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Town of Hamburg 

Planning Board Meeting 

March 16, 2022 

Minutes 

The Town of Hamburg Planning Board met for a Work Session at 6:30 P.M., followed by a 

Regular Meeting at 7:00 P.M., on Wednesday, March 16, 2022 in Room 7B of Hamburg 

Town Hall. Those attending included Chairman William Clark, Vice-Chairwoman Kaitlin 

McCormick and Bob Mahoney.  Margaux Valenti attended via Zoom. 

Others in attendance included Town Planner Andrew Reilly, Town Engineer Camie Jarrell 

and Planning Board Attorney Jennifer Puglisi. 

Excused:  Doug Schawel, Jeb Bobseine and Dennis Chapman 

 

WORK SESSION 

Benderson Development – Requesting Site Plan Approval of a proposed coffee shop 

to be located at 3670 McKinley Parkway 

Attorney James Boglioli from Benderson Development stated that the proposal is to con-

struct a 2,250 sq.ft. Starbucks coffee shop in front of the existing plaza located at 3670 

McKinley Parkway.  He stated that a double drive-thru with a bypass lane is proposed, as 

well as additional green space.  He further noted that the building is being proposed in a ex-

isting underutilized parking lot and noted that a shared parking analysis was submitted to 

show that there would be enough parking throughout this site for this project. 

Attorney Boglioli showed Board members renderings of the proposed building and agreed to 

provide a queuing analysis for the project. 

Chairman Clark made a motion, seconded by Mr. Mahoney, to table this project.  Carried. 

Engineering Department comments have been filed with the Planning Department. 

 
Benderson Development – Requesting Site Plan Approval of a proposed 9,150 sq.ft. 

commercial building with a 2,250 sq.ft. coffee shop with drive-thru to be located at 

6000 South Park Avenue 

Attorney James Boglioli from Benderson Development stated that the proposal is to demolish 
the existing long-vacant Friendly’s restaurant building and construct a new building with two (2) 
rows of parking, a patio and wide sidewalk in front of the building.  He stated that a Starbucks 
coffee shop would be located on one side of the building and its drive-thru lane would wrap all 
the way around the building. 

Attorney Boglioli showed Board members renderings of the proposed building and landscaping 
and noted that this would be a major improvement over what is there now.  He stated that the 
building would be occupied by standard small retail businesses.  He further noted that a shared 
parking analysis was submitted to show that there would be more than enough parking through-
out this site for this project. 
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In response to a question from Ms. McCormick, Attorney Boglioli stated that another drive-thru 
would not be possible at this location.  He agreed to provide a queuing analysis for the drive-
thru and noted that that the queuing would not back out onto the roadway given the configura-
tion of the existing parking area. 

Chairman Clark advised Attorney Boglioli that the Town of Hamburg has identified this area as a 
potential gateway to the Town.  He stated that he would rather see the building moved closer to 
the curb (westerly) and the parking located behind the building to give it more of a “Main Street” 
feel. 

Attorney Boglioli responded that Chairman Clark’s idea is not a feasible alternative because the 
drive-thru would not work in that scenario and Benderson would lose the tenants it is currently in 
discussions with. 

Attorney Boglioli agreed to provide the number of proposed seats for the Starbucks portion of 
the building.   He further stated that a connection from the sidewalk in front to the building would 
be provided, as well as pedestrian amenities. 

Chairman Clark advised Attorney Boglioli that the Town of Hamburg is also attempting to con-
nect the Village and the Fairgrounds with a bike lane.  He asked Attorney Boglioli to consider 
that in the plans for this project.  Attorney Boglioli responded that he will take a look at what the 
Town is attempting to achieve and see if Benderson can make it work. 

In response to a question from Ms. McCormick, Attorney Boglioli stated that a bike rack will be 
added to the project plans. 

Ms. McCormick stated that she would like to see one (1) of the rows of parking in front of the 
building removed and the building moved closer to the road or alternatively orienting the building 
90 degrees.  Attorney Boglioli responded that orienting the building 90 degrees would not work 
with the drive-thru and he was not sure if removing a row of parking and moving the building 
closer to the road would put the building too close to the road per Town Code. 

Ms. McCormick stated that perhaps planters with flowers could be placed on site.  Attorney Bo-
glioli noted that a significant amount of green space is proposed in connection with this project.  
He stated that he is willing to work with the Town in that regard. 

