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1 APPEARANCE 1 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  The next itemon the
2 ROBERT T. REGAN BOARD ATTORNEY . ) ) )
345 Ki nder kamack Road #G 2 agenda is the continued public hearing on B ock 3201,
3 Westwood, New Jersey 07675 3 Lot 6, SHG Mntvale MB, LLC Prelimnary and Final
Counsel to the Board 4 Ste Plan Approval, Amended PUD Approval ; Soil
4 .
BEATTI E PADOVANO, LLP 5 Mvenent Approval and variances.
5 BY: ANTIMD A DEL VECCH O ESQU RE 6 And vith that said, this is a special
50 Chestnut Ridge Road 7 neeting.
6 Suite 208 .
Montval e, New Jersey 07645 8 M REGAN M. Chairman, | amsorry to
7  Counsel to the applicant 9 interrupt you.
3 10 CHA RN DePINTQ Sure.
ALSO PRESENT: 11 M REGA Just for the record, since
10 12 Dvariance relief isinplicated, M. Ryan, as a
ANDREW HI POLI T, BOROUGH ENG NEER ; ; ; ;
" OR S GRUBER TRUCTI ON OFFI Gl AL ( ABSENT) 13 Qass 1 representative, is |eaving Fhe dai s.
DARLENE GREEN, BOARD PLANNER ( ABSENT) 14 AQass 1 repr esentative cannot --
12 LORRAI NE HUTTER, BOARD SECRETARY 15 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay, very good.
MAURI CE RACHED, BQARD TRAFFI C ENG NEER
13 CHI EF GEOFFREY G BBONS, FIRE CHI EF ( ABSENT) 16 M REGN Ve have a full compl enent.
14 17 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay, John, thank
15 18 you for attending. Have a good evening.
is 19 (Whereupon, M. Ryan recuses hinsel f
18 20 and steps off the dais.)
;g 21 CHN RVAN DePINTQ Ckay.  Question: Do
21 22 we have enough eligible nmenbers?
22 23 MR REGAN V¢ have six. | believe
;j 24 everyone's eligible.
25 25 M LINTNER Yes, they all are.
Page 3 Page 5
1 I NDEX 1 CHAl RVBN DePINTQ  Everyone is
2 WI TNESSES SVORN PAGE 2 elidibl
3 MAURI CE RACHED, PE 6 6, eligible.
52 3 MR REGAN If there is a vote tonight,
4 ANDREWHIPOLIT, PE 6 9 4 you would need five affirnative votes.
5 CHARLES OLIVO, PE, PTCE 12
Direct Examination by M. Del Vecchio 24 5 A RVAN DePINTQ - Ckay, very good.
6 Board Questions 6 M. Del Vecchio, before we get started,
Chai rman DePint o 14 .
7 M. Hpolit 24 7 any further presentation?
M. Rached 35 8 As of our last neeting we asked the
8 m f?‘f' li 2(7)' 7219 traffic expert enployed by the borough to do some
. I ntner
9 M. Teagno 44, 69 |10 homework with respect to getting answers on different
M. Cul hane 53, 80 |11 questions that he had in dealing with, | guess, both
10 Vice Chairman Stefanelli 55 ! .
Public Questions 12 the county and the Turnpike Authority.
11  Cheryl Kelly 92 92 13 And he has indicated to us prior to the
b 138 Green Wy 14 meeting that he had information he wanted to share
TRINI RODRI GUEZ, AlCP, PLA 114 15 wvith the board menbers, as well as the applicant and
13  Direct Examination by M. Del Vecchio 115 16 the public.
Board Questions . . .
14 Vice Chairman tefanelli 12 17 And with that said, | amgoing to ask
15 18 Murice, it's all yours.
13 19 MR REGMN For the record, M. Rached
18 20 was previously sworn --
19 EXHIBI TS 21 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Yes.
20 No. Descri ption I dent./Evid . ;
21 (No Exhibits Mrked) 22 .NR REGAN at the last neeting, as
22 23 has M. Hpolit.
23 24 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Ves.
24
25 25
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1 ANDREW HIPOLI T PE 1 andif the board ends up requesting that change from
2 331 Newnman Springs Road, Suite 203, Red Bank, 2 the Turnpike.
3 New Jersey, having been previously sworn, 3 So | was really very pleased. | think
4 continues to testify as fol | ows: 4 this would add another layer of safety to the whol e
5 MAURICE RACHED PE PICE 5 area, not just to this left turn.
6 331 Newman Springs Road, Suite 203, Red Bank, 6 Then | reached out to the previous
7 New Jersey, having been previously sworn, 7 police chief, Grry Abrans, and | discussed with him
8 continues to testify as fol l ows: 8 what's transpiring. And he told ne that he does not
9 MR RACHED Good evening, 9 recall any issue with the right-turn novement when
10 M. Chairman, Menbers of the Board, so | did reach 10 the driveway was open.
11 out to the Turnpike and then | realized that thisis 11 I"'mreferring to the proposed driveway
12 a county road whi ch means the county woul d have to 12 on West Gand Avenue. He did say that he renenbers
13 make the request. 13 that the left-turn out was an issue at sone point,
14 So | reached out to M. Tinsak and we 14 which in this case it is not being proposed.
15 had an in-depth conversation about the issues. 15 And then | asked himif he remenbers
16 And he shared with ne information that 16 any accident involving the right turn and he said no.
17 | thought the board woul d be happy to hear. He said |17 So | wanted to bring the board up to
18 that the county is looking to | ower the speed limt 18 speed with that information, and if the board is
19 on Vést Gand Avenue -- 19 inclined to have ne pursue any of these, you know,
20 MB. HUTTER  John, can you just hand 20 avenues, | wll be nore than happy to do so.
21 himthis nicrophone so we nake sure we get it. 21 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay.  Thank you.
22 MR RACHED | thought | was | oud 22 M. Hpolit, I believe the board asked
23 enough. 23 you to comunicate with Chief Joe Sanfilippo with
24 M. HUTTER Nb. 24 respect to his opinion of changing the yield sign off
25 MR RACHED: Thank you. 25 of the Parkway exit onto Gant Avenue to a full stop
Page 7 Page 9
1 So M. Tinsak shared with me that the 1 sign. And alsowth respect to putting in a counter
2 county is looking to |ower the speed limt on Vst 2 onthat right-hand lane on Gand Avenue.
3  Qand Avenue, which | felt would be wel come news by 3 D d you have an opportunity to
4 the board and by the conmunity. 4 conmmuni cate wth hin?
5 The speed limt today is 45 mles an 5 M HPQIT | did.
6 hour and it would serve all of us to |ower it. 6 | talked to him
7 So | had a conversation wth hi mabout 7 As far as a counter, wth doing counts,
8 the nethod, about ny invol venent. 8 they could provide both traffic counts and/or speed
9 | asked M. Tinsak that | would liketo | 9 counts as the board did di scuss speed.
10 be involved in reviewng the data to make sure that 10 And then as far as the stop sign, they
11 that reduction happens. He agreed. 11 would be in favor of the stop sign change.
12 | also proposed to himthat if thereis |12 | haven't talked to himabout the
13 anything we could do to help the process, such as 13 reduction in speed yet and | haven't talked to him
14 doing a certification to conply with Title 39 and 14 about the accident history.
15 national standards, that I'Il be willing to do that. 15 | was going to ask hi mabout the
16 So we left it inthat heis going to 16 accident history of that driveway literally al nost
17 keep ne in the loop, share with me the data, and 17 20 years ago, so the total history on that driveway
18 we're going to col | aborate together on | owering the 18 -- see what the accidents were as a baseline.
19  speed linit. 19 CHAIRVAN DePINTQ Ckay.  And,
20 Then we tal ked about changing the yield |20 M. Regan, | believe that it was saidif that yield
21 signto astopsign. He expressed to ne that the 21 sign were to be changed to a stop sign, the Mntvale
22 county would be in favor of such a request, and he 22 governing body woul d have to approve it as well.
23 said we'll either do a request or you could do it and |23 MR REGAN Rght.
24 copy us and refer to this conversation. 24 They woul d have to make the formal
25 So we need to figure this out if we -- 25 request of the Turnpike Authority.
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1 M HPQIT. Correct. 1 have nade arrangenents to have another engineer who
2 It would come fromthe Myor and 2 is atraffic expert attend the neeting to discuss
3  CQouncil. 3 withus that report.
4 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  And though | did not 4 I's that correct?
5 communicate with the whol e governing body, | did 5 MR Del VEQCHQ That is correct,
6 speak with Mayor Ghassali and shared with himthe 6 M. Chairnan.
