008 962.T052.

. TO STAL I3

CLEAR.
APPLICABLE. TREE PROTECTION.

. ISTALL CONSTRUGTION ENTRANCE.

PERFORM
STOGKPLE F0R

‘GRUBAING AS NECESSARY. REMOVE CUT WOOD AND STUMPS, CHIP BRUSH AND.
‘REMOVE AND

unoER FOR THIRTY

CUT AND FILL SLOPES DICTATE, TO DIVERT SURFAGE RUNOFF TO THE SEDIMENT TRAPSRASINS.
16. TEMPORARY SEDIMENT TRAPS SHALL PROVIDE |34 CUBIC YARDS DF SEDRMENT TomE

EXCAVATE COMPOUND.

TRAPBASIN. PROVIDE TRAPIEASIN VOLUMES FOR ALL DISTURBANCE £29 SITE.

17. PERIODICALLY CHECK ACCUMULATED SEDIMPNT LEVELS (N SEDIMENT TRAPSIBASINS [IURING CONSTRUCTION AND CLEAN ACCUMULATED
STLT WHEN NECESSARY OR WHEN ONE FOOT GF SEDMENT HAS ACCUMULATED. CLEAN ACGLMUUATED SEDIMENT FROM CATGH RASTY
‘SUMPS AS NECESSARY. REMOVE ACCUMULATED SEDIMENT FROM BEHIND HAY BALES AND SALT FENCE. EXCAVATED MATERAL FROM
TEMPORARY SECTMENT TRAPS/BASINS MUST BE STOCKPILED ON LIFHLL SIDE OF SILT FENCE.

18, TOPSOL SKALL BE STRIPPED AND STOCKPILED FOR USE [N FINAL LANDSCAPING._ ALL BARTH STOCKPILES SHALL HAVE HAY DALES OR SLLT
FENCE ARGUND THE LIMIT OF PLE. FILES SHALL BE TEMPORARILY SEEDFD [F FILE (5 TO REMAIN IN PLACE AND UNDISTURBED FOR MORE, THAN
20 DAYS.

15, NOCUT O FILL SL0PES SHALL EXCEED 3:t EXCEPT WHERE STABILIZED BY ROCK FACED EMBANKMENTS DR EROSION CONTROL BLANKETS.
JUTE MESH AND VEGETATION. ALL SLOPES SHALL BE SFEDED, AND THE ROAD SHOLLDER AND BANKS WILL BE STABLIZED INMECTATELY UPON
COMPLETION OF FINAL CRADING UNTL TURF IS ESTABUSHED,

20 DIRECT AL DEWATERING PUMP DISCHARGE TO A SEDMENT CONTROL DEVICE SUCH A% TEMPORARY SEDMENT TRAPS OR GRASS PILTERS
VATHIN THE APPROVED LIMIT OF DISTURBANCE. DISCHARGE TO STORM DRAINS (IR SURFACE WATERS FROM SEDIMENT DONTROLS SHALL BE
CLEAR AND APPROVED BY THE ENCINEER

21. BLOCK THE GPEN LPSTREAM ENDS OF DETENTION BASIN'SEZIMENT TRA® OUTLET CONTROL GRIFICES UNTLL SITE IS STABILZED AND BLOCK
END OF STORM DRANS IN EXPOSED TRENCHES WITH BOARDS AND SANDBAGS AT THE END DF EACH WORKING DAY WHEN RAN (5 EXPECTED.

22, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL MAINTAN A CLEAN CONSTRUCTION SITE AND' SHALL NGT ALLOW THE ACCUMULATION OF RUBBISH OR
CONSTRUCTION DEERTS ON THE SITE. PROPER SANTTARY DEVICES SHALL BE MAINTAINED ON-STE AT ALL TMES. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL
TAKE ALL NECESSARY PRECAUTIONS TO AVOID THE SPILLAGE OF FUEL GR OTHER POLLUTANTS DN THE CONSTRUCTIGN STTE AND SHALL
ADHERE TO ALL APPLICABLE POLICEES AND REGULATIONS RELATED TO SPILL PREVENTION AND RESPONSEXCONTARMENT.

23, MINAIZE LAND DISTURBANCES. SEED AND MULGH DISTURBED AREAS WITH TEMPORARY MIX AS SOON AS PRACTICABLE [2 WEEK MAXIMUM
UNSTASLLIZED FERIOD) USING PERENNAL RYECRASS AT 40 LBS PER ACRE MULCH ALL CUT AND FILL, SLOPES AND SWALES WiTH LOOSE HAY
AT A RATE OF 2 TONS PER ACRE, IF NECESSARY. REPLACE LOGSE HAY ON SLOPES WITH EROSION CONTROL BLANKETS OR JUIE CLOTH.
MODERATELY CRADED AREAS, ISLANDS. AND TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION STAGING AREAS MAY BE NYDROSEEDED WITH TACKFER.

24, SWEEP AFFECTED PORTIONS OF OFF SITE ROAD'S ONT! OR MORE TIMES A DAY R LESS FREQUENTLY IF TRACKING 15 NOT A PROBLEM! DURNG
CONSTRUCTION. FOR DUST CONTROL PERIODICALLY MOSTER EXPOSED SO SURFACES WITH WATER ON UNPAVED TRAVELWAYS TO KEEP
‘THE TRAVELWAYS DAMP. CALCTUM CHLDRIDE MAY ALSO BE APPLED TO ACCESS ROADS, DUMP TRUCK LOADS EXTIN THE SITE SHALL BE
COVERED.

25. TURF ESTABLISHMENT SHALL BE PERFORMED OVER ALL DISTUREED SO0, UNLESS THE AREA ES UNDER ACTIVE CONSTRUACTION. IT IS COVERED
4 STONE OR SCHEDULED FOR PAVING WITHIN 30 DAYS, TEMPRARY SEEITNG ORt NON-LIVING SOIL PROTECTION OF AL FXPOSED SOILS AND
SLOPES SHALL BE INIATED WITKIN THE FIRST 7 DAYS OF SUSPENDING WORK N AREAS T BE LEFT LONGER THAN 30 DAYS.