Chairman Clark made a motion, seconded by Mr. Mahoney, to table this project.  Carried. 

Engineering Department comments have been filed with the Planning Department. 

 
Benderson Development – Requesting Site Plan Approval of a proposed new bank 

building with drive-up ATM to be located at 4250 McKinley Parkway 

Attorney James Boglioli from Benderson Development stated that the proposal is to construct a 
bank with drive-thru lanes in front of the existing Tops store on McKinley Parkway with new 
landscaping.  He stated that the proposal is consistent with what was approved previously on 
this site.  He noted that there would be parking on the front, side and rear of the building. 

Ms. McCormick stated that her concern is that if there are multiple vehicles waiting to get to the 
fuel pumps on the site and they get backed up, that will conflict with vehicles at the bank.  Attor-
ney Bogioli stated that he would take a look at improving that potential situation. 

Attorney Boglioli agreed to grass the undeveloped area on this site and add some shrubs. 

Attorney Boglioli stated that pedestrian access from the existing sidewalk to the bank would be 
provided.  
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Chairman Clark made a motion, seconded by Mr. Mahoney, to table this project.  Carried. 

Engineering Department comments have been filed with the Planning Department. 

 
Oakvale Homes & Development – Requesting Site Plan Approval of a proposed com-

mercial addition to be located at 5673 McKinley Parkway 

Nick Baldo, applicant, stated that he and his business partner own the building at 5673 McKin-
ley Parkway and would like to construct a 1,600 sq.ft. addition on its south side. He stated that 
their business does interior modeling and they received a Site Plan Waiver when they pur-
chased the building approximately two (2) years ago.   

It was determined that the applicants’ plan is to construct the addition and re-model the facade.   
It was further determined that screening is proposed along the property’s eastern side, which is 
adjacent to a 40-foot wide parcel owned by National Fuel.  Additionally, a majority of the building 
houses vehicles, materials and tools and there is a small office. 

In response to a question from Ms. McCormick, Mr. Baldo stated that the enclosed storage area 
shown on the Site Plan is for storage of a 10’ X 6’ dump trailer.   

In response to a question from Chairman Clark, Mr. Baldo indicated that no trees would be cut 
down to construct the addition since the area is currently paved. 

Mr. Baldo stated that he spoke to Tim Willard in the Building Department about the outdoor area 
proposed for the dump trailer.  He noted that Mr. Willard stated that the proposed area is more 
akin to an area where a vehicle is parked than an outdoor storage area.  Mr. Baldo further stat-
ed that all of the business’s materials, tools, etc. would be stored inside the building. 

Mr. Baldo stated that they plan to remove the existing curb cut on McKinley Parkway and would 
be agreeable to locating large planters with flowers in that area along McKinley Parkway. 

Chairman Clark made a motion, seconded by Ms. McCormick, to table this project.  Carried. 

Engineering Department comments have been filed with the Planning Department. 

 
Matt Jaworski - Requesting Sketch Plan Direction on a proposed mini-storage facility 

to be located at 5661 Camp Road 

It was determined that this property is the site of the former Caulkins junk yard. 

Mr. Reilly stated that this use is not allowed on this site without a use variance from the Board of 
Zoning Appeals because public mini-storage facilities are not allowed on properties that front 
Camp Road.  He noted that a SEQR Coordinated Review would probably be done and the 
Board of Zoning Appeals would probably want the Planning Board to be the SEQR Lead Agen-
cy, so there would have to be some coordination between the two Boards.  He stated that a use 
variance would have to be granted before the Planning Board could consider the project. 

Matt Jaworski, applicant, stated that this property is of limited use because of its environmental 
history.  He noted that his plan is to locate the public mini-storage units fairly far back from the 
road and it would back up to the railroad tracks.  He stated that a mixed use project is envi-
sioned in the front of the property up by the road. 

Ms. McCormick stated that she would like a characterization of the soil on the property and in-
formation regarding best management practices to prevent any exposure or soil migration to 
nearby residences. 



Town of Hamburg Planning Board Meeting  March 16, 2022 

4 

Ms. McCormick stated that the Planning Board would require interim landscaping across the 
front of the property to demonstrate the required screening until such time as someone opts to 
develop that area in front. 

Chairman Clark made a motion, seconded by Ms. McCormick, to table this project.  Carried. 

Engineering Department comments have been filed with the Planning Department. 

