VILLAGE OF RED HOOK
PLANNING BOARD MEETING
& PUBLIC HEARING

MAY 10, 2012

Present: Chairman Everett Pearsall, Co-Chairman Rodney Morrison, Member Paul Fredricks, Member
Stephen Zacharzuk, Member Mark Mirando & Secretary Lara Hart

Non Members Present: Village of Red Hook Planning Board Attorney, Victoria Polidoro

Chairman Pearsall opened the May 10, 2012 Planning Board Public Hearing at 7:00pm for the Farmer’s
Market for property located at 7475 South Broadway.

Chairman Pearsall asked applicant Louise Rose is she would give a brief recap of her application. Louise
said her application is for a farmer’s market in the municipal parking lot with 16 vendors and 17 booths
which include live music. Market will be held on Saturdays from 10-2 with approved signage.
Bathrooms are being offered by Me-Oh-My Pie Shop. Bathroom for the handicapped will be offered by
the Village of Red Hook with someone monitoring who enters/exits the Village Building. Louise advised
that she will be running the market.

Chairman Pearsall began reading the public comments received by correspondence. Copies of all
comments are on file for review in the Village of Red Hook Building Department.

Letters read were as follows:
1. Louise Rose of Table & Talent — letter dated May 10, 2012
Todd Baright — letter received May 10, 2012
Kimberley Gomez — email letter dated May 10, 2012
Red Hook Antique Center — letter dated May 10, 2012
FSC (Financial Services Center Asset Management, Inc.) — letter dated May 8, 2012
Meri Puccio, Julia & Isabella — letter dated May 10, 2012
Daniel S. Hanaburgh, The Pipe Doctor — letter dated May 8, 2012
Laura Pensiero, GiGi Hudson Valley — letter dated May 10, 2012
KDK Realty Corporation — letter received May 3, 2012
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At this time, Chairman Pearsall asked for public comment.

#1. Louise Rose — Table & Talent (Applicant)

Louise Rose spoke and advised that she had asked other vendors to participate and the percentage is
70% and would have been more if they had said yes, some of them recommended other people to use
in place of them. With regard to Laura Pensiero/GiGi’s, she was invited to do guest shots at the markets




Page 2
5/10/2012 PB Minutes

and she had left a message for Laura to possibly do bread at the market and received no response. With
regard to Migliorelli Farm, Louise felt that Ken was already in 50 farm markets and has 3 farm stands,
and felt that Mr. Migliorelli did not need any more help. Louise said flyers will be handed out showing
local food establishments within walking distance and a spot light booth for local businesses. Louise
advised that they will have signage indicating farmer’s market (copies of drawing presented and shown).
Louise indicated that they want to start out small and not duplicate, and that is why there are room
constraints, and why she felt that Hardemann’s Farm stand needed the most help, with Stagias being
her next choice.

#2. Linda Keeling — 238 Pitcher Lane, Red Hook

Linda Keeling advised that she is neither opposed nor in favor, however in past years she thought about
getting a farmer’s market together and the farmers did not want it, and her concern is ADA
requirements. Linda spoke on the parking spots that are required for persons with disabilities, helping
the visually/hearing impaired at this market; sighage for the disabled and bathroom facilities available.
Linda Keeling asked that proper signage be displayed, so that the civil rights of no one are violated.

#3. Tom Greene — 10 Spring Lake Road, Red Hook

Mr. Greene advised that he was part of this market and spoke on the name situation and the branding
of “Red Hook”. Mr. Greene said that there are many businesses with the name “Red Hook” on their
signs. Mr. Greene spoke on the misconception that this market will be that of the Rhinebeck Market,
and this is not true, the number of possible vendors will be 16. There is one person selling produce and
one person selling fruit, so there are only actually 2 farmers. Mr. Greene printed out and presented the
Board with a page from the USDA website on Farmers Market Services which outlines the benefits of a
farmer’s market. Mr. Greene advised that with the context here and that there are only going to be 2
booths selling items that the farmer’s stand sells and the rest being the sale of products made with
ingredients from other farmers. They will be offering a small brochure explaining the market and what
was available, and other local businesses in walking distance. Mr. Greene said hot food will not be
served at this market. Mr. Greene said in this brochure is a list of local farm stands in the area.