7 board' s discussion with the applicant and its 7 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ WMy don't we
8 professionals relative to the conversion of that 8 introduce himand have himqualified.
9 yieldsigntoafull stop sign. 9 MR Del VEQCHQ (kay.
10 He felt that the governing body woul d 10 For those of you who nay renmenber,
11  be very supportive of that, so| don't anticipate ve |11 M. Qivo has appeared before this board before.
12 would have any difficulty in noving in that 12 This is M. Chuck Qivo fromSonefield Engineering.
13 direction. 13 Chuck, if you could please state your
14 Wth respect to the gaps, Mwrice, with |14 nanme and spell it.
15 alowering of the speed linits along Gand Avenue, 15 MR REGAN He's previously been
16 what effect that would that have on the gap studies 16 qualifiedinthe field of civil engineering and
17 that were performed by Dol an and Dean? 17 traffic engineering.
18 MR RACHED It really shouldn't have 18 Do you swear or affirmthat the
19  much of an effect, M. Chair. 19 testinony you' re about to give shall be the truth, so
20 As | explained last week, the gap study |20 help you God?
21 is based on the acceptabl e gap, which is normally 21 M alva | do.
22 six-and-a-hal f seconds or so. 2 CHARLES OLI VQ PE PICE
23 By lowering the speed, the gaps should |23 92 Park Avenue, Rutherford, New Jersey, having
24 renain the sane and there should be -- there could be |24 been duly sworn, testifies as follows:
25 actually nore opportunities for drivers to enter the |25 MR REGAN For the record, state your
Page 11 Page 13
1 gap because the speed is | ower. 1 full name, please, and spell your |ast nare.
2 Just to refresh the board in terns of 2 M QIVQ  Certainly.
3 the nunbers, | believe that the gap analysis revealed | 3 Good evening, M. Chairnan, nice to be
4 that there were between 400 and 500 gaps an hour, 4 here this evening.
5 which is a nunber that far exceeds the need. | 5 Qood eveni ng, Menbers of the Board,
6 Dbelieve the need was nore in the range of about 50 6 Menbers of the Public, ny name is Charles Qivo, and
7 turning movenents. So the nunber of gaps is al nost 7 the spelling of the last name is OL-1, Vasin
8 tentinmes as much, which is an extremely confortabl e 8 Mctor, Q
9 range. 9 | amfromthe firmStonefield
10 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay, very good. 10  Engineering and Design, as project counsel has
11 | think, M. DelVecchio, we had 11 nentioned.
12 requested of you to have the author of the traffic 12 | have a Bachel or of Science in the
13 report, Betsy Dolan, here this evening, and | 13 field of civil engineering fromthe University of
14 understand that because of a nedical energency she is |14 Notre Dane.
15 unable to attend. 15 I"ma licensed professional engineer in
16 I's that correct? 16 the Sate of New Jersey.
17 MR Del VEQCCHQ That is correct. W 17 | amalso a certified professional
18 were -- we learned somewhere around 5 6:00 this 18 traffic operations engineer, certified by the
19 evening via atext froma relative that she was not 19 Institute of Transportation Engineers.
20 -- well, that she was in a nedical energency and 20 |"ve testified before over 300
21 that's all we know 21 mnicipalities in the State of New Jersey as an
22 V¢ have tried to comunicate back, find |22 expert inthe field of traffic engineering.
23 out hopefully that she's doing okay, but we have no 23 | also teach traffic engineering at
24 word at this point at all. 24 Sevens.
25 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  And | understand you |25 And | have been before this board and
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1 accepted. 1 had alot of traffic engineering eyes on this
2 MR REGAN | think, M. Chairman, he 2 driveway, in addition to the board's eyes.
3 can be accepted based on his credentials inthe field | 3 | think everybody probably within the
4 of traffic engineering. And | think he was 4 |ast week has checked their speed going into or out
5 previously qualified in that field before the board. 5 of sone of these turning noverents.
6 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  And the Chair will 6 And | think inalot of ways that the
7 accept the recomendation of counsel, no questions 7 beauty of traffic engineeringis we all doit and we
8 fromthe board. 8 all have an opinion about it and what works and what
9 And | believe this has been narked into | 9 doesn't necessarily work.
10  evidence. 10 | know that there is some history with
11 M REGAN Not yet. 11 regard to a driveway in this general location. And |
12 This is the revised plan, M. Chairman, |12 have researched some of the accident history; the
13 the original one was -- 13 location, you can see on old aerial imagery, soit is
14 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Yeah, |'mlooking at |14 interesting to see that there was a driveway here,
15 the one revised to June 22. 15 and then that driveway was either bl ockaded or gated
16 MR Del VEQCHQ  Yes. 16 and it was not permssible to be used.
17 M. HUTTER Yes, it was marked as 17 And | will say that practicing about
18 A8 18 20 years working on many |and use applications, you
19 MR Del VEQCHQ Yes, A-18. 19 don't see that very often. You don't see many
20 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  A- 18, okay. 20 driveways that are open and then cl osed.
21 MR REGAN | have the other one. 21 But what | will say and | thinkit's
22 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  And, M. Qivo, have |22 somewhat reassuring is that with all the eyes on this
23 you had an opportunity to reviewthe plan prepared by |23 proposed driveway, you have had a county and county
24 Dolan and Dean last revised June 22 of this year? 24 professional s that have seen the history of a
25 MR QIVQ | have had the opportunity |25 driveway in this location and have been attuned to
Page 15 Page 17
1 toreviewthe Traffic Inpact Study that was |ast 1 that and have reviewed it and scrutinized it over the
2 revised June 22nd of this year, both the contents of 2 years, and you now have -- many of that personnel is
3 the report and the conplete technical appendices that 3 very simlar towhat it was 10 or 15 years ago.
4 areincluded with that report. 4 And so here we are proposing a driveway
5 CHARVAN DePINTQ  The hoard was paying | 5 inthat location, but | dothink it's inportant to
6 particular attention to the access point along Gand 6 note that there are significant changes to what is
7 Avenue, which | amsure your client brought to your 7  being proposed.
8 attention. 8 A full -novenent access point is very
9 I's that correct? 9 different than what is being proposed now which is
10 M QIVQ Yes, | amaware of this. 10 an entrance only driveway.
11 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  And | further 11 Aleft-turn novenent out of this
12 understand, did you have an opportunity to listento |12 proposed driveway on Gand Avenue | do not believe is
13 the tapes or any other recording relative to the 13 sonething that | would be in front of this board
14 discussion that we had with the traffic experts from |14 supporting. You're along the horizontal curb; you're
15 lliers? 15 onthe inside of that curb which makes sight distance
16 M QIVQ | read the transcript in 16  chal l engi ng when you're comng out of a private site.
17 full. 17 And to nake a left-turn out across a
18 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  And did you 18 right-turn lane, two through lanes, a gore area and
19  comunicate directly with Murice? 19 an additional two lanes in the opposite directionis
20 M QIVQ | did, yes. 20 a very chall enging novement comng froma |ocation
21 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay. Wiy don't you |21 here.
22 give us your opinion and your analysis of that 22 Wiat we're speaking about is entrance
23 proposed drive and the accesses that are set forth. 23 only. Looking at the many comercial and retail
24 MR CQIVQ Absolutely, M. Chairnan. 24 driveways over the last 20 years, the
25 Vell, | would say at this point you've |25 right-turn-ingress movenent tends to be your safest