26. IF CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITEES Tou
MPLEMENTED WITHIN 3 DAYS.

WL

77. TWD WEEKS BEFORE THE FALL SEEDNC SEASCN BEGINS IAUGUST L5 TO CCTOBER 15), THE CONTRACTOR SHALL SCHEDULE A MEETING WITH
“TOWN STAFF TO DISCUSS STARLIZING THE SITE FOR WINTER MONTHS. MEASURES SUCH AS MULCHING ANDVOR SEEDING MAY SE REQUIRED,

28, MAINTAIN ALL PERMANENT AND TEMPORARY SEDMENT CONTROL DEVICES IV EFFECTIVE CONTXTION THROUCHOLT THE CONSTRUCTION
PERIOD. UPON COMPLETION OF WORK REMOVE ALL TEMPORARY SEDIMENT CONTROLS ONCE THE SITE S FULLY STABLIZED AND APPROVAL
HAS BEFN RECEIVED FROM THE TOWN ANDYOR ENGINEER,

29. SEEDING MOXTURES:
‘A NYSDEC PERMANENT CONSTRUCTION AREA PLANTING MIXTURE 81 FROM THENE! For.
EROSKIN AND) SEDIMENT CONTROL (BLUE EOOK), LATEST EDIITON.

30. POST.CONSTRUCTION STORMWS e PROJECT
DISTURBANCE IS UNDER | ACRE.

31. THE QWNER OR OPERATOR SHALL ENSURE THERETS A AL e
CONFORMANCE WITH PART IV SECTION B GFF THE GENERAL PERMT.

2. THE OWNER OR OPERATOR IS NOT REQUIRED TU HAVE A ORTUCT SITE Iy

OF DISTURBANCE IS UNDER | ACRE PER PART IV SECTION C SUESECTIOH Ld OF THE GENERAL PERMIT,

EXCAVATE FOR TOWER FOUNDATION & EQUIPMENT PADL,

11, FINALIZE AUCESS ROAD CRADES.

13, mTAL RovS,

PREPARE SUBGRADE AND INSTALL FORMS, STEEL REINFORCING, & CONCRETE FOR TOWER FOUNDATION & EQUIFMENT PAD,

. Ty

BACKFILL TOWER FDUNDATION,

NSTALL on

INSTALL COMPOUND GRAVEL SURFACES.

FPVALZE CRADES. INSTALL GRAVEL SURFACES.

19 INETALLFENCING.

20. CONNECT GROUNDING LEADS & LIGHTNING PROTECTION

2

2

25

THE ESTMATED TIME FOR THE COMPLETIDN OF THE WORK 5.

1. FINAL GRADE ARGUND CUMPOUNT

TEST ALL NEW EQUPMENT,

AFTER THE SITE & STASLIZED. or
CoNTROLS.

‘PERFORM FINAL PROJECT CLEANUP.

Fa. & WEATHER DELAYS.

WIDTH EQUAL

WELL GRADED STONE

TEMPORARY SEDIMENT TRAPS/BASINS.

TEMPORARY S0 PROTECTION

TO HEIGHT.

occur.

WEEKLY & WITHIN 24 HOURS OF RANFALL > 0. REMOVE SEDMENT WHEN IT REACHES 112 OF THE MINIMUM REQUIRED) WET

STORAGE VOLUME.
WEEKLY & WITHIN 24 HOURS OF RANFALL > 0.2

BALES 10 BUTT

BALED HAY OR STRAW FITOGETHER

VARIES DEPENDING ON
[ty )
CRADEATTOF OF SLOPE-
EXISTING CROUND

Lo

FLOW

TOE OF SLOPE.

A.

2 X ZX 3 STAKES EACH BALE
PLAN

22X Z XISTARES | EMBANKMENT
\L Elnmae . SloPE \
EMBANKMENT SLOPE e
e 1 "
o \\I EXIST. GROLIND- H

|}
#-EMBED 4
rEE.

™veE'W

NoTE:
TG BE USED WHERE THE EXISTING.
GROUND SLOPES AWAY FROM THE TOE
OF THE EMBANKMENT

NOTE:
TO BE USED [N LOCATIONS WHERE

THE EXSTING GROUND SLOPES N
TOWARD THE TOE OF THE EMBANKMENT.

HAYBALE CHECK DAM
( T
G-

1/ SCALE : H.TS.

PRIOR TO ar ACTIVITY, THE OWNER OR
OPERATOR MUST [DENTIFY THE CONTRACTOR(S) AND SUBCONTRACTOR(S) THAT

IDENTIFY AT LEAST ONE PERSON FROM THEIR COMPANY THAT WILL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF THE SWPPP. THIS PERSON SHALL BE
KNOWN AS THE TRANED THE ENSUR!
THAT AT LEAST ONE TRAINED CONTRACTOR IS ON SITE ON A DAILY BASIS WHEN
SOIL DISTURBANCE ACTIVITIES ARE BEING FERFORMED.

THE QWNER OR OPERATOR SHALL HAVE EACH OF THE CONTRACTORS AND
SUBCONTRACTORS IDENTIFIED ABOVE SIGN A COPY OF THE FOLLOWING.
CERTIFICATION STATEMENT BELOW BEFORE THEY COMMENCE ANY CONSTRUCTION
AcTTy:

1 HEREBY CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF LAW THAT | UNDERSTAND AND AGREE TO

MATRIX 25" (NYS-DOT
LIGHT STONE FILL}

E—
MIRAFI 140N

X APPROVED EQUAL
e CuanveBoTTom

WELL GRADED THAT THERE ARE SIGNIFICANT PENALTEES FOR SUBMITTING FALSE INFORMATION.
STONE MATRI! THAT | D NOT BELIEVE TO BE TRUE, INCLUDING THE POSSIBILITY QF FINE, AND.
2.9 {NYS-DOT IMPRISONMENT POR KNGWING VIOLATIONS”
LIGHT STONE ALL
B =
& PRINTED NAME DATE
SIGNATURE DATE
ALL N ALL SIGN TH MENT

AND THEY WILL BE STORED ON-SITE,

HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC
9 HARMONY STREET
2nd FLOOR
DANBURY, CT 06810

(203} 267.6345

verizon”
4 CENTERQCK ROAD
WEST NYACK. NY 10994

w "ENGINEERING

587 VALIHALL STREET EXTENBION -SUTE 311

WATERFORD, CTOmES e (ee0j 5057
P

[ DESION PROFESSIONALS OF RECORD

PROF: SCOTT M, GHASSE P.E.