#4. Mayor Ed Blundell, Village of Red Hook

Mayor Blundell spoke on the Village and the events which can help to bring people into the Village.
Mayor Blundell feels the farmer’s market would be positive, and people who come to the market would
be purchasing items from the market on that day, but would visit other local farm stands for their
purchases during the week. Mayor Blundell gave the Board a packet of petitions which were signed by
business owners, bard students, residents and shoppers in favor of the farmer’s market.

#5. Mike Uccellini — 7478 South Broadway, Red Hook (Health Food Store)

Mr. Uccellini is in favor of this market and feels that this market would bring people into the Village,
which is a good thing, but also feels that once this is started that Louise should invite other farmers to
participate. This is an event that if you don’t ever let it happen you will never know the possibilities, and
you will never know how it works out and what it could do for this Village. Mr. Uccellini offered the spot
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in the front of his store to Ken Migliorelli and Norman Greig to sell their products during this market.
This market will be important especially when Bard students are leaving Red Hook for the summer.

#6. Susan Goldstein — 3 Maizeland Road, Red Hook

Susan Goldstein spoke in favor of the farmer’s market. Susan Goldstein stated she has been a Village
resident since 1994 and is a tax paying resident and that it is embarrassing to her that Red Hook does
not already have a farmer’s market. This farmer’s market is needed, is a good place for people to meet
and good for businesses and must happen.

#7. Charles Rubin — 15 Prince Street, Red Hook

Charles Rubin advised the Board that he lives right next to where the market will be and thinks that the
farmer’s market is a good idea but is concerned about cars parking on Prince Street and the noise that
will be created by amplified music and generators. Mr. Rubin is asking that if the farmer’s market has to
be at this location that there is a condition that there be no amplified music or generators permitted.

#8. Norman Greig — 223 Pitcher Lane, Red Hook
Norman Greig spoke to the farming community and that they have been fortunate over the years in that

all the farmers work close together and they tend to be aware of that most of the factors that can make
or break an individual farmer in this community are factors that are much bigger than ourselves or our
neighbors, and there are things that happen in the entire industry and with most of our inputs that the
markets leads to individually that we work close together and that size does not matter and the people
Have statistically proven that the biggest businesses are the most likely to fail and they interact with
what works and what does not work in a much bigger way, so if you are very small and have small inputs
it is easier to control your situation, but if you are very large then the downsize can be very devastating.
Mr. Greig hopes that in this circumstance that all the farmers can be included, and that we all work
together.

#9. Michael Robertson — 7770 Albany Post Road, Red Hook

Michael Robertson spoke and said that he is a new farmer in the area and was not invited nor contacted
to be a part of this market, and feels that having a farmers market in Red Hook would be great for all
businesses and wishes them the best of luck.

Chairman Pearsall advised that this was the end of the list for the public hearing comments. Chairman
Pearsall asked if anyone else would like to speak or make a comment. Linda Keeling spoke again and
asked 1) since this property is owned by Key Bank, will the applicant carry her own insurance and if
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there were an accident would the Village and Key Bank be liable; 2) will the Village Police be used to
monitor the safety of the area; 3) if so, will this enterprise be giving the Village monies to offset any cost
for the Village for this market.

Susan Goldstein again asked that this Board please think about us as residents and Village tax payers.
Chairman Pearsall asked the Board for comment. No Comment.

Chairman Pearsall made a motion to close the public hearing at 7:55pm for 7475 South Broadway.
Motion seconded by Member Stephen Zacharzuk. All in favor.

7:55 pm - Chairman Pearsall asked that this Board recess for a few moments.
8:10 pm - Chairman Pearsall called the meeting back to order.

Chairman Pearsall asked Attorney Polidoro for comments.