REGULAR MEETING 

Public Hearing - 7:00 P.M. Mark Mol – Requesting Site Plan Approval of a proposal for a 
Tier II solar array to be located at 2945 South Creek Road 

It was determined that the solar panels would be 2 1/2 feet off the ground at the leading edge, 
8‘3” maximum at the rear and the pitch would be 25 degrees.  It was further determined that the 
currently proposed project meets all Town Codes, no trees would be removed to install the solar 
array and its square footage would be approximately 638.75. 

Ms. McCormick read the following notice of public hearing: 

“Notice is hereby given that the Town of Hamburg Planning Board will conduct a public hearing 
on a proposal by Mark Mol to install a Tier II solar array at 2945 South Creek Road. The public 
hearing will be held on March 16, 2022 at 7:00 P.M. in Room 7B of Hamburg Town Hall.” 

Chairman Clark declared the public hearing open.  No one spoke. 

Chairman Clark declared the public hearing closed. 

Chairman Clark made a motion, seconded by Mr. Mahoney, to table this project and authorize 
the Planning Board to prepare draft SEQR and Site Plan Approval resolutions ensuring that the 
project meets all the requirements of Hamburg Town law and any other State or Federal re-
quirements that apply.  Carried. 

Engineering Department comments have been filed with the Planning Department. 

 

Public Information Session - David Manko – Requesting Site Plan Approval of Phase 4 

of the Mission Hills development located on the east side of Camp Road 

It was determined that the currently proposed project contains five (5) more units than what was 
proposed in connection with the previously approved concept plan and the Generic Environ-
mental Impact Statement (GEIS) that was previously completed for the entire Mission Hills pro-
ject.  However, the overall number of units in the Mission Hills project would be less than what 
was originally proposed. 

Ms. McCormick stated that to support the Board’s analysis relative to the original Findings 
Statement, she asked Attorney Sean Hopkins to submit a written narrative regarding how the 
buildings’ dimensions were changed, what the dimensions were originally going to be and what 
they are now, why the applicant believes the building dimensions are consistent with the Find-
ings Statement and why the number of single family homes was reduced in the previous phase. 

David Manko, applicant, stated that the overall project’s development area would be approxi-
mately 1.25 acres less than what was originally proposed. 

In response to a question from Ms. McCormick, Mr. Manko agreed to submit renderings of the 
proposed buildings. 

Ms. McCormick read the following notice of public hearing: 
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“Notice is hereby given that the Town of Hamburg Planning Board will conduct a Public Infor-
mation Session to receive public input on a proposal by David Manko to construct Phase IV of 
the Mission Hills Development located on the east side of Camp Road.  The Public Information 
Session will be held on March 16, 2022 at 7:00 PM in Room 7B of Hamburg Town Hall.” 

Chairman Clark asked if anyone wished to speak on this project.  No one spoke. 

Ms. Valenti stated that she she would like more information on where the applicant is currently 
in the wetland permitting process.  Mr. Manko responded that Eric Krull, the project wetland 
consultant, recently submitted to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers the project’s annual report 
for all of the remediation that had been completed on the original permit and at this point in time 
the project is currently in compliance.   

In response to a question from Mr. Reilly, Mr. Manko stated that there would be no filling of wet-
lands for the currently proposed Phase IV.   

Ms. McCormick made a motion, seconded by Mr. Mahoney, to authorize the Planning Depart-
ment to prepare a preliminary evaluation of the Findings Statement under SEQR and any asso-
ciated documentation or recommendations to go along with it.  Carried.  

Engineering Department comments have been filed with the Planning Department. 

 
Planning Board to discuss public comments received on the submitted draft Envi-

ronmental Impact Statement regarding the proposed Dollar General store to be locat-

ed at 6505 Southwestern Boulevard 

Mr. Reilly explained that the Planning Board is responsible for the production of the Final 

Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) but can allow the applicant to produce an initial 

draft of the document.  He noted that the Planning Board is responsible for the content of 

the FIES, as well as its accuracy and adequacy. 

Mr. Reilly read the following from the SEQR law regarding what the FEIS contains: 

• Copies of the summary of substantive comments received  

• The Lead Agency’s response to those comments 

• The original DEIS, if the Planning Board chooses, or it can simply be referenced with 

any changes made 

Mr. Reilly stated that the DEIS cannot be changed as it is the applicant’s position, but the 

Planning Board must make it SEQR decision by weighing and balancing both the DEIS and 

FEIS.  He further stated that the Planning Board must decide how it wants the applicant to 

address the comments that were received and considered substantive. 