COMP; APT ENGINEERING

ADD: 587 VAUXHALL STREET
EXTENSION - SUITE 314
WATERFORD, CT 08345

DEVELOPER: HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC

ADDRESS: 0 HARMONY STREET

2HD FLOOR

DANBURY, CT gea19

HOMELAND TOWERS
__MOUNT KISCO
siTe 180 8. BEDFORD RD.
ADDRESS: MT, KISCO, NY 10604

SHEET TITLE:

EROSION CONTROL
NOTES & DETAILS

c- )

3




ERCIAL TYPE \C' SILT FILTER FABRIC ‘
(TYP.} (W1 WIRE FENCING. WHERE REQUIRED)

—— 10 MAX, C. X.C.T0
SOI/AGGREGATE STOCKPILE OF EXISTING [ ——— 2 -
SITE MATERIAL TO BE REUSED AND/IOR — 36" MIN. LENGTH FENCE == ——— = _EXSTING HOMELAND TOWERS, LLG
NEW MATERIAL TO BE INSTALLED IN THE FOSTS DRIVEN MIN. 16" DRIVEWAY 9 HARMONY STREET
work INTO GROUND. | 2nd FLOOR
S 5
3 DIRECTION OF RUN-OFF A " = | DANBURY, CT 06810
\ e 3 musTnG " PLTER 7 =f £ MOUNTABLE BERM B 1203) 2876345
m / # M crRoUND — CLOTH e OPTIGNAL) __
= | i v
3 s,
% g5 |
\ g _ verizon
O
! v e o = - £
—_— LA EXISTING 4 CENTEROCK ROAD
d GROUND WEST NYACK, NY 10994
PERSPECTIVE VIEW 2 e
H
\ / PLACE SILT FENCE 5 36 MiN. FENCE FOST —= ki
N, FROM BOTTOM -
\ \&o2/ o $tockpLE mvm PLAN VIEW APT
st—" ENGINEERING
SLTFI n_ZG
EN A7 VAUXHAL L STREET EXTENSION - SUITE It
UNDISTURBED GROUND WATERFORD, CT Eﬂoo: mﬂ:x.ﬂusxa..!
NOTES: = PR TOTECHOO fak (oo 083 ki)
1. ALL EXISTING EXCAVATED MATERIAL THAT IS NOT TO BE REUSED IN THE COMPACIED SO 5 ganprauCTON sincincanons: e PERNITTING Dot ]
WORKIS TO B IMMEDIATELY REMOVED FROM THE SITF AND PROPERLY EMBED FILTER CLOTH =t 4 " STONE SIZE - USE 1.4 INCH STONE, OR RECLAIMED GR RECYCLED CONCRETE EQUIVALENT. | PERMITTING Docuents |
A MIN, OF 6' N CROUND. Z
2. SOIAGGREGATE STOCKPILE SITES TO BE WHERE SHOWN ON THE. L

LENCTH WOULD APPL
DRAWINGS AND ARE NOT PERMITTED ON SLOPES GREATER THAN 10%. o

SECTION VIEW

o

THICKNESS - NOT LESS THAN SIX () INCHES.
3. RESTORE STOCKPILE SITES T0 PRE- EXISTING PROJECT COMDITION AND CONSTRUCTION SPECIECATIONS
RESEED AS REQUIRED. C O SPECIHICATIONS

POSTS SHALL BE STEEL EITHER “T* OR "U TYPE OR HARDWOOD.

. WIDTH - TWELVE (12} FOOT MINIMUM, BUT NOT LESS THAN THE FULL WIDTH AT POINTS WHERE INGRESS OR
EGRESS OCCURS. TWENTY-FOUR (24} FOOT IF SINGLE  ENTRANCE TO SITE.

4. STOCKPILE HEIGHTS MUST NOT EXCEED 35 STOCKPILE SLOPES MUST

BE 2:1 OR FLATTER.

2. WHEN TWO SECTIONS CF FILTER CLOTH ADJOIN EACH DTHER THEY
SHALL BE OVERLAPPED BY 51X INCHES AND FOLDED. FILTER CLOTH
SHALL BE EITHER FILTER X. MIRAFS 100X, STABILINKA TI40N, OR
APPROVED EQUIVALENT.

o

GEOTEXTILE  WILL BE PLACED GVER THE ENTIRE AREA PRIOR TO PLACING OF STONE.
5. ANY SOIL IN STOCKPILES IN EXCESS OF SEVEN {7} DAYS SHALL BE
'SEEDED AND MULCHED OR COVERED.

1 . TEMPORARY STOCKPILE DETAIL

o

SURFACE WATER - ALL SURFACE WATER FLOWING OR DIVERTED TOWARD CONSTRUCTION ACCESS SHALL

BE FIPED BENEATH THE ENTRANCE, IF FIPING IS IMPRACTICAL, A MOUNTABLE BERM WITH 5:1 SLOPES WILL
PREFABRICATED UNITS SHALL BE GEOFAB, ENVIROFENCE, OR BE PERMITTED.