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082


http://www.huseby.com

In Re: SHG Montvale, LLC- Preliminary and Final Site Plan Approval

Hearing on 07/05/2022 Pages 18..21
Page 18 Page 20
1 novenent across any driveway in any location, because | 1 turningin for that left-turn novenent and froma
2 therereally is noconflict to that right-turnin. 2 safety perspective, we also then |ook at are there
3 It's called diverging conflict in traffic engineering | 3 enough gaps in traffic?
4 parlance because vehicles aren't approachi ng one 4 And as you' ve heard from Mwurice, there
5 another, they're actual |y noving away. 5 are nore than adequate, during the peak hours, gaps
6 But you do decelerate into that turn, 6 intraffic.
7 wvhich does create a little bit of friction. 7 | watched the videos of the various
8 But that right-turn novenent in, 8 peak hours that have been studied. Wat you'll see
9 generally, a very save novenent into an access point. 9 is that generally as cars cone off the Parkway or are
10 Now the left-turn novement in. (nhe of |10 comng fromthe west/east through this intersection
11 the things that | look at nost closely when 11 or this area, that they effectively line up in the
12 deternmining whether a driveway can operate safely and | 12 proper lanes as to where they're looking to go.
13  effectively, which is really our charge as traffic 13 So if they're looking to nmake the right
14 engineers, when we're looking at the operation of an |14 turn to come down DePiero Drive, they line up in the
15 intersection and also at the operation of a driveway, |15 right-turn lane, which is narked as a
16 can it operate safely being paramount, and 16 right-turn-deceleration lane. And if they're
17 effectively or functionally as you heard from 17  continuing through, they' re in those two through
18  Maurice. 18 lanes that are then renmoved fromthat right-nost
19 And reading through the transcript, 19 lane.
20 very much in keeping with the very | ogical 20 | actually think in terns of
21 progression he nade, | woul d agree, he ended with 21 infrastructure and having been through that
22 safety and | will start with safety. 22 intersection many times comng to this borough hal |
23 Wen |'mlooking at the operation of a |23 many tines, living in Bergen County for the |ast
24 driveway and whether or not it can operate safely, 24 20 years and having been through the intersection a
25 one of the first things | look at is sight distance. 25 nunber of times, | would actually say that you have
Page 19 Page 21
1 There has to be enough sight distance for a driver, 1 great traffic infrastructure right nowto accomodate
2 for someone who is traveling in their vehicle, to 2 the driveway novenents that we're talking about.
3 take in everything happening wthin the driving 3 (ne of the goals of driveway designis
4 ecosystem see an oncomng vehicle and make a turn. 4 that we're not violating what | call driver
5 And truth be told, | sat in the gore 5 expectation. Wen we start to create new novenents
6 area today for about a minute with ny hazards on. 6 that are not in keeping with the typical vocabul ary
7 There is an existing gore area hatched in the nmddl e, 7 of traffic inprovenents along a roadway is where we
8 inthe nedian of the road where the driveway is. And | 8 start to see driver hesitation, and driver hesitation
9 | waited and | watched. 9 many tines is what leads to traffic accidents and
10 | could see about what | measured on a |10 incidents.
11  @oogle aerial about 900 feet towards the Parkway, 11 And | think, because you have
12 past the first bridge abutnent, through the guide 12 established pavenent narkings, |ane markings wthin
13 rail section; more than enough sight distance to 13 your right-of-way that have been well-travel ed for
14 adequatel y see vehicles conming towards me and make a |14 nany years here and people are acclimated to that.
15 turninto the lane. 15 | noticed in the transcript a lot of
16 Now, within that, what |'Il call gore 16 discussion, and | like this kind of discussion, of
17 area, this diagonal Iy striped area that's there today |17 who is accelerating, who's decel erating, who's not,
18 is where we plan to put the left-turn bay. There's 18 whois.
19 adequate width there, there was nobody honking their 19 And again, | think probably over the
20 horn, what's this guy doing in the nmddle of the road |20 |ast week we have all been attune to that a little
21  here. There is adequate width to be able to 21 hit nore.
22 accommodate a vehicle that stops, looks for that gap |22 Now the industry standards tell you
23 intraffic and then nakes the left turninto the site |23 that a turning novenent occurs at anywhere on average
24 driveway. 24 between about 15 miles per hour and 18 mles per
25 Sight distance is nore than adequate 25  hour.
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1 | think everybody in this room 1 Thank you.
2 including nyself, can make that turn fromGand to 2 DIRECT EXAM NATICN
3 DePieroat about 20 to 22 niles per hour. If you 3 BY MR DELVEGHOQ
4 really are trying hard to go faster, you probably 4 Q M. Qivo, one of the concerns that you
5 could get to about 25 mles per hour. 5 alludedtoand I'd like tojust highlight and get
6 But the bottomline is these novenents 6 your opinion onis we have a yield movenent comng
7 are occurring at reduced travel speeds from your 7 off the Garden Sate Parkway ranp all owing a vehicle
8 through traffic. This is what happens when you nake 8 tonmake aright turn at that |ocation onto Gand
9 aturn. Left turntraffic is stopped in that bay as 9 Avenue, and then we have the potential of a
10 it makes the turninto the site, so those travel 10 right-turn movenent into the site fromeither a
11  speeds, as the vehicle is turning across lanes, nuch |11 vehicle that did not originate fromthe Garden State
12 lower than that, we'll call it 15 to 25 nile an hour 12 Parkway, or did, that may cause a nonentary sl owdown
13 span of right turning novenent. 13 toallowthat right-turn novenent to occur.
14 If we were adding a newright-turn lane |14 Do you have an opinion or have you
15 intothis site, | mght be concerned. 15 given any thought as to, can that right-turn novenment
16 As | nentioned earlier, if we were 16 off of a decel lane at this location operate in a
17 allowing a left-turn-exit noverment, | don't think I'd |17 safe manner?
18 be able to support that. 18 A | have | ooked at that and that's
19 But you have entrance only novenents, 19 exactly where | would want the right-turn movenent to
20 generally the safest of travel movenents into a site, |20 operate fromis that already established
21 inawell-established section of road that is in 21 right-turn-decel Iane because vehicles, although
22 keeping with driver expectation. 22 those traveling to DePiero Drive nay not yet be
23 And as a traffic engineer practicing 23 decelerating or braking to turn right onto that
24 about 20 years now that hits all the marks for ne 24 roadway, it is accepted and understood that that
25 when I'mlooking at the safety of a driveway. 25 right-nost lane is the slowest of all travel |anes as
Page 23 Page 25
1 Now | wll say this: The county has 1 you're noving in an easterly direction fromthe
2 reviewed and approved this driveway. | suspect the 2 Parkway towards the project.
3 (ounty reviewed and approved the driveway sone tine 3 So it is ny opinion, understanding that
4 agointhis location and |ater, at the behest perhaps | 4 you have travel comng -- vehicles comng fromboth
5 of an earlier police chief or board nenbers or 5 the Parkway ranp and straight through on Gand Avenue
6 rmenbers of the community rel ooked at that driveway. 6 coming to that juncture, that that right-turn
7 You have your consul tant on record, 7 novenent can decelerate into the site with excellent
8 nyself, you have another excellent traffic engineer 8 visibility.
9 in Betsy Dolan who has worked on hundreds, if not 9 Again, as | pointed out with regard to
10 thousands, of traffic studies in cormercial driveway |10 safety, when you can't see that car well is when you
11 projects. 11 runinto challenges. And fromall perspectives, you
12 | would say to you that should this 12 can clearly see a car in front of you decel erating to
13 driveway -- | don't believe that it woul d have 13 nake that turn nomentarily as it comes into the site.