Attorney Polidoro had comments on how the Board should proceed and first being that you cannot
interfere with a business operation, including a business name, and part of the site plan is to regulate
the use, so when looking at this site plan for 17 groups you need to focus on the use of those 17 booths
in that location. On additional growth, this Board would draft a Resolution that you are only approving
what is proposed now and in the future if they wanted to add more, say in parking, than they would
have to come back in front of the board for that approval. With regard to amplified music that can be
addressed with adding a condition, and with regard to parking, Chairman Pearsall read a letter from KDK
and there was a statement in that letter that parking could at any time be rescinded, so if parking was
issued by the Board there could be that same condition with approval on the site plan.

Chairman Pearsall asked the Board for their comment. Member Mirando said he was all for it but was
concerned about the noise from music and generators and that there should be a condition upon
approval. Member Zacharzuk had one question on the mention that the second exit would be blocked
and that pop-ups would be available and asked where the additional pop-ups would be located. Louise
said there were no additional pop-ups, but only the ones listed in the site plan. Member Zacharzuk
asked if they were part of the 17 spots. Louise said correct. Member Zacharzuk asked that no vendors
would be parking on that side. Member Zacharzuk said would they allow people/vendors to park along
Prince Street. Louise said she has no control over who parks on Prince Street. Chairman Pearsall said
that would need to be addressed. Member Zacharzuk said Prince Street needs to remain open for
emergency access and police department. Member Fredricks said he had a number of concerns, 1)
being the number of cars that travel through the Village and that we do not have enough parking.
Member Fredricks said this parking lot is the parking for all businesses on West Market Street and the
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two corners, and when they were approved for businesses that was their lot, and part of the problem
with the law is that it is based on new construction and we tried to apply it to the old Villages, which is
impossible. Member Fredricks said as being a past part of the Chamber, they tried to do a farmer’s
market and they wanted people to go to the farm stands. Member Fredricks said he hopes that the
Village works on finding more parking. Member Fredricks said this is worth the try, but parking is a
bigger issue and needs to be addressed. Louise spoke and said that with regard to the music it will only
be between the hours of 11am-1pm and acoustic; and with regard to parking she feels that most people
drive through the Village because there is no reason to stop and not because of no parking, and with the
use of the lot across the street this increases the parking issue and not decreasing it. Member Fredricks
said he was not questioning having the farmers market but feels that they need to resolve the bigger
problem of parking in the Village. Member Fredricks feels that what is being asked is for the Board to
change the use of the lot and he does not feel comfortable in doing that because that it a decision for
the ZBA, and this Board follows the law. Member Morrison said as far as site plan he is 100% supportive
and feels this is a great application and that lately when walking around the Village on the weekends
and seeing all the empty storefronts concerns him. Member Morrison said we need the energy of the
people and we need to create something to bring people in and he does not see anything that would
create a parking problem. Chairman Pearsall asked Mayor Blundell to look into the parking lot license
for the lot from Key Bank and he sees that it was amended to for the use of a farmer’s market, but they
only have the months of June, July & August, so he was asking that it be amended to include the month
of September. Chairman Pearsall asked if the Board could have the police department put up a
temporary no-parking signs on Prince Street during the duration of market. Chairman Pearsall asked
that before hammering out the details if this Board had any other comments. Chairman Pearsall said
the first issue is to discuss is KDK and option to rescind approval for use of parking lot and that one of
our conditions be that the market is approved contingent on that agreement remaining in place, and if
it should change, that they would have to come back in front of this board. Chairman Pearsall asked
Louise about the music. Louise said that they would have an amplifier but that it would be kept at a
minimum — and the music consists of a single performer playing a guitar (a female singer). The Board
felt that since the music would only play from 11:00am-1:00pm it would be ok. Chairman Pearsall asked
the Mayor if amplified music was permitted outdoors. Mayor Blundell advised yes it is, but that we do
have a noise ordinance in the Village. Chairman Pearsall said ok that music would be allowed between
11:00am — 1:00pm. Chairman Pearsall spoke on bathrooms and that Table and Talent would monitor
the Village building entrance door and asked if someone would be sitting at the door. Louise said yes.
Member Zacharzuk asked it was only open to the handicap. Louise said yes. Attorney Polidoro
suggested a condition that there be ADA compliant bathroom signs. Attorney Polidoro asked if there
were revised plans submitted by the applicant for the change in the location of the lot. Chairman
Pearsall said yes. Attorney Polidoro wanted to make sure that we were attaching the approved plan
to the Resolution. Chairman Pearsall confirmed we had revised plan and signed the same, which will be
attached to the Resolution.
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Attorney Polidoro read aloud conditions in Resolutions as follows:
#1. Revision of site plan to state that music is only allowed between the hours of 11:00am-1:00pm;
#2. Revision of site plan to require an ADA compliant bathroom sign;