APPROVED EQUIVALENT.

w

R.rm..zm . A CONDITION WHICH WILL PREVENT TRACKING OR
ey EETS: 4 MAINTENANCE SHALL BE PERFORMED AS NEEDED AND MATERIAL FLOWING OF SEDIMENT ONTO PUBLIC FIGHTS.OF WAY. AL SEDMENT SHLED, DROFPED, WASHED O
REMOVED WHEN ‘BULGES DEVELOP IN THE SILT FENCE. TRACKED ONTO PUBLIC RIGHTS-OF-WAY  MUST BE REMOVED MMEDIATELY-

Omo._.mx._.__..m

WHEN WASHING IS REQUIRED. T SHALL BE DONE ON A AREA STABILIZED WITH STONE AND WHICH DRAINS
INFO AN APPROVED SEDIMENT TRAPPING DEVICE.

s. PERIODIC AND NEEDED BE PROVIDED AFTER EACH RAIN. 'DESIGN PROFESSIONALS OF RECORD |
PROF: SCDTT M. CHASSE P.E.
CONSTRUCTION COMP: APT ENGINEERING
3 DETAl ADD: SG7 VAUXHALL STREET
= EXTENSION - SUITE 211
EG-3/SCALENTE WATERFORD, CT 08305 B
SIUUENCE OF CONSTRUCTION [DEVELOPER: HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC
1. PREPARE SOIL BEFORE INSTALLING ROLLED FROSION CONTROL PRUDUCTS (RECPSY, INCLUDING ANV NECESSARY AODRESS: 9 HARMONY STREET
APPLICATION OF LIMF, FERTILIZER, AND SEED. 2ND FLOOR
2. BEGIN AT THE TOP OF THE SLOPE BY ANCHORING THE RECPS IN A 6 DEEP X 6° WIDE TRENCH WITH DANBURY,CTo6810 |
APPROMMATELY 12 OF RECPS EXTENDED BEYOND THE UP-SLOPE PORTION OF THE TRENCH. ANCHOR THE — eSS
RECPS WITH A ROW OF STAPLES/STAKES APPROXIMATELY 127 APART IN THE BOTTOM OF THE TRENCH. BACKFTLL. NOTE:
AND COMPACT THE TRENCH AFTER STAPLING. APPLY SEED O THE COMPACTED SOIL AND FOLD THE REMAINING IT13 A VIGLATION OF NEW YORK STATE
12" PORTION OF RECPS BACK OVER THE SEED AND COMPACTED S0 SECURE RECPS OVER COMPACTED SOIL EDUCATION LAW ARTICLE 145, SECTION
WITH A ROW OF STAPLES/STAKES SPACED AFPROXIMATELY 12" APART ACROSS THE WIDTH OF THE RECFS, 7209 2) FOR ANY PERSON, UNLESS
3. ROLL THE RECPS DOWN HORIZONTALLY ACROSS THE SLOPE. RECPS WILL UNROLL WITH APPROPRIATE SIDE ACTIG UNDER THE DIRECTION OF A
AGAINST THE SOIL SURFACE, ALL RECPS MUST BE SECURELY FASTENED TO SQIL SURFAGE BY PLACING LICENSED PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER OR
STAPLES/STAKES IN APPROPRIATE LOCATIONS AS SHOWN IN THE STAPLE PATTERN GUIDE. LAND SURVEYOR, TO ALTER AN ITEW IN
4. THE EDGES OF PARALLEL RECPS MLUST BE STAPLED WITH APPROXIMATELY 2" - & OVERLAP DEPENDING ON THE J— o ANY WAY. [F AN ITEN BEARING THE SEAL
RECPS TYPE, MATERAL T viod OF AN ENGINEER OR LAND SURVEYOR 1S
$: CONSECUTIVE RECPS SPLICED DOWN THE SLOPE MUST BE END QVER END (SHINGLE STVLE) WITH AN _| LI ALTERED, THE ALTERING ENGINEER OR
OVERLAP. STAPLE LAPPED AREA. ¥ 12" APART ACROSS ENTIRE e STAPLES (2 PER BALE} LAND SURVEYOR SHALL AFFIX TO THE
RErS WD, STRAW BALE YR} TTEN HIS SEAL AND THE NOTATION
| “ALTERED BY" FOLLOWED BY THE
worss: | wom oryemaLsiaves e b ey
L. PROVIDE ANCHOR TRENCH AT TOE OF SLOPE IN SIMILAR FASHION AS AT TOF OF SLOPE. ALTERATION, AND A SPECIFIC
2. SUOPE SURFACE SHALL BE FREE OF ROCKS. CLODS. STICKS. AND GRASS. 1 I DESGRIPTION F THE ALTERATION.
3. BLANKET SHALL HAVE GOOD CONTINUOUS CONTACT WITH UNDERLYING SOIL THROUGHOUT ENTIRE LENGTH, LAY

BLANKET LOOSELY AND STAKE QR STAFLE TO MAINTAIN DIRECT CONTAGT WITH SOIL. DO NOT STRETCH [~ HOMELAND TOWERS

BrANEET SECTONE HOMELAND TOWERS
4. THE BLANKET SHALL BE STAPLED IN e MOUNT KISCO
5. DLANKETED AREAS SHALL BE INSPECTED WEEKLY AND AFTER EACH RUNORT EVEAT NTH. PERENSIAL = T s =
VEGETATION IS ESTABLISHED TO A MINIMUM UMFORM ?0% COVERAGE THROUGHOUT THE BLANKETED AREA. ADDRESS: MT. - o0, NY 10604
DAMAGED OR DISPLACED BLANKETS SHALL BE RESTORED OR REPLACED WITHIN 4 CALENDAR DAYS. ] 1oacy
aMf .~ TRUNK ARMORING . . _ P _ . APTFILNG NUMBER: NYzeos0 |
Vs S e e Tommier_)
. STARTING AT TOP OF SLOPE, INSTALL BEGINNING OF ROLLIN 6IN. - -
w—\m,w_)x_m.-,rm_wu_v\m’w | M ROLL BLANKETS IN | x 8N, ANCHOR TRENCH, STAPLE, L Oxmﬁxg BY:RRCB
OVERLAPPED (4 IN. MIN.)| DIRECTION OF WATER FLOW - IBACKEILL AND COMBACT 30 - ‘w=3——— STAKE TYP)
PREPARE SEED BED - -
ONCLUDING ANY DRIPLINE I/_ Ar\« PLASTIC LINING
NECCESARY LIME. b n =B
FERTILZER AND SEED) TRUNK ARMORIG 7 AERuATE Fence 5 .
PRIOR TO BLANKET 7O TRUNK l\\LvlL NOTED ON'PLANS el 4 - 1 vones:
RSTALATION SAFETY BARISCADE FENGING — T | o U= O Eekronu wasnour or
MODEL £ 4650 OK ﬁ CONCRETE TRUCKS OFFSITE OR |
APPROVED EQUIILANT ] - - TN DESIGNATED CONCRETE. —— i |
TENSION ROPE WOVEN — — b WASHOUT AREA ORLY. 5
THROUGH TOP EOGE %, = -
HEAVY CAUGE STEEL. 2. DQNOT WASH OUT CONCRETE
: SRR —— I b pororwasiourcancier: || EROSION CONTROL
THE BLANKET SHOULD NOTBE /. 7 DR R CRARCCFEN DETAILS
STRETCHED: IT MUST MAINTAIN — / , REFER TO MANLIF. A DITCHES. STREETS.
GOOD SGIL CONTACT / RECOMMENDED STAPLING . n efe STREAMS.
PATTERN FOR STEEPNESS L
BT §TrEa o ST 2 oo [
UPSLOPE BLANKED OVERLYING THE DUWNSLOPE — BEING BLANKETED PLAN VIEW CONCRETE TG BE DUMPED
BLANKET {SHINGLE. STVLE). STAPLE SECURELY. ONSITE, EXCEPT IN DESIGNATED
CONCRETE WASHOUT AREA.