14 operational concerns, there is an inmediate open line |14 And | would say, recall also that when
15 of communication with the county which operates 15 we're talking about decelerating to make a turn at an
16 jurisdiction over this roadway and over this driveway |16 intersectionit's simlar to making a turn within a
17 to discuss the operation of the driveway and whet her 17 comercial driveway, slightly slower.
18 or not anything woul d need to change. 18 So you're traveling and turning at
19 M opinionis that this driveway could |19 speed. Sanme thing that you woul d expect downstream
20 operate safely and effectively in the location based |20 at the signal as you conme into DePiero Drive.
21 on the design paraneters that are before the board. 21 So | do believe that driveway can
22 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  Very good. 22 operate safely, understanding those dynamcs of
23 M. Del Vecchio, do you have anythi ng 23 traffic flowthere.
24  else of M. Qivo? 24 Q If you were to have undertaken the
25 MR Del VEQCHQ Yes, M. Chairnan. 25 initial reviewof the layout of this site,
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1 understanding the traffic information that you have 1 Now, as you cone further south, we're
2 now viewed, would you have any hesitancy or issue or 2 all fanmliar with the four-leg intersections that you
3 concern relative to locating that driveway at that 3 cone to both centrally located on the project and
4 particular location froma traffic engineering 4 then to the south.
5 standpoint? 5 And those intersections tell alittle
6 A No, | wouldn't. 6 hit of adifferent story, because now we have
7 In fact, | looked at the whole project 7 textured crosswal ks, we have slightly raised pavenent
8 and being faniliar with the way the site i s designed 8 area and we have different coloring, which, as a
9 and operates now, you can see a very clear, what | 9 traffic engineer, tells ne alittle bit nore about
10 call an access nanagenent plan. 10 what's expected here, which is not just nmotor vehicle
11 Access nmanagenent planis really a 11 traffic but pedestrian, potentially bicycle traffic
12 fancy way of saying how we organize the driveways to |12 as well.
13 get into and out of a private site. And we have come | 13 To pul | vehicles off of Gand Avenue, a
14 along way in the traffic engineering i ndustry in 14 major corridor, and pull theminto driveways and
15 terns of howwe | ook at access nanagement and howwe |15 intersections that we have designed with intent to
16  design sites properly. 16 carry milti-nodal traffic, | donot think isin
17 If you think about projects of old, 17  keeping wth the access managerment principles that we
18 whether they're gas stations, retail sites or office, |18 would seek to design at a site like this.
19 they tended to put as nany driveways as they coul d 19 V¢ have nobility along Gand Avenue for
20 along the frontage, which created a lot of friction 20 motor vehicles. Let's allowfor notor vehicle
21 within our roadway system 21 traffic, safely, of course, in that area.
22 Wiat you see as part of this project is |22 And as you cone further down and south
23 a very cohesive organi zation of driveways. | think 23 into DeRPiero, where you have public plazas that are
24 inaway tonot have a driveway along Gand Avenue to |24 on either side -- you have a beautiful |y designed
25 this project, going back to what | was speaking 25 project, which | would general ly argue is operating
Page 27 Page 29
1 about, would violate driver expectation. You have 1 extremely well froma passive recreation standpoint
2 about 600 feet of frontage of this site on Gand 2 and al so encouraging people to walk froman office
3 Avenue. 3 building across the street into an excellent center.
4 And it's ny opinion that a driver 4 Excellent project and design.
5 coning down the roadway |ooking to enter into the 5 And | think what we're talking about
6 site would expect that there would be a driveway 6 for this northern piece, froman access nanagenent
7 sonmewhere along 600 feet, 60 feet, perhaps not. 7 perspective, it reads with the sane vocabul ary that
8 But in terns of being able to maneuver 8 we want across this project.
9 properly into asite, travel into asitein a safe 9 So | think froman access perspective
10 nanner, this driveway that we are proposing al ong 10 it's inportant that we have an access point where we
11 Gand Avenue is in an acceptabl e | ocation froman 11 have shown along Gand Avenue in the manner that it's
12 access managenent perspective, and is in a logical 12 desi gned.
13 location as it relates to drivers of passenger cars 13 Q M. Qivo, if the left turn fromGand
14 coning to and fromthe site location. 14 Avenue into the site were not available, traffic
15 Now, as you cone around the corner onto |15 would then have to nake a left onto DePiero Drive,
16 DePiero Drive, you encounter a right-in/right-out 16 continue to the intersection that you described as
17 access point. Excellent access managenent; |inted, 17 being mul ti-nodality --
18 curbs, and you actual ly, along the nedian of the 18 A Ml ti-nodal .
19 road, you have a physical curbed nedian, so you 19 MR REGAN Milti-nodal .
20 cannot nmake a left inor aleft out. Excellent 20 THE WTNESS:  Milti-nodal. That's
21 practice. Himnates certain types of traffic 21 good, that's close.
22 novenents out of the site and into the site, 22 BY MR DELVECCHQ
23 particularly when we're about 75 feet froma ngjor 23 Q -- enter the site, and then navigate
24 signalized intersection. So we're limting the 24 back in a northerly direction through what
25 access novenents there. 25 essentially is another area where pedestrians,
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1 vehicles and site traffic would be anticipated to 1 that we can use in an efficient and functional manner
2 occur inorder to get to that northernmost building 2 and that is our charge as engineers to do soin a
3 that is now being proposed to be constructed. 3 safe and responsi bl e way.
4 Froman access managerent st andpoi nt, 4 So | do not think the alternative to
5 isthat apreferred route of travel as conpared to 5 that would be recomrended froma traffic engineering
6 the left turn occurring at the location proposed? 6 perspective, fromny perspective.
7 A It is not apreferred route of travel. 7 Q (ne final question fromny end.
8 | would also contend that it is -- it strugglesinny | 8 Based upon your review of the plan, the
9 nmindwth function as well to ask a driver, somewhere | 9 traffic report, the review of the testinony at the
10 around 200 feet upstreamof the intersection, to 10 last neeting, do you believe that the proposed access
11 recogni ze that at the signal, before they can even 11 point, both its right and left-turn novenent into the
12 see the building in great detail, that they woul d 12 site, conply with all applicable standards, codes or
13  nmake a turning novenent at that signal, then cone 13 ordinances that might govern or control that
14 down into the site and then navigate back north to 14 particul ar movenent ?
15 travel into the area of the site where they woul d 15 A | do.
16 park. 16 And | have reviewed the traffic study
17 And the challenge there is, | knowit 17 indetail. Thisis the rare case where, with a
18 doesn't sound like a whole lot in what's driving 18  devel opnent project of this magnitude and the scale,
19 through a parking lot, we do it every day. 19 you have traffic counts over the course of about ten
20 But, again, we cone back to driver 20 years, whichis excellent, and it's quite rare.
21 expectation and that is not something that you would |21 | woul d guess that the county doesn't
22 see in many projects across the state, or across 22 even have that much data for this corridor for this
23 anywhere for that matter, to ask a driver to make 23 area.
24 that many upstreamdecisions to travel to a site that |24 But by virtue of the fact of studying
25 they wouldn't be able to recognize. 25 this project as intently as you have and requested of
Page 31 Page 33
1 Now repeat custoners, of course they 1 the applicant and your own traffic engineer, you have
2 woul d recogni ze that. 2 asignificant amount of data.
3 But we can acconmodate a nore than 3 | have | ooked at the findings of the
4 sufficient left-turn lane in a nedian. Wat | woul d 4 report, the trip generation analysis, the shared