Ms. McCormick noted that she made track changes in and had comments on the submitted 

DEIS Word document. 

Mr. Reilly noted that Ms. McCormick pointed out statements that she thought were wrong in 

the DEIS, which would be corrected in the FEIS.  He stated that if those comments are the 

opinion of the applicant, they would not be changed in the FEIS.  He further stated that the 

only statements made in the DEIS that would be changed in the FEIS would be mistakes.   
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Ms. McCormick stated that she would be in favor of retaining another entity to prepare a traf-

fic analysis for the FEIS.  She further stated that the Broadway Group’s traffic consultant has 

represented its client’s best interest, but she does not think that some of it is in line with 

comments the Planning Board has received.  

Board members discussed the DEIS and the sections of concern as follows: 

• Zoning and Setting  

It was noted that there is some difference in numbers regarding the setbacks between the 

proposed A/C unit and the rear of the building and the adjacent property line.   

Board members discussed the fact that the adjoining property is residential in use but com-

mercially zoned and that the minimum side yard setback between two (2) commercially 

zoned properties is five (5) feet.  Additionally they discussed the desire that this building be 

set back more from the property line because of the residence nearby. 

Ms. McCormick stated that if the adjacent landowner wishes to rezone her property and was 

successful and the Dollar General project was not yet authorized, it would be subject to the 

larger setback requirements. 

Mr. Reilly stated that if this project did not go forward and the adjacent landowner subse-

quently rezoned her property to residential, any project would have to abide by the larger 

setback requirements. 

Chairman Clark asked for clarification of the above discussion.  He asked whether, if the ad-

jacent property owner rezones her property and the Dollar General project is not approved 

yet, the Dollar General project would have to meet the new setback requirements. 

In response to a comment from Ms. McCormick, Attorney Puglisi stated that usually if there 

is a change in the zoning while an application is pending, the new setback requirements do 

not apply to the pending application.   

Mr. Reilly stated that the Planning Board should determine what can be done to mitigate the 

impacts of having a building and other structures that close to a residential use. 

In response to a question from Chairman Clark, Mr. Reilly stated that the Planning Board 

should indicate that if the applicant plans to leave the structure and the A/C unit where it is 

proposed, the Planning Board would like to see additional mitigation to mitigate the adjoining 

residential use. 

Ms. McCormick stated that the two (2) issues are the location of the building so close to the 

property line and the location of the A/C unit being so close as well.  She noted that perhaps 

a mitigation could be moving the A/C unit to the roof of the building. 

Attorney Puglisi stated that the Planning Board should phrase the above in terms of wanting 

additional mitigation to protect the adjoining residential use. 

Drawing illustrating tree removal and areas to be preserved  
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Mr. Reilly asked if there is proper information in the DEIS for Board members to evaluate 

this issue.  He noted that Ms. McCormick wants a better demarcation on the drawing show-

ing existing trees, where trees would be preserved and which trees would be preserved.  

Ms. Valenti stated that per the Long Environmental Assessment Form, the entire site would 

be cleared in connection with this project.  She stated that she would like to know how many 

trees would be removed and if any would be preserved, noting that the DEIS discusses tak-

ing the trees down that are in the construction area and she asked if the applicant now plans 

to preserve the trees outside of the construction area.   

• Whether the project meets the Overlay District requirements  

• Noise and Light 

Ms. Valenti stated that the DEIS discusses the noise attenuation over a certain distance, but 

there is no information about how loud the A/C units would be.   

Mr. Reilly noted the comments received from Kim Jablonski, adjacent property owner, re-

garding the distance of the proposed A/C unit to her property line and from Frank Peluso 

regarding the headlight sweep and the impacts to his property across the street.   

Ms. McCormick stated that there are a number of statements in the DEIS that indicate that 

headlight sweep impact on the property across the street have been eliminated, but there is 

another statement that that there will be impacts for four (4) minutes 12 seconds per hour 

after dusk.  She noted that these statements need to be reconciled. 