P SLOPES

\EC-Z/SGALE:NTS.




oy o e 2T i
 ———— ———————4£-2 | pro. square o power PAnEL. § PR — | — B B
ey . s sH
= . E By L L]
{.2.5") PROP. TELCD HOFFMAN BOX W/ H TOWER:
(23} mor mcotomusiaet ] 1 ey e T o
. J N 2nd FLOOR
{37} prom. & mow i U rence / ) X ) DANBURY. T 06810
(o) A FLnes e vy N / . - B s
K= Xt X X Kowms X X Yoo x— X 3 oy e % o . | .
Gt 227 o aes unm ave. 4n v o g - . ] -
b oA — BT —— o 3 —-y XA ® .__.,.m. I
4 - | /2" PROP. VERIZON UNDERGROUND ELECTRIC/ y al
5 TELCO SERVICE FROM PROP, 7 * H g \
o X \&2/ CENTER TO PROP. VERIZON EQUIPMENT PAD i W™ 4 CENTEROCK ROAD
— \ " 3 ) N
/3% PROP. DISCONNECT SWITCH VERIY, \ S E; = 5 e :
| 2y o e ey \ NE: 3 WEST NYACK. Y 10994
_ i %01/ EXTERNAL DISCONNECT IS REQUIRED. N R = y e !
{76\ PROP. 1012 CoNCRETE - 3 4
i —" S | 2 i)
T ¥\ o1/ EQUIPMENT PAD 3 £ ELAN ELEVATION SIDE [ E -
- = —£ - o - - — FRONT SDE APT
OOO L L TELCO HOFFMAN CSD35368 ENCLOSURE SQUARE Tr HEAVY DUTY SAFETY SWITCH ENGINEFRING
PROP. GALV. STEEL CANOPY & (CONCEPT, TYPE 4 AND 12) (OREQUAL)  WISIBLE BLADE TYPE - SERIES ES (OR EQUALI ENGINEERING
[ — WD 58 DA Ty T —
n GROPIDESEEFOWERED o 5 | — DxH . WaDxH =27 TEYG.5TXS031" (179 Lha MAK) [ VAL STREET o (e |
STAND-BY GENERATOR ° -« o || PaTSTEGH cou _eax;omoy et
. < ] [ PerMITTiNG DoGUMENTS
PROP. SWITCHED LED SERVICE 5 F o) ‘e e ITTRHO SOCUMENTS
= LIGHTS Wi TIME DELAY OFF B = _.._ = o | = ¥ DATE |REVISION
= ' UNDER-GANOPY 107 AGL (TYP) 7 2 L= — U [FOR RVIEW.FOR.
{ Z_| rrop. ELTA BATTERY CARNET 1_
{2 | pror. DELTA EQUPMENT CABINET | | I
= T L
L {77 "y prOP cance icE BRIDGE
- o] Wi (3 6x12 KYBRID CABLES
e FRONT
EQUIPMENT AREA PLAN - e el
SCALE: }*m1'q" s
SOALE: 1 W=+ :
\ EESA NG TLENKBL7Wxd5.5D
| DESIGN PROFESSIONALS OF RECORD
g o PROF: SCOTT M. CHASSE P.E. 1
1-6" =" S
. S o T " 3 3 e — Al g
" HY TSOMIT-ICE ul- § :
| 3\ pror. cps uN dpmsve = i ig WATERFORD, CT 06335
= /" MIN. EMBED. P 7 Eamcguncy Come ke oo el v - DEVELOPER: HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC
L P1-1/4 STD. STANDARD PIPE. ol = mxd e ol 0101200 - v wCE: % CHAMFER cm #4 REBAR Py MYP) YRy ADDRESS: 9 HARMONY STREET
* & To Mapan An Emarpuncy G 2ND FLOOR
@ A32S BOLTS . Spmcty 1 oo o s ar ok o ALL ARQUND | DANBURY. CT 06810
o e HONETINT Y R e e - - Y T o |

%o BOLT (TYP)
6x6x6x% BENT PLATE

Ry A B I | -

o o a——
- r_l. T 18 A VIGLATION OF NEW YORK STATE
= ki EDUCATION LAW ARTIGLE 148, BECTION

— CANOPY FRAME BASE PLATE DETAL 7 Tha 1CC RNRAZSE T = 208 (2) FOR ANY PERSON, UNLESS
ON CONCRETE PAD Pl y G s ACTING UNDER THE DIRECTION OF &
[T P | . LICENSED PROFESSIOHAL ENGINEER GR
- LAND SURVEYGR, TO ALTER AN ITEM ¥
COMPACTED 4,000 PSI CONC. SLAB (SEE PLAN ANY WAY. IF AN FTEM BEARING THE SEAL
3 GRAVEL BASE " FOR PAD DIMENSIONS} OF AN ENGINEER OR LAND BURVEYOR 18
(5 EMERGENCY NOTICE SIGN = SRR T . T tGMEER on
LG9 SCALE:NTS. 6 " E P LAND SURVEYOR SHALL AFFDUTO THE
= TTEM HIS SEAL AND THE NOTATION
SCALE: N.L8. “ALTERED BY" FOLLOWED BY THE
= SIGNATURE AND THE DATE OF 8UCH
BRIIGE CHANNEL SUPPORT BRIDGE CHANNEL ALTERATION, AND A 8PECEFIC
J-HODKS @NCN. SPLICE — (STEPRO1 GRS? 3 . DESCRIPTION OF THE ALTERATION.
CHANNEL POINTS OREQUAL) A —————