5 sayisif theleft turn was occurring froman active 5 parking analysis, the internal capture, the |evel of
6 through lane, | would not support that left turn. 6 service anal yses; everything has been done in keeping
7 | have seen that in comunities in 7 wth an extrenely high [evel of standard and care
8 Bergen County and throughout New Jersey where you 8 withregard to traffic engineering.
9 have drivers waiting in an active through | ane to 9 | think this is an extrenely well
10 nake a left turninto a driveway. 10 studied project. | think that you have a nunber of
11 V¢ have great nedian here that we can 11 what | like to think are authoritative traffic
12 restripe, stage a vehicle, wait, turninto a site. 12 engineering opinions both fromthe public and private
13 That is ideal. 13 perspective. And | do believe that the traffic study
14 Froma traffic engineering perspective, |14 indicates safe and effective novenents throughout all
15 that is what we look for. 15 areas of the site, both internal and external, but
16 So, again, if the conditions were 16 particularly | know we' re focused on the driveway on
17 different, I'mnot sure that | would recommend a left |17 Qand Avenue, but particularly that driveway, ny
18 turn here. 18 opinion, having reviewed it, is that it woul d operate
19 But because of the conditions that we 19 safely and effectively.
20 have, not to nention that this is a corridor of road |20 MR Del VEQCHQ Thank you, M. Qivo.
21 that has left-turn lanes withinit. W& knowit. 21 | make M. Qivo available to the board
22 There's a vocabul ary that continues down the roadway. |22 and your professionals for additional questions.
23 Again, if we didn't have that | woul d 23 CHAl RVAN DePINTQ  Thank you.
24 be concerned about violating driver expectation. 24 | amgoing to start with our
25 But we have these elenents of the road |25 professionals first.
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1 M. Hpolit, do you have any questions 1 borough engineer and the county who has jurisdiction
2 or coments based upon the testinony you heard from 2 over the roadway is agreeable to that, | think that
3 M. Qivo? 3 ny understanding and havi ng proposed and certainly
4 MR HPQIT. | have one question. 4 driven through runble strips is that nowwe're
5 The -- so you had your car parked in 5 starting to engage the sense of touch, right?
6 the gore stripe area. 6 Alot of what we do when we drive is we
7 THE WTNESS. | did. 7 use our eyes. ¢ also use our ears. And now we're
8 MR HPQIT: You were | ooking 8 starting to engage tactile senses, or touch, which,
9 westbound on Gand Avenue. 9 in every case when we use runble strips, is to slow
10 THE WTNESS: | was. 10 vehicles down and make drivers nore alert.
11 MR HPQIT And you said you could 11 That, conbined with speed limt
12 see 900 feet. 12 reductions potentially in the area, | think what that
13 THE WTNESS.  Yes. 13 does is it inproves driver alertness and acuity, and
14 MR HPQIT: Can you tell me where 14 | certainly think that it could be something that I
15 900 feet was about? 15 could get behind as a reconrmendation to further
16 THE WTNESS. It is -- it's past the 16 inprove what's happening here.
17 first bridge abutnent, the northbound Parkway 17 And | think that it could have the
18 traffic, and there is a-- | think it was by design, 18 added benefit of, once again, just further signaling
19 there's a pretty rusty section of guide rail and it's |19 to drivers that this is the rightnost decel eration
20 to the end and then beyond that section of guide 20 lane, whether it's for DePiero or the driveway, and
21 rail. 21  what we're looking for vehicles to do withinthis
22 M HPQIT. Hwdidyou come upwith |22 lane is slow down.
23 900 feet? 23 MR RACHED Thank you. That's all |
24 THE WTNESS:  After | sawthat and 24 have, M. Chairnan.
25 drove through it, | stopped down at CVS, then | swing |25 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay.  Thank you.
Page 35 Page 37
1 back around, | neasured it on a Gogle aeria nap. 1 Board Menbers, and | guess |'ll start
2 MR HPQIT. Ckay. | have no other 2 with M. Ztelli.
3 questions. 3 M ZITELI: Really? Ckay.
4 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay, thank you. 4 That's fine, M. Chairnan.
5 And, M. Rached. 5 So, M. Qivo, | do appreciate your
6 MR RACHED (ood evening, Chuck. 6 credentials and your research on this. | amgoing to
7 Thank you for your testinony. 7 question the ten years of data that we are |ooking at
8 V¢ had a discussion earlier today and | 8 here because we're looking at a much different site.
9 indicated to you that board nenbers were very 9 So I'I1 accept that there are ten years
10 concerned about this driveway, nostly the right-turn |10 worth of data, but it's based on a whol e different
11  novement. And you and | discussed the operation of 11 environnment there. V¢ had a farmthere and we had
12 that right-turn novenent. 12 the Mercedes property.
13 And then | put ny thinking hat on and 13 V' ve now devel oped this thing where
14 asked nysel f what el se can we do to further inprove 14 we've got Végnans, we're putting in several other
15 that novenent, and | discussed with M. Hpolit 15 businesses. You've got -- you know, the whol e thing
16 earlier today the benefit of installing runble strips |16 has changed.
17 inthat area between the end of the ranp where the 17 THE WTNESS: | do.
18 yield signs are and the driveway itself. In other 18 MR ZITELLI: Soas far as |'m
19 words, in front of the vacant wooded | ot. 19 concerned, the ten years worth of datais fine. It's
20 What is your opinion on putting runble |20 niceto start with. It's not worth anything to ne in
21 strips and what woul d be your opinionif we conbined |21 the future.
22 that with the lowering of the speed linit and the 22 So | appreciate what you' ve done, but
23 other things we discussed tonight? 23 I'mgoing to say -- 1'mgoing to disagree with you.
24 THE WTNESS. Vel I, | think the purpose |24 You're entitled to your opinion and |'mentitled to
25 of runble strips, and as long as yourself and the 25 mne. | donot want a left turnin there.
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1 | woul d consider a left turnin the 1 know Andtraffic is going to change over the years.
2 future after we have sone -- maybe after a couple of 2 The nunber of residences that are being put into our
3 years and we can see how this goes and we have data 3 town here is continuing to -- we're getting nore and
4 based on the site that is based on the environnent 4 nmore residents in town. Things are going to change.
5 that we have there. 5 Qur business flow has changed here. ¢ used to have
6 But right now that ten years worth of 6 alot of corporations. Some of themhave noved out
7 data doesn't nean anything to ne. | think -- if this | 7 here.
8 were ascientific thing, if we were to bring this in 8 Things are changing. So, you know we
9 front of, you know, a physics or a chemstry board or 9 can't use -- we can look at the past, but the past is
10 sonething like this and we said, we have all this 10 not a guarantee of what the future is going to be.
11 dataand it's based on a different set of environment |11 THE WTNESS: Vel |, the past --
12 here, they'd just throwus out. And so | appreciate |12 MR ZITELLI: | don't want to debate
13 it, but -- okay. 13 this with you.
14 So ny opinion is what | would like to 14 THE WTNESS:  No, of course.
15 see you do i s perhaps to the east of the site, have 15  course.
16 some signs there that would point out that we've got 16 MR ZITELLI: You heard ny opinion. M
17 Valley Medical and the other things that are going to |17 opinionis | don't want a left turn there.
18 beinthere to alert drivers in advance that they can | 18 And that's it, M. Chairman. That's ny
19 nake that left in on DePiero Drive, | would want them | 19 two cents here.
20 to do that, and then you coul d have signage within 20 THE WTNESS.  Uhder st ood.
21 the site there so peopl e know how to navigate it to 21 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay, very well.
22 get over to that other building. That is what | 22 Let's nmove on.
23 would prefer. 23 M. Lintner?
24 THE WTNESS:  If | may ask, 24 MR LINTNER Thank you, M. Chairnan.
25 M. Ztelli, what -- and | agree with you. The ten 25 M. Qivo, thank you for that