Be It Further Resolved, that if the parking agreement with KDK Realty, dated May 3, 2012, be rescinded
that then site plan approval is void and applicant must apply for amended site plan approval.

Chairman Pearsall read aloud the Resolution dated May 10, 2012. Chairman Pearsall read aloud Part 2
of the Short Form EAF, determining that the proposed action WILL NOT result in any significant adverse
environmental impacts. EAF signed and dated by Chairman Pearsall.

Linda Keeling asked about the number of handicap parking spaces being indicated. Chairman Pearsall
said this was not a part of the EAF. Member Fredricks asked about Hardscrabble date. Date of
September 22" was given. Member Fredricks said Resolution stated end of September. Attorney
Polidoro said it can be amended to state September 15™.  Member Fredricks said to state that it will
not conflict with Hardscrabble Day. Another condition will be added that site plan approval is not
applicable during Hardscrabble Day.

Member Mirando stated that there were no stipulations on the ADA compliant bathroom signs as far as
placement or size. Chairman Pearsall advised that stating the signs be ADA compliant is sufficient.
Attorney Polidoro said we could add to #2 condition that ADA compliant signs be approved by CEO/
ZEO Harkins.

Linda Keeling spoke again on the issue of disabled people having access to the market. Chairman
Pearsall advised that these issues have been addressed.

Chairman Pearsall made a motion to approve the Resolution dated May 10, 2012. Motion seconded
by Member Zacharzuk. All in favor, with Member Fredricks abstaining.

Resolution Moved By Chairman Everett Pearsall
Dated: May 10, 2012 Seconded By Member Stephen Zacharzuk

WHEREAS, the applicant, Louise A. Rose, has applied to the Planning Board for site plan approval for
a Farmer’s Market located in an existing public parking lot located at 7475 South Broadway, identified as
Tax Map No. 6272-10-403700, in the GB District (the “project”); and

WHEREAS, the Farmer’s Market would operate on Saturdays from 10:00am to 2:00pm with musical
entertainment provided between 11:00am and 1:00pm from the beginning June to the end of
September annually; and



Page 7
5/10/2012 PB Minutes

WHEREAS, grocery stores and food stores are permitted uses in the GB District, subject to site plan
approval; and

WHEREAS, the project is an unlisted action under the State Environmental Quality Review Act
(“SEQRA”); and

WHEREAS, the application was referred to the Dutchess County Department of Planning and
Development pursuant to Section 239-m of the General Municipal Law, which responded on May 10,
2012 that it was a matter of local concern; and

WHEREAS, the applicant has submitted a Short Environmental Assessment Form dated March 7,
2012; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Board has considered the criteria contained in 6NYCRR 617.7 and
thoroughly analyzed all identified relevant areas of environmental concerns; and

WHEREAS, a duly noticed public hearing was held on May 10, 2012, during which time all those who
wished to speak were heard.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Planning Board hereby finds that the project will not
result in any significant adverse environmental impacts and that a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement will not be prepared; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Planning Board hereby approves the project, as shown on the
plans dated May 10, 2012, a copy of which is attached hereto, and authorizes the Chair to sign the plans
subject to the following conditions:

1. Revision of the site plan to state that music allowed only between the hours of 11:00am &
1:00pm;

2. Revision of site plan to require an ADA compliant bathroom sign, which sign and place of
location to be approved by CEO/ZEO Harkins;

3. Site Plan approval is not applicable during Hardscrabble Day.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that if the parking agreement with KDK Realty, dated May 3, 2012, is
rescinded, then site plan approval is void and the applicant must apply for amended site plan approval.