GALVANIZED MIL DECK 3

BRIDGE CHANNEL BOLTS

HOMELAND TOWERS
SPLICE CHANNEL AT PIPE HEAD

' VENT HOLE «

HILTI KWIK-PRO SELF DRILLING
| ~ SCREW S-MD 12-24:15 HWH 45 MOUNT KISCO

PIPE HEAD FOR BRIDGE CHANNEL. Rites KWIK COTE @ 5 0.C. MAX. [TYP} SIE 1808, BEDFORD RD. |
(SMEPROI HHD12-K OR EQUAL} —=—— WAVEGUIDE (TYP] — —re- ADDRESS: MT. KISCO, NY 10304 _
. PIPE HEAD HOUKBOLTS ASCOT ENERGY FVERYWHERE T APT FILING NUMBER: KVZR3830 E|
e o e, % L. ANCHOR BoLT CaLUMN 15KW DIESEL-POWERE 1 GENERATOR a2 CAP PLATE (VP) =4 OATE: _owr1ves |[oRavn Bv: _con ]
MAK) STERROT T . = ISTEPROI SP126 OR EQUAL. TvP) MODEL # DC_GEN.- 15-DV-AGEF A T omcxeosvime]
VTIZOR EQUALY ; N W/ INTEGRATED 54 GALLON DOUBLE g H L. JcHEcKROBY: Fon ]
\ WALL FUEL TANK | g
STEPRDS Pa17a | | o COLOR: GRAY PLAN " SERVICE DOOR (1Y) *72 Axes BOLTS (VP I
OR EQUAL, TYP {4 VP _ g
1 ENGINE ENGINE _ ENGINE 4 3
T - : EXHAUST [/ ExvausT , 4 EXHAUST T AT £
1PE COLUMN foi
—Tor ) s paT g
= @
-~ e [ 1S 2ol 2 Py —
~. 2 [ £ [sueer Tme:
+ N “ i =%’ WEEP HOLE. TYF VERIZON EQUIPMENT
§ ] o - /! N TIeane PLAN & DETAILS
. FOOTING “TIDICATES EXISTING \_ SERVICE | ‘ 1
] M CONCRETE (WHERE DOOR \ '
BELOW PIPE. APPLICABLEJATTACH // Ly
BASE W/ %1 HILTI HY200 -~
ANCHORS - 4" EMBEDMENT) Sore:
FOR CANOPY LIGHTING SEE 1/C-d.
9 .CANOPY
C1 USCALE: K wtar




NOTE; 1 *
PAINT MOUNTS. ANTENNAS, CABLING & APPURTENANCES TO
MATCH TREE & INSTALL ANTENNA SOCKS ON ALL ANTENNAS. Jop IMA

L]
Hﬂ_ 57.3LBS H’ _ 76.3 LBS HOMELAND TOWERS, LLG

7.365F 225 sF
L] 195 9 HARMONY STREET
Zcl FLOOR
1»03 4 S0E ERONT S DANBURY. CT 08810
t | __eopasTeMs

PROP. 4 SIDED DOUBLE T-ARM | §
MOUKT FOR (5} PROP. VERIZON -

PANEL ANTENNAS CL (3 137+ AGL e
4 CENTEROCK ROAD

WEST NYACK. NY 10994

PROP. 4 SIDED DOUBLE T-ARM
MOUNT W/ STANDOFFS & COLLARS.
FOR (8} PROP. VERIZON PANEL
ANTENNAS CL @ 137 AGL

718
718

{3 PROP. MDBs MOUNTED PROP. | 4 |

ANTENNA MOUNTING ASSEMBLY PCTEL

g 2
o2t L GPS-TMG-HR-26N
- =) [ i ik s
ot [ (1Y N § N Aer
] b [ X _ A ENGINEERING
] : |

i

@) PROP. MDBs MOUNTED PROP. T
ANTENNA MOUNTING ASSEMBLY

-

(3) FROP. RRHa MOUNTED TO

> . . ]
- " 07 VALHALL STREET EXTERSEON - SUTTE 311
Al (T Cow | e LA T e B
PROP. RRH EQUPMENT MOWNT [ - } * f
ATEA, SECTOR, TOTAL OF (12) - 02/ et e

52 GPSUNMTS — e
PROP. VERZON ANTENNA MOUNTED 3 PANEL ANTENNAS —_— fi PERMITTING DOCUMENTS
TO PROP. MOUNTING ASSEMBLY., (23| 3| ! = i 0] OATE [REvision

PROP, 1407+ AGL MONOPINE

PER SECTOR, TOTAL OF (8} NTEN TAIL [0 Jewtorzo [For reviEw: nco
ISCALE: %" = 1'0" £

3) PROP. Riiia MOUNTED TO
PROP. RRH EQUIPMENT MOUNT |
AT EA. SECTOR. TQTAL OF (12) .62 .

PROP. 1402 AGL MONOPINE

NOTE;
PAINT MOUNTS. ANTENNAS, CABLING & APPURTENANCES TQ
MATCH TREE & RVSTALL ANTENNA SOCKS ON ALL ANTENNAS.