Page 39 Page 41
1 years of data does not necessarily help us understand | 1 presentation, it was actually very enlightening. |
2 whether or not the left-turn lane will work. 2 was -- sone of the things you nentioned about, you
3 In fact, | don't knowthat it helps us 3 know not having an active lane, naking a left turn
4 at all. 4 there | thought was very interesting and didn't --
5 But what it does help us understand is 5 didn't think about it initially nyself.
6 have traffic vol umes have changed over the course of 6 If we were to go ahead and al | ow t hese
7 tenyears. That's a different analysis. That has to | 7 turns, what happens if it doesn't work? Wat happens
8 dowthtraffic inpact and things |ike that. 8 if we have issues? Wiat's the next step we woul d do?
9 But if | may ask, what is the concern 9 THE WTNESS.  Wiat |'ve seen is that
10 about the left turnin at this location? 10  board engineers and board prof essional s i medi ately
11 M ZITELLI: Safety. 11 go back to -- in sone cases you don't have very
12 THE WTNESS.  And how so -- 12 responsive -- |'ve worked all over the state, and |
13 MR ZITELLI: There's a lot of 13 amsure Maurice can attest to this, you don't always
14 accidents that happen there. 14 have responsive jurisdictional agencies.
15 THE WTNESS. I's there sonething about 15 And if this were the Port Authority, no
16 the left turn, where it's being nade from that 16 offense, Port Authority, it would take a while and
17  concerns you with regard to safety? 17 you woul d have to go through many |evels of
18 MR ZITELLI: Yes, right -- making that |18 bureaucracy to get an answer. You can -- Andy or
19 left turninto that new driveway that we're -- and | 19  Maurice could pick up the phone and call the county
20 knowit was an existing driveway at one point, but 20 engineer tonorrowif there is a concern here.
21 making that across several |anes of traffic, | just 21 And I'Il just say this, | respect
22 don't seeit. Ckay? 22 M. Ztelli's opinion conpletely and | -- | won't
23 So again, it's anopinion. Rght? And |23 challenge it because | understand where it cones
24 none of us -- | nean, we're all naking judgnents 24 from
25 based on what we've seen so far and, you know we 25 But | will say this, what we have seen
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1 inthe past doesn't necessarily tell us about what is 1 withinlike two days that was the two and three, and
2 comnginthe future, but as a traffic engineer ny 2 then they just said we're going to protect the |ane
3 charge is to renove the enotion out of it and to 3 and it was protected. It's their decision to nake,
4 study howa site and a driveway coul d potentially 4 the borough really has no control over it.
5 operate using the whol e tool box and checklist of what 5 MR LINTNER Ckay, thank you.
6 we dototell us whether or not something can operate | 6 Not hing further, M. Chairnan.
7 safely. 7 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  Thank you.
8 Maurice has the same charge. Betsy has | 8 M. Teagno.
9 the sane charge. Eric Tinsak and his staff have the 9 MR TEAG\Q Yes. Thank you,
10 sanme charge. Because nobody has a crystal ball. 10 M. Chairnman.
11 Wat you would do is you woul d i mediately call the 11 Wien you started | swore you had read
12 county and you woul d even potentially | ook to 12 ny notes. That's exactly what | wanted to talk
13 tenporarily close that driveway if it was a safety 13 about.
14 issue. And that coul d happen overnight. 14 | don't know how to display this. |
15 MR LINTNER Thank you. 15 don't think we have (indicating) --
16 M HPQIT Canl just -- 16 THE WTNESS.  Maybe I'Il try to narrate
17 CHA RVAN DePINTO @ ahead. 17 it.
18 MR HPQIT M. Lintner, to kind of 18 MR TEAGNO W, I'mgoing to narrate
19 help with your question a little bit, we had a 19 it.
20 situation about a little less than a year ago for a 20 THE WTNESS:  (kay.
21 left-turn lane comng west on Gand Avenue at the 21 MR TEAGNQ But | don't know how
22 light with Mercedes Drive -- 22 everybody else is going to see it.
23 MR LINTNER Rght. 23 But this is Sheet L1.00 fromthe
24 M HPQIT: -- we had three serious 24 landscape, it's the biggest one we got in the
25 accidents there. 25 package.
Page 43 Page 45
1 On the first serious accident we 1 I'd like --
2 notified the county there was a problem The county 2 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  |'msorry. Dante,
3 canme out and did some traffic counts. 3 what sheet are you | ooking at?
4 O the second serious accident the 4 MR TEAG\Q L1.00. That'sit. It's
5 county cane out and changed the timng. 5 just this enlargenent.
6 nh the third serious accident, the 6 SoI'djust like to --
7 county cane out and changed the tining to have a 7 THE WTNESS: @ ahead, |'msorry.
8 protected left lane, we've had no problens since. 8 MR TEAGNQ |'msorry.
9 To answer your question, it's not our 9 So, basically, what we have is exactly
10 road. 10 what you expressed.
11 MR LINTNER Rght. 11 THE WTNESS.  Yes.
12 MR HPQIT: If there's an accident -- |12 MR TEAGNQ And | just took -- nmade
13 if we-- if there's aleft-turn or aright-turn lane 13 sone notes on it, because | have sone concerns, |
14 sonething created and causes an accident probl em 14 think this is probably the best solution to the
15 it's not the borough's problemto sol ve. 15 configuration of this roadway and adding turns in and
16 The county doesn't get any good PRwith |16 out of the property.
17 accidents and deaths on the road. None. They don't 17 THE WTNESS:  Ckay.
18 get any. 18 MR TEAGNQ But | do have sone
19 So they will react pretty quickly to 19 concerns. And they' re safety concerns.
20 three accidents at the intersection probably were two |20 First of all, can we agree that these
21 too many, but making a drastic change to a signal 21 roads, as was testified to before, right now have a
22 could potentially cause it -- this is what they told |22 45 mle an hour speed limt on then?
23 e, it could cause even nore problens so they want to |23 THE WTNESS:  In this section, yes.
24 make sure they got it right. 24 MR TEAG\Q Ckay. So you would
25 Unfortunately there was two accidents 25 imagine that people are going to go -- hopeful Iy, not
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1 exceed 45 niles an hour, but ny experience is they 1 MR TEAGNQ Three lanes, 40 niles an