Ms. Tara Mathias from the Broadway Group responded that there was an original driveway 

design and the applicant admitted it would have had some headlight sweep.  She stated that 

analysis was done to determine how many seconds per hour that would happen based on 

the number of cars anticipated to leave that driveway.  She noted that the applicant thought 

this number was minimal but the Planning Board did not agree.  She noted that during the 

DEIS process, the applicant provided multiple other driveway options and one (1) of them 

completely eliminated the headlight sweep by dividing the driveway.  She further stated that 

this is why Ms. McCormick might have read that section of the DEIS as being contradictory 

but the applicant was trying to demonstrate the iteration of what was originally presented 

and the alternative that was arrived at through the DEIS process. 

Mr. Reilly stated that the applicant must prove that there would be no lights shining in to the 

property across Heltz Road from the proposed driveway. 

Mr. Reilly stated that there were questions raised regarding construction-related noise and 

noted that the applicant’s information must be more clear regarding that concern. 

Wastewater management and associated subsurface conditions 

Mr. Reilly stated that there were concerns raised regarding the fact that research has not 

been done on the underground tanks on site and that the applicant indicated that studies 

and testing would be done in the future to make sure that there is no contamination on the 

site and the tanks are not there anymore.  



Town of Hamburg Planning Board Meeting  March 16, 2022 

8 

Ms. Mathias responded that the DEIS indicates that there was some sort of service station 

on this property in the past.  She noted that the applicant’s environmental consultant per-

formed a Phase I and Phase II assessment of the property and could not definitively rule out 

that the tanks have been removed, so the applicant proposes to use ground penetrating ra-

dar but cannot do that with trees on the lot because it would not be a reliable test with trees 

present.   

Ms. McCormick stated that the DEIS mentions soil guidance values and ground water 

standards and that soils generated from excavations must be tested and analyzed and that 

there could be remediation required. She noted that that coring and sampling could be per-

formed without removing trees.  She stated that if there is contamination or concern, the 

Planning Board might want other mitigative measures for construction. 

Mr. Reilly stated that the Planning Board could require that the above testing be done prior 

to the applicant receiving a Building Permit. 

Ms. McCormick stated that her concern is that if the applicant clears the site and then does 

the soil testing and finds something that makes the project cost prohibitive, the character of 

that property will have been irretrievably changed. 

Ms. Mathias stated that the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation 

(NYSDEC) has given the applicant a No Further Action letter, meaning that there is nothing 

on the site to investigate.  She stated that the applicant is aware of the fact that if digging 

commences and petroleum sheen is found, which the applicant does not expect to find, then 

something must be done about it.  She further stated that the DEIS addresses this issue to 

assure the community that the applicant will do the responsible thing if it encounters con-

tamination on the site, which it does not expect to find based on the full Phase I and Phase 

II investigations that were performed.  She noted that the full report was submitted to the 

NYSDEC, whose response was that there is nothing on the site of concern. 

In response to a comment from Ms. McCormick, Ms. Mathias stated that because the adja-

cent neighbor had a concern about the underground tanks, the applicant wanted to address 

that concern and be a good neighbor by agreeing to do the ground penetrating radar test 

once the site is cleared to make sure there is nothing on site that needs to be investigated 

even though the NYSDEC has informed the applicant that there is not. 

Mr. Reilly advised Ms. Mathias to add information in the DEIS regarding the fact that the ap-

plicant does have the sign off from NYSDEC. 

• Storm Water and Drainage 

Mr. Reilly asked Ms. Jarrell to review the comments received from the public and see 

whether they can/should be further addressed.   

Chairman Clark stated that his interpretation of one of the concerns raised is that the DEIS 

addresses rain and storm water that would come on to the property but does not address 

ground water that might already be there and how that would be addressed.  He asked Ms. 

Jarrell to review that concern and determine if that is an issue. 
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In response to a question from Mr. Reilly, Ms. Mathias stated that a mound septic system is 

proposed and has been approved by the Erie County Health Department.   

Ms. McCormick stated that the DEIS notes that the outflow from the storm water manage-

ment onsite will come out at the lowest portion of the property, which is the southwest cor-

ner, and connect from the internal area to the existing municipal storm sewer system.  She 

noted that it is unclear to her how those would be connected and how the storm water would 

get from the southwest corner of the property to the municipal storm water system.  She 

asked Ms. Jarrell to review that concern. 

Ms. Valenti asked for clarification that the variances of topography on what is currently a flat 

site will not cause any pooling of runoff that is unintended. 

• Community Character 

Mr. Reilly state that comments were received from nearby property owners regarding com-

munity character and noted that the concern that property values might be affected by the 

construction of this project cannot be considered. 