{2} 2-142° SCH. 40 GALY, STL. PIPE.
SECURED TO PIPE MOUNT (T'YP)

s _:uw SECURED TO PIPE. MANNTAIN

PROP. VERIZON ANTENNA MOUNTE] 62 SERVICE CLEARANCE ABOVE
TO PROP. MOUNTING ASSEMBI
PER SECTOR, TOTAL-

[ DESIGN PROFESSIONALS OF RECORD ||

PROF: SCOTT M, CHASSE P.E,

COWIP: ART ENGINEERING
ABD: 567 VAUKHALL STREET
EXTENSION - SUITE 311

BACK TQ BACK PIPE MOUNT (TYP) WATERFORD, CT 06385

{STTEPRO1 BBPM-K2)

_|um<m§ﬂﬁ=ﬂn§ TGWERS, LLG
ﬂﬂw‘tﬂvﬂwﬂ‘; MOUNT STANDOFE [ADDRESS: 9 HARMONY STREET
= 2ND FLOGR

DANBURY, CT 08810

HOTE:
T 19 A VIOLATION OF NEW YORK STATE

1.5/ HORIZONTAL UNISTRUT, ‘GF AN ENGINEER OR LAND SURVEYOR IS
ANTENNA PIPE < 8" DIA FLAT WASHER (TYP] PART #P1000T ATTACHED TO ALVERED, THE ALTERING ENGINEER OR
L N e e P i
(-BOLTS TO BE SZED Q! TY: ITEM HIS SEAL AND THE NOTATION

8 DIA NUT [TYR)

“ALTERED BY" FOLLOWED BY THE
eyl .58 HORZONTAL CHANNEL NUT WK SPRNG, SIGNATURE AND THE DATE OF SUCH
DIAMETER. UNISTRUT. PART #P1000T ALTERATION, AND A SPECEIC.
= = = ATTACHED TO ANTENNA 8 DIA FLAT WASHER {TYP) DEBCRIPTION OF THE ALTERATION.
o PIPES CUT TO REQUIRED | =1
1) RRH-REMOTE RADIO HEAD _ LENCTH (TYP FOR 2} / 318" DIA BULT (1YP) HOMELAND TOWERS
21 MDB-MAIN DISTRIBUTION 80X

1-5/8" VERTICAL UNISTRUT, MOUNT KISGO _
PART #P1000T CUT TO [SME 1008 B =3

ER Y et

[APT FILING NUMBER: Myzse30

DATE: _vaitvzo |[ORAWNGY: _CaH |

FRONT  SIDE PLAN

- VH_”_
_ : 5 * Jos) Il [chECKED BY: ReB |
- o — =
& 40 4 SEPARATION AS
o _. F* T..'I REQUIRED TO
2 ey 7.4 REMOTE RADIO
{RHs) AS PER
BOTTOM NOKIA AHFIC AIRSCALE DUAL RRH {OR FQUALL  NOKEA AHBCC ARSCALE DUAL RRH (OR EQUAL) NOXW AzOc
- AT4R B2/BGA 320W AWSIPCS 4T4R B/13 320W 700850 LTE (OR EQUALY SPECIFICATIONS.
P RAYCAP RxxDC-3315-FF 48 REMOTE RADIO HEAD (RRHY REMOTE RADIO HEAD (RRH} WDxH=10.6%44.0%11.6' (25 LB} ™ {]
1 157 MAIN DISTRBUTION BOX (MDB} WDt~ 12.1%7.1522.0° (78 Lbo) WOxH-12.1%7 4522, 184+ Une) L{ & jRRR@YPIQTY %
F WxDxH = 15.73x10.25'%19. 18" (32.0 Lbs) 2 VARES] SHEET TITLE:
FRONT (OR EQUA Rin vey ary (6 -
£ COLORGRAY o SET
Z6 NoTES:
1. DIVENSIONS SUBJECT TO CHANGE BASED UPON AVAILABILITY AT TME OF CONSTRUCTION, VERIZON ANTENNA
— 2. MANUFACTURERS RECOMMENDED RRH CLEARANCES: FRONT: 367 SIDES: 17'; BOTTOM: 20"
(5 \MAIN DISTRIBUTION BOX 5 MAMACTURERS RECOMMENCED it CLEARANCES: FRORT, 3, S 12:B0TIOM: nores PLAN & DETAILS

. ALL EXPOSED UNISTRUT ENDS TO BE CAPPED WITH UNISTRUT CAP (MODEL #P2860- 10

. ONLY 1-5%* UNISTRUT TO BF. USED FOR RACK CONSTRUCTION,

. EXTEND UNISTRUT AS NEEDED BASED ON LENGTH OF ANTENNA SECTOR. DO NOT
CANTILEVER UNISTRLIT FOR MORE THAX 24° BEYOND ANTENNA MAST.

RH ENT . THAN .0° USE PART #P10OIT.
-2, AR R m.uﬂ. .MDB!

-2/ SCALE: ) =10

|

.
8
)
&
:
:
3
:
4
&
g
B
5
a
9
i
3
g
£
g
8
:
:
g
g

SHEET NUMBER:




& GALVANIZED STEEL

PIPE. CONCRETE FLLED & zoc FENCE POST
- PAINTED TRAFFIC YELLOW STRETCHER e TOP RAIL
BAR . = I
conpounD FeNce/ AN :
WEANTI-CLIMB :E..|.|‘ P R~ ¢
DucoNAL
= ROD_
=l wisTEEL 5
@ FNSHED. TURNBUCKLE D 3
8" PT M ﬂ GRADE BOTTOM
TENSION
WikE
& THIcK I
34* CRUSHED STONE xd'aiB ~ i J _
| ¢~ PRESSURE /
| [ mearep @5 0c. |
o CRADETO ORAN— |

POUR CONCRETE
ENCASEMENT [CLASS A} K

.m L_ 12w concReTe
NOTE: IN PAVED AREAS g FOOTING IN SO1l.
HOLD TOP OF FOOTING o,
5 BELOW FIN. GRADE ANTLCUME

FENCING (<2' ——
MESHWEAVE] (TYF)