2 cone out fromunder that overpass |ike (indicating). 2 hour.

3 So anyway, they're going to be going up | 3 THE WTNESS.  And so the way that we,

4 to 45 nmles an hour, I'll say 40. 4 when we revi ew whether or not those novenents, and

5 If you're coming off the Parkway, 5 the county likely uses a sinmlar system the DOT as

6 you're accelerating fromthe yield signtothat. And | 6 well, whether those movenent can be safely accepted

7 just afewfeet further, if you wanted to nake a 7 by sight, is by looking at the exact sane paraneters

8 turn, you' re decel erating. 8 that you have.

9 So what you're doing is you' re nerging 9 Wen you' re crossing additional |anes
10 into a lane that people behind you are going to be 10 of traffic, you think of a conventional left turn you
11  accelerating and you' re going to be decelerating with |11 cross one lane. Nowyou' re crossing a second and
12 no warning. Except maybe a right-turn signal, but | 12 you're crossing what we sonetines call an exit |ane
13 don't know 13 or a deceleration lane. Now if you watch the video
14 The other two |anes there, because it's |14 out there, you' |l see the large ngjority of traffic
15 three lanes wide, people are going up to 45 miles an |15 is using those two through |anes.

16 hour. And if this person decided they couldn't stop |16 MR TEAGNQ VYes, but the third |ane,

17 intine, they mght try to gointhe other lane. So |17 whichis the turn lane, that person could al so be

18 | accept that it creates an area for potentially 18 going straight.

19 difficult situations. Ckay? 19 THE WTNESS:  They can if they' re --

20 THE WTNESS. | see. 20 MR TEAGNQ So that's another person

21 MR TEAGNQ The second thing is this 21 going 45 niles an hour.

22 -- 1 like the area this -- where you were parked with |22 THE WTNESS. R ght.

23 your blinkers and everything and there's a left-hand | 23 MR TEAGNQ So that's three |anes,

24 turn lane here, and | knowthere is all kinds of 24 45 niles an hour.

25 controls that are going to be inplenented hopeful Iy 25 THE WTNESS.  So what we do is for
Page 47 Page 49

1 withthis. M concernis that you' ve got a stopped 1 every lane, we add more tinme to the gap.

2 vehicle here, you' ve got two lanes at |east of people | 2 So we ook at a base gap to say if it

3 going up to 45 niles an hour, and this person who is 3 were just one lane, you would only require a gap of

4 going froma stop to nake the left-hand turn has to 4 about five seconds in terns of a vehicle and a

5 cross three lanes of traffic. | don't think that's 5 successive vehicle.

6 -- | think that's a dangerous situations as well. 6 So for every lane of traffic, you add

7 So | guess ny concernis, | think they 7 another half a second. So here we have added those

8 have done a good job in presenting this and 8 additional times, one full second, which | know

9 presenting a solution to the existing conditions, but 9 doesn't seemlike nuch, but you and | both know,

10 | see two things that | don't know howto sol ve 10 driving cars, that's a lot of time when you' re

11  because |"mnot an expert, but | think they' re 11 driving a car at speed. And then we look to see if
12 potentially dangerous situations that coul d cause 12 there's enough gaps in traffic.

13 problens in the future and cause bodily injury to the |13 And what | could tell you at 6:00 at

14 people involved in the cars in that area. 14 night during the evening peak hour, there were

15 THE WTNESS.  So if | understand, 15 periods of time where | was -- and | was sitting in
16 M. Teagno, it's the right-turn novement going into 16 there nonmentarily, there were gaps of ten seconds in
17 the site because it's decelerating there between the |17 that lane.

18  Parkway ranp and between DePiero -- 18 | understand the concern about safety
19 MR TEAGNQ WelI, accelerating from 19 and this location, but we have to look at the nunbers
20 the parking -- 20 of cars, the nunbers of gaps and what we're

21 THE WTNESS.  And then decel erating -- 21 proposing. That's what we have to do as engineers.
22 MR TEAGNQ -- and then decel erating, 22 And | respect the opinion of you and
23 the guy behind you, when you go up to the next exit. 23 other nenbers of this board and | understand the