Chairman Everett Pearsall —YES
Member Rodney Morrison  —YES
Member Paul Fredricks — ABSTAINED
Member Stephen Zacharzuk - YES
Member Mark Mirando —YES

/S/

Everett Pearsall, Planning Board Chairman
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#2. Mitchell Bodian — 7392 South Broadway

Mitchell Bodian was present and advised that he was here for the approval of his application for the free
standing sign. Chairman Pearsall read a letter from CEO Harkins dated May 9, 2012 (copy on file) on the
sign application and that the proposed current sign is over the permitted size allowed in the district.
CEO Harkins also advised that the current facade sign on the building has no site plan approval and is in
violation and that no approvals should be granted on this parcel until all violations are corrected.
Chairman Pearsall asked Mr. Bodian if he was taking care of the facade sign. Mr. Bodian advised that he
just learned of this yesterday and feels there is no violation, except possibly a technical one, in that he
did not get site plan approval due to a lack of knowledge. Mr. Bodian said he is happy to rectify this
prior to the next board meeting. Mr. Bodian advised the Board that they are only replacing the
freestanding sign that is already there, and not increasing the size, and that when his wife did the
measurements she included the frame on the sign. The sign is the exact size as the current sign, which is
no more than 15 sq. ft. Chairman Pearsall said that based on the letter from the CEO that he feels that
the violation should be corrected. Chairman Pearsall asked the Board for any comment. Mr. Bodian
spoke and said that there are businesses there that need signage, and he is happy to come back next
month rectify this so there is no violation, and he was unaware of the requirement for site plan approval
for this sign because it is smaller than the one that was there previously. Mr. Bodian feels this is unfair
to the businesses that exist there to not permit them to have signage. Mr. Bodian said there are all kind
of illegal signs on Route 9, and does not see enforcement on them. Chairman Pearsall asked attorney
Polidoro if we could move forward with approval having CEO Harkin’s letter. Attorney Polidoro advised
that she was not familiar with this application but that CEO Harkins is stating that there is a violation and
not to approve it, so she does not think it should be approved. Chairman Pearsall advised that applicant
that we as a Board are bound by what the Statue tells us we can do and it is not not what we do or don’t
want people to do, but unfortunately we cannot overrule the law. Chairman Pearsall said we are bound
by certain regulations, and if the CEO/ZEO officer says we cannot do something due to a violation, then
we can’t do it. Member Morrison said CEO Harkins cited violation of Section 200-38-A-5-c-2. Attorney
Polidoro asked if the sign in violation could be taken down. Mr. Bodian said the only change to the
current application in front of the board tonight is to change the lettering on the sign. Chairman Pearsall
asked for the dimensions of the sign. Amanda Bodian was present and said it was listed on her sketch
that was submitted. Amanda Bodian asked if they could get conditional approval. Attorney Polidoro
read from Section 200-49-D-4 (Enforcement). Mr. Bodian said they cannot take the sign down but will
come back to the Board after rectifying. Attorney Polidoro said if this sign permit was conditioned on an
action the way you would get your permit is to complete that action, so if the Board said they would
condition the free standing sign on the wall sign being compliant that would not get you anything
because it could take a month or two for the wall sign to become compliant. Attorney Polidoro again