Mr. Reilly noted that this property is located in the Overlay District and the applicant has at-

tempted to provide a different sort of style for the building. 

Ms. McCormick stated that the DEIS implied that rural areas are underserved without ready 

access to other stores and thinks those comments are inappropriate for this site.  She stated 

that there is a 7-11 store, a Walmart and another Dollar General within five (5) miles driving 

distance from the project site. 

Chairman Clark stated that he was under the impression that the Planning Board does not 

have to agree with what is presented in the DEIS. 

Mr. Reilly stated that in the FEIS the Planning Board can indicate that it does not think the 

comments in the DEIS regarding rural access to other stores is appropriate and disagrees 

with the statement. 

Ms. McCormick stated that in her opinion there are several statements in the DEIS that are 

opinions and not substantiated with references or other information. 

Mr. Reilly stated that the Overlay District needs to be addressed a bit better regarding 

whether this project is in accordance with the Overly District and its direction.   

Traffic and Pedestrian Safety 

Mr. Reilly noted that many comments were received from nearby residents and Board mem-

bers regarding traffic and pedestrian safety . 

Ms. McCormick stated that she would just like to focus on substantial major issues to be ad-

dressed, but she believes that an independent consultant should review this section of the 

DEIS. 

Mr. Reilly asked Ms. McCormick to articulate what she would want the consultant to do. 

Chairman Clark stated that Ms. McCormick’s request would be discussed at a later meeting 

when more Board members are present. 
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Ms. McCormick asked if the Planning Board should get someone to verify or independently 

review the headlight sweep analysis.  Mr. Reilly responded that it may be possible for the 

traffic consultant to review that analysis as well. 

Mr. Reilly stated that comments were received regarding the existing school bus stop that is 

described in the DEIS as “undesignated” located where the Dollar General’s entrance would 

be.  

It was determined that the school system would be contacted to see what the definition of 

“undesignated bus stop” is and whether the new store entrance’s location would be a prob-

lem relative to that bus stop. 

Mr. Reilly noted that there still is the issue of locating the Dollar General driveway on Heltz 

Road versus Southwestern Boulevard.  He stated that the applicant has indicated that the 

New York State Department of Transportation (NYSDOT) has informed them that it is the 

policy of the NYSDOT not to allow a curb cut for a business if there is a side street nearby 

that can be utilized. 

Mr. Reilly stated that the Planning Board should have a definitive statement from the 

NYSDOT regarding not allowing the curb cut onto Southwestern Boulevard for the FEIS. 

Energy Usage 

Mr. Reilly stated that there was a comment regarding whether the project would be powered 

by gas or electricity. 

Ms. McCormick stated that Section 5 of the DEIS discusses a No Build alternative rather 

than the No Action alternative. 

Mr. Reilly explained that the FEIS will contain a list of the substantive comments received 

and the Planning Board’s discussion regarding how those comments will be addressed. 

Ms. McCormick stated that the DEIS does not define what some of the acronyms are and 

she would like that clarified so that the public can more easily understand the document. 

Mr. Reilly applauded the applicant on the brevity of the DEIS. 

Mr. Reilly stated that the Planning Board will issue Findings that will be based upon the in-

formation in both the DEIS and FEIS. 

In response to a question from Attorney Joe Calimeri, representing the Broadway Group, Mr. 

Reilly stated that the comments received were from the public hearing previously held.  He 

further stated that he is compiling comments from Planning Board members as well. 

In response to a question from Ms. Mathias, Mr. Reilly stated that it may take 90 days to get 

an independent consultant on board, finalize the FEIS, etc. 

Chairman Clark advised Attorney Calimeri and Ms. Mathias that if an independent consult-

ant is retained, the Broadway Group would have to pay for that. 

Ms. Puglisi stated that a bill will be sent to the Broadway Group from the Town Attorney’s 

office for the independent consultant. 

Chairman Clark made a motion, seconded by Ms. McCormick, to table this project.  Carried. 
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OTHER BUSINESS         

 

It was determined that the March 2, 2022 minutes could not be approved because there was not 

a quorum of the people who attended that meeting. 

Chairman Clark made a motion, seconded by Mr. Mahoney, to adjourn the meeting.  Carried. 

The meeting was adjourned at 9:30 P.M. 

 

March 23, 2022 