1‘1
i vz
< E — Gaw. P END CAP. TV, CARRIER = = —
== / [ . ) . . .
: piocor 12, cay: e A\ NOTICE AX -
3 UNISTRUT w GALY. ATTACH e TR, e e
i ot G T S 2 O — ]
- ASHERS: LOCK ASHERS Emmemasms | HOVELAND TonERE L 5
3 g OO 195 ROVEE oot — !
58 T zoagy, D CATS — | S HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC
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State of New York ) OEC 1 .
) ss: AFFIDAVIT OF FRSEING <020
County of Westchester) Lf;! i’ité

)

Joe e L1190, being duly sworn, says that onthe _/ Q day of December 2020,
he conspicuously fastened up and posted in seven public places, in the Village/Town of
Mount Kisco, County of Westchester, a printed notice of which the annexed is a true

copy, to Wit: ---

Municipal Building — X
104 Main Street

Public Library X
100 Main Street

Fox Center X
Justice Court — Green Street X
40 Green Street

Mt. Kisco Ambulance Corp X
310 Lexington Ave

Carpenter Avenue Community House X
200 Carpenter Avenue

Leonard Park Multi Purpose Bldg X

v

“ o e
Sworn.to before me this / ﬂ day of / N CC /7’(/&(/( ZJM
o Aealip, H -
4 /Méé{ /{ % MICHELLE K. RUSSO

Notary Public NOTARY PUBLIC-STATE OF NEW YORK
No.01RU6313298
Qualitied In Putnam County
My Commission Expires 10-20-2022




AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING

State of New York
SS:

County of Westchester

Liza Gross being duly sworn, deposes and says that she is over twenty-one years of age
and works at 94 White Plains Road, Tarrytown, in the State of New York; that she is a paralegal
at Snyder & Snyder, LLP, the attorney for Homeland Towers, LLC and Verizon Wireless
regarding their application for the installation of a public utility wireless telecommunications
facility at 180 South Bedford Road, Village of Mount Kisco, New York. On November 24, 2020
she served notices, a copy of which is attached hereto, upon the following named persons at the
addresses set forth, as shown on the attached list, by mailing true copies of the same, enclosed and
properly sealed in postpaid envelopes, which she entrusted to the exclusive care and custody of
the United States Postal Service within the State of New York.

\d o WAs 4 AN
WL 7490

Liza Gross

Sworn ;to and subscribed before me
this !’ day of December 2020

David James Kenny
NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF NEW YORK

. ' o Registration No. 02KE6343903
7 é ; S Qunliﬁefi in Westchester County
Comznission Expires June 20, 2020~

NOTARY PUBLIC _~+ - p|
7z z




PUBLIC NOTICE

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Village/Town of
Mount Kisco, New York will hold a Public Hearing on the 15th day of December
2020 at the Municipal Building, Mount Kisco, New York, beginning at 7:00 PM
pursuant to the Zoning Ordinance on the Appeal of Homeland Towers, LLC and
Verizon Wireless c/o Snyder & Snyder, LLP 94 White Plains Road, Tarrytown, NY
10591, from the decision of Peter J. Miley, Building Inspector, dated October 6,
2020 including an interpretation of the zoning code that the proposed wireless
telecommunications facility at the Property identified as180 S. Bedford Road, Mount
Kisco, NY 10594 and described on the Village Tax Map as Section 80.44 Block 1
Lot 1 requires certain variances. The Property is located on the South side of South
Bedford Road in a Conservation Development Zoning District. In the alternative to
the Applicants’ Appeal of the Building Inspector’s Interpretation, application is also
being made to obtain a variance from §110-27.1(E)(4) for having a setback of less
than 1,600 feet from all residential dwellings where 197 feet is proposed and a
variance of 1,403 feet is requested, and relief from height requirement of §110-
27.1(E)(3) Code of the Village/Town of Mount Kisco setting a maximum height of
80 feet where 145 feet is proposed and a variance of 65 feet is requested. The area
variances are only requested in the alternative to the Applicants’ Appeal of the
Building Inspector’s interpretation that such variance relief is required.

Harold Boxer, Chair
Zoning Board of Appeals
Village/Town of Mount Kisco



Wildlife Preserve Inc.
71 Sarles Street
Mount Kisco, NY 10549

Maryann M. Tarnok
7 Brentwood Court
Mount Kisco, NY 10549

Karan and Pratibha Garewal
6 Brentwood Court
Mount Kisco, NY 10549

David M. and Holly Y. Schwartz
10 Brentwood Court
Mount Kisco, NY 10549

Michael and Carla Bird
35 Tucker Road
Bedford Corners, NY 10549

Realis Development LLC
356 Manville Road
Pleasantville, NY 10570

Lawrence and Daisy Lee
43 Linden Lane
Bedford Corners, NY 10549

Edward and Harriet Feinberg
701 D. Bedford Road
Bedford Hills, NY 10507

Michael J. and Madlyn Inserra
3 Brentwood Court
Mount Kisco, NY 10549

Frank and Barbara Paccetti
9 Brentwood Court
Mount Kisco, NY 10549

Marsh Sanctuary Inc.
71 Sarles Street
Mount Kisco, NY 10549

Gerard and Beth Romski
8 Brentwood Court
Mount Kisco, NY 10549

Marci Stearns & Steven McCormick
25 Tucker Road
Bedford Corners, NY 10549

Chabad of Bedford Inc.
133 Railroad Avenue
Bedford Hills, NY 10507

Rosemarie A. Maiorano
& Valeri Hedges
69 Linden Lane
Bedford Corners, NY 10549

Lisbeth Fumagalli, Town Clerk
Town of Bedford
321 Bedford Road
Bedford Hills, NY 10507

George Coppola & Ellen Molloy
5 Brentwood Court
Mount Kisco, NY 10549

Mit. Kisco Chase HOA Inc.
PO Box 265
Somers, NY 10589

Anna C. and John G. Pietrobono
2 Sarles Street
Mount Kisco, NY 10549

Elizabeth Jacobs
1 Brentwood Court
Mount Kisco, NY 10549

Town of Bedford
321 Bedford Road
Bedford Hills, NY 10507

Abdelouahab and Nancy El Bouhali
PO Box 667
Bedford Hills, NY 10507

Thor Andrew and
Natalia M. Czernyk
108 Second Avenue

New York, NY 10003
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