stated she is not familiar with this file and she can only see the Board approving it if they condition it on
that sign coming down, getting the issuance of a free standing sign permit, or meet the code violation;
Mr. Bodian said the sign cannot come down. Member Mirando asked when was the sign installed and
was there ever a permit. Mr. Bodian asked for which sign. Member Mirando asked for the one in front
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of us, the free standing one. Mr. Bodian said the sign on the building is the same building that the paint
store was in. Secretary Hart advised that the facade sign was approved in 2007, but that it was changed.
Mr. Bodian said the lettering was changed and the size was made smaller. Member Fredricks asked if
the free standing sign existed prior. Mr. Bodian said yes. Member Mirando asked when was the sign
put up. Attorney Polidoro asked if he meant the facade or free standing. Member Mirando said we
have no paperwork on the facade sign. Chairman Pearsall advised Member Mirando of the sign on the
building that does not have site plan approval, but that the applicant is here tonight seeking to change
the free standing sign that is outside on the lawn. Member Mirando said he has no background on
these signs. Mr. Bodian asked if this approval could be conditioned on him coming back to the Board.
Chairman Pearsall asked Attorney Polidoro if there was any way to approve the free standing sign
without mandating to take the facade sign down. Attorney Polidoro said you can only approve it if they
cure the violation. Attorney said you could schedule a special meeting, but you do have a letter from
the CEO to not approve it. Chairman Pearsall asked if everyone had a chance to look at the free standing
sign and if they had any issues with the free standing sign. Member Mirando said he has no issue with
the free standing but does not want to go against CEO Harkins. Member Morrison said this just recently
happen and when this Board made a decision based on our agreement with the applicant, ultimately we
had to go back and overturn that because of the research of the Village planning board attorney, and he
does not want to be put in that position again. Attorney Polidoro said what happen with Charlie O’s was
that CEO Harkins said the signs were in violation and the applicant said they were not, and this Board did
not have actual confirmation, and the CEO/ZEQ’s determination is binding. Chairman Pearsall asked if
this Board has no problem with this sign, that approval be granted on condition that the applicant
immediately remedies the violation, which becomes Mr. Bodian’s problem with CEO Harkins and CEO
Harkins can take whatever enforcement issues he deems appropriate. Chairman Pearsall asked
Attorney Polidoro if that meets our burden. Attorney Polidoro said yes, and the applicant would not get
a building permit unless the violation was corrected. Attorney said condition it on violation of other sign
being corrected. Member Zacharzuk said he would want to see a time table and not rely upon the word
“immediately”. Chairman Pearsall said he would not be issued a permit until the violation is corrected.
Member Mirando said the problem should be rectified within 30 days. Chairman Pearsall said he will
not get a permit unless corrected. Member Mirando said should be a maximum of 30 days to rectify.
Mr. Bodian said he cannot rectify within 30 days when this Board meets in 31 days. Member Fredricks
said CEO Harkins would rectify it. Member Morrison said if the sign on the building exceeds what the
code allows, that would go to the ZBA. Chairman Pearsall asked if the Board had any comment. No
comment.

Chairman Pearsall made a motion to approve the free standing sign for 7392 South Broadway, Red
Hook Soap Factory, as depicted in the application to the dimensions that were depicted in the
application, so long as it does not exceed 15 sq. ft. as provided by statute, contingent upon the
applicant remediating the existing violation as listed by CEO Harkins in his memo dated May 9, 2012.
Motion seconded by Member Fredricks. All in favor.

Chairman Pearsall advised Mr. Bodian to contact CEO Harkins.
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#3. NW Sign Industries — 7319 North Broadway

Tyler Brafford was present and started with the Pylon sign and LED — he went back to Sunoco for
discussion and has a new design proposal. Chairman Pearsall asked to discuss the canopy. Mr. Brafford
said that last month they had proposed a similar design, but it had a NASCAR branding on it, and now it
is proposed with only SUNUCO in blue and removing the NASCAR graphic, which is non-illuminated —
being ACM which is metal with vinyl overlay. Mr. Brafford advised that the only illumination would be
underneath the canopy for the customer. Mr. Brafford advised that the pumps are already in.
Chairman Pearsall said that he likes the new skins without the NASCAR graphic, which is more in line
with the Village character. The Board agreed. Chairman Pearsall asked the Board for any other
comment on the canopy. Chairman Pearsall advised that everything under the canopy will stay the
same except for the skin. Mr. Brafford said correct. Chairman Pearsall said it was discussed last month
and he did not like the single pole and it was the opinion of the Board that this is not what we were
looking for, and he was hoping for more of something that would fit the Village character, as in a two
pole design. Chairman Pearsall asked the Board for their opinion. Member Fredricks asked if the pole
was the same size as the Getty pole. Mr. Brafford said yes. Mr. Brafford said in the reface there will be
no height difference. Member Morrison noted that when looking back in his notes from last month they
asked to bring back a height difference and asked if that discussion took place. Mr. Brafford said yes,
but it was about being cost effective at this point and the single pole, because it is already existing, and
would be the most cost effective. Member Morrison asked who made the decision to not decide to
offer an alternate design on the pole due to cost effectiveness. Mr. Brafford said decision comes from
the distributor, but this is not a direct quote from them, and the proposal was to reface. Member
Morrison said if the decision was to go with the single pole then he would ask the question that since
this pole has been in the ground for so long, he would like to see that it is structurally capable of
continuing to function as a sign pole. Member Morrison would like to know what the base is, the bolts,
the quality of the steel, can it sustain wind — all the things that would make it a viable sign. Mr. Brafford
asked then that would be more of a zoning question because zoning would be the one responsible for
when you first get the permit, however long ago it was approved, that there is a certain time line when
you put a ground sign in that you have say a 15 year shelf life. Member Morrison said he looks at this as
a planning issue and that just because you are trying to reuse it because it sits there now, does not
mean it is structurally sound. Member Morrison said the assumption of just painting the pole is not
good enough. Mr. Brafford said tests are done, and both parties were happy with the results, and it is
structurally sound and completely street legal and safe. Mr. Brafford asked the Board assuming all of
those are satisfactory, what does it change the actual design. Chairman Pearsall said that he does not
feel that it changes anything and feels that this does not think that this sign fits the character of the
Village and no amount of tests or structural engineer certificates will change his mind. Mr. Brafford
asked if there was a sign in the Village that you would like to see us immolate. Chairman Pearsall said it
would be a twin pole, such as CVS or a Bank sign. Mr. Brafford asked how they felt about a monument
sign. Member Morrison said that would be fine with him. Mr. Brafford asked if we were to adhere to
monument style and LED for the reader board is that something than can be reintroduced. Member
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Fredricks asked if LED can be dimmed down. Mr. Brafford said yes. Mr. Brafford said the LED can be
dialed in and out. Member Mirando said that he is familiar with the LED and that they do dim. Member
Mirando advised that he stopped at local merchant with the similar layout and asked if their LED’s could
be dimmer and was told yes. Mr. Brafford said he understands that there is an idea they are trying to
meet but at the same time refacing a sign for $3,000 compared to a monument which could be
$10,000.00. Member Morrison asked Mr. Brafford if the canopy comes under the prevue of the building
permit, correct. Mr. Brafford said correct. Member Morrison said so those canopy’s are signed and
sealed by a structure engineer, so there is no reason why putting that sign back in action that it would
fall under the same criteria, an existing sign would need to have a structural engineer sign off, so he
would suggest that the price not be too different. Mr. Brafford said he understands that each Town is
different. Member Fredricks asked if we were going by the same height, or are we going lower. Mr.
Brafford said he understands that we go no bigger than what is currently existing and overall square
footage would not exceed what is there.

Member Morrison asked if since we were all ok with the canopy if we could approve that tonight for a
sign of support. Chairman Pearsall said he sees no problem with that. Mr. Brafford did advise that a
temporary small A-frame sign would be posted for gas prices because legally you have to list gas prices.
Attorney Polidoro advised that in NYS gas prices only need to be listed on the pumps.

Chairman Pearsall asked the Board if they had any comment in regard to the portion of the sign
application of NW Sign Industries for the canopy above the gas pumps. No comments from Board.

Chairman Pearsall made a motion to approve the sign application as depicted by NW Signs Industries
for the canopy only which is located above the gas pumps for 7519 North Broadway. Motion
seconded by Member Morrison. All in favor.

Chairman Pearsall made a motion to table the reminder of the sign application of NW Sign Industries
for the current Getty Station at 7519 North Broadway to the June 14, 2012 planning board meeting.

Motion seconded by Member Zacharzuk. All in favor.

Chairman Pearsall made a motion to adjourn the May 10, 2012 planning board meeting at 9:25pm.
Motion seconded by Member Fredricks. All in favor.

Submitted by,

LARA HART
Planning Board Secretary