24 THE WTNESS. Rght. And then the left |24 concern.

25 turn because of the crossing of the |anes. 25 V¢ are the ones that have to ultinately
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1 decide whether or not this can operate safely and we 1 MR TEAGNO So | guess in closing then
2 have to stand by it. 2 | could say that | think between the speed of the
3 And | appreciate you sharing your 3 vehicles, the amount of vehicles and the turning
4 opinion and that is sinply mne with regard to 4 potentials for an accident of some sort, | still see
5 whether or not this driveway can operate safety. 5 these two things I've outlined as potentially
6 MR TEAGNQ Now piggybacking on 6 dangerous situation in each case that, hopefully, is
7 M. Ztelli's conments, whatever data you have and 7 taken care of, but if not, we're in trouble.
8 whatever gaps you see are based on today's traffic 8 Ckay? Thank you.
9 situations and traffic counts and all that other 9 MR RACHED My | nake a conment,
10 stuff, and we knowthat in this inmediate area 10 M. Chairman?
11 there's probably both sides of the highway and the 11 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  Yes.
12 surrounding area, there's a coupl e thousand new 12 MR RACHED (kay. | just want to
13 residences that are going in, which will add an awful |13 clarify to the board a couple things. In terns of
14 1ot of traffic to that area because it's a nain 14 the traffic increase, if you look at the 2011, 2012,
15 thoroughfare, plus the -- | love Végnans and | |ove 15 2018 and 2022, there hasn't been any significant
16 this whole thing, the devel opnent is very well 16 difference on Wst Gand. And in this direction, the
17 planned, but that is going to attract people. It 17 traffic has been al ways between 900 and 1100, going
18 already does. 18 back and forth, depending on the year and the day.
19 So this -- the traffic volune is going |19 So | just wanted the board to be aware of that.
20 tocontinue to increase, and | amnot sure that this 20 The ot her issue that the board shoul d
21  problemthat | have just described is not going to 21 also consider as you' re deliberating and in view of
22 get worse. 22 your conment, M. -- is it Teagno?
23 THE WTNESS: Vel | -- 23 MR TEAGNQ Teagno.
24 MR TEAGNQ That's ny opinion. 24 MR RACHED Teagno, M. Teagno -- if
25 THE WTNESS.  -- Dolan and Dean did 25 the gaps were close to the demand, |'d be worried and
Page 51 Page 53
1 nodel those volumes. KPM5 Horn Rock, ot her 1 | would say, well, what if traffic was up by ten
2 devel opnent projects in the area then grew on top of 2 percent, by 20 percent. But the gaps are ten tines
3 that, taking 2022 volumes fromearlier this year. 3 the demand. So keep that in your nminds as you're
4 So besides using a crystal ball, which 4 evaluating this request, okay? That's all.
5 we all recognize is not the authoritative and 5 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  Thank you.
6 technical way to doit. V& ve taken every bit of 6 M. Teagno, anything el se?
7 info, present day, not 2011 info. V¥ ve taken 2022, 7 MR TEAGNQ Mo, that's it.
8 withgrowh, withall the projects that we're talking | 8 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  Thank you.
9 about. And then we deliver you the results of the 9 M. Qul hane?
10 future study. And we've done all of that in accord 10 MR CQLHANE Yeah, |ast week | nade a
11 withindustry standards. 11 statenent so |'ll make it again concerning the gaps.
12 M TEAGND Ckay. 12 | believe nost of the gaps identified in this study
13 MR HPQIT. Do you know what growh 13 occur when the eastbound traffic on Gand Avenue has
14 factor you used. 14 aredlight to allowthe Parkway exiting going
15 THE WTNESS. | believe that the county |15 westbound on Gand.
16 required is 1.5 here; .5 was used, along with all of 16 So | believe nost of those gaps occur
17 the site-specific devel opnent projects. 17 during that interval of time. Sothe only conflict
18 There's hundreds of additional vehicles |18 with the left turn then would be the exits heading
19 added into this corridor as a result of what was done |19 eastbound on Gand. And if | remenber the counts on
20 in the study. 20 an hourly basis on the peak, | believe it's 240 cars
21 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  |'msorry. 21 coning off the Parkway heading east, or four per
22 M. Gohen, did you want to say 22 mnute.
23 sonet hi ng? 23 Last week we were told that the
24 MR OQCHEN No, | amjust peaking 24  distance fromthe point where you conplete the right
25 around. 25 turn, 1'Il say, to the driveway is about 320 feet.
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1 Andif you use an average speed of about 30 niles an 1 where we had nodel ed, you know, the car movenents on
2 hour, assuning it's avyield sign, that's about a 2 @and Avenue, and | amwondering if we shoul d have
3 seven minute travel distance. 3 that same nodel done show ng the various inprovenents
4 MALE VO CE  Seven seconds. 4 inthe existing and with the newturn in showng this
5 MR CUHANE  Seven second, sorry, 5 gap analysis. And | think seeing the visual of when
6 seven second travel distance. 6 we had that traffic thing woul d probably --
7 So ny questionis, if we put a stop 7 MR REGAN The synchroni zati on.
8 sign there, would that inprove the gap time available | 8 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  Yes, yes.
9 for left turns. 9 That whole thing. | thought that was pretty
10 The other aspect, too, is if the speed |10 interesting and | think it convinced a lot of people.
11 linit, again, this is nowdealing with the Parkway 11 You know, seeing is -- it's better seeing sonething
12 easthbound, is reduced to, say, 40 mles an hour, 12 than talking about it, so | thought that that woul d
13 would that also inprove the gap situation? 13 help resolve, | think, show ng the gaps and all that.
14 THE WTNESS:  The stop sign that you 14 So | would propose that.
15 refer to at the exit -- 15 | amseeing, you know, with the -- I'm
16 MR CUHANE The proposed stop sign. 16 leaning that | would -- | would look at, you know,
17 THE WTNESS:  The proposed stop sign at |17 passing the left-turn lane going inif there were
18 the exit of the ramp? Yes. Conbined wth what 18 certain conditions and | see, you know the stop sign
19  you' ve spoken about, the reduced speed, would inprove |19 and the other things.
20 the quality of these gaps, yes. 20 Qne of the things | have is -- I'm
21 MR CUHANE | have another question 21 still getting ny hands around i s how do we cone up
22  which doesn't deal with this, it deals with the state |22 with 40 -- what's the traffic on the site? 1'd |ike
23 and what M. Regan said earlier. | want to make 23 to hear that. 1'd like to hear with how we cane up
24 sure. You said the Mayor and Gouncil have to apply 24 with 40 cars per hour coming there.
25 directly tothe -- 25 Because here's ny analysis. V¢ had
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1 MR REGAN Aletter request fromthe 1 inprovenent on Craig Road. V& put in a townhouse
2 Mayor and Gouncil. 2 devel opnent and we also put ina-- we put in a, what
3 MR CUHANE Do they have to do that 3 wasit, a KinderCare.
4 with the equivalent of the county, seeing howit's a 4 M ZITELLI: Yes.
5 county road. 5 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  And we had
6 MR REGAN | think that would add more | 6 nore traffic cutting across, naking a |eft-hand turn
7 weight to the application, but | don't think they 7 cutting across, which | sawalnost on an hourly
8 woul d necessarily need the county to send a letter. 8 basis. | bet youit was 40 cars sonetines.
9 MR HPQIT: You shoul d get 9 But, you know, how do we knowit's
10 concurrence with the county. It's a county road, we |10 going to be 40 cars? Wat happens if it's -- was it
11 want concurrence fromthe county. 11 designed for Building 37 \és it designed for the new
12 MR CUHANE That's what | amtrying 12 building? Wat about a further phase, which | still
13 to get clarified. You have the Mayor and Gouncil 13 have an issue wth?
14 just doit thenselves or they do it in conjunction -- |14 But | don't see -- what happens if you
15 MR REGAN It would be better to have |15 put a Chick-fil-Athere? | could see 40 cars inten
16 ajoint application or ajoint request. That woul d 16 mnutes hanging there.
17 add a lot nore weight, | think. 17 MR RACHED  \VeélI, let ne first
18 MR COLHANE No other question at this |18 clarify. Excuse me, Chuck.
19 time, M. Chairnan. 19 THE WTNESS:  Yes.
20 CHAl RVAN DePINTQ  Thank you. 20 MR RACHED | testified briefly to the
21 M. Sefanelli. 21 nunbers last week. | don't have the study in front
22 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  Good 22 of menow but | do-- | think | remenber that the
23 evening. | heard everybody's thing so | don't have 23 right-turnin, inthe traffic study was 51 in the
24 too many questions, but | guess | amproposing when 24 a.m peak and 53 in the p.m peak, again --
25 weoriginally had this site we did a traffic nodel 25 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  Regar dl ess
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1 of that -- 1 then release that amount of vehicular traffic.
2 MR RACHED M recollection. But that 2 That's the goal .
3 is-- 3 VI CE CHA RVAN STEFANELLI . So | guess
4 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  -- how do 4 the question | have, and still | see -- | see Valley
5 you cone up with 50 cars. 5 being very popular. \® have a lot of seniors comng
6 MR RACHED |'mgetting to your 6 inthere. You know, you're telling nme 51 cars,
7 answver. 7 whatever nunber of cars, that's what you're
8 But then you have the left turnin 8 predicting based on your distributed -- distribution
9 which is another nunber; simlar nunber, by the way. 9 onthesite.
10 So let's assune the left turninis 10 But | could seeif it's mainly for this
11  also 50, so now you have 100. So the way you cone up |11  building, people going westbound are going to want to
12 with this nunber, there are national standards and 12 nake that left-hand turnin, and | just want to nake
13 they're published by the Institute of Transportation |13 sure that if youtell meit's 51 cars, but nowtell
14 Engineers. \¢ all use themall over the county. 14 e what is the maxi mumthat you think coul d handle in
15 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI: | don't 15 the busiest hour. Is it 100 cars? Is it 30 cars?
16 disagree with that. |'ve heard that 100 tines. 16 Because 1'd |ike to know now before we
17 MR RACGHED (Ckay, all right. 17  make a decision on what's going to go in there on
18 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  Show ne -- 18 what the maxi numbased on the gap analysis. And
19 MR RAGHED I'Il let Chuck do -- you 19 that's why 1'd rather see the model and see what's
20  know | got the difficult part, sol'll leave it for 20 going to prevail there.
21 Chuck. 21 THE WTNESS:  The naxi numis about ten
22 VI CE CHA RVAN STEFANELLI:  You gave ne |22 times that 50. That's --
23 thedifficult part. | want to know -- 23 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI: Veéll, you
24 THE WTNESS. M. Stefanelli, what |'Il |24 say that, but | want to see it on the report. | want
25 say -- 25 toseeit because | want to make sure that, you know
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1 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI: -- 1100 cars | 1 | agree with sone of the board nenbers is that we
2 - 2 looked at ten years, and you mentioned ten years and
3 THE WTNESS:  It's many nore than 40 3 you just nentioned -- but we just went through GOV D
4 cars. And | think what Mawurice was getting at is 4 There's been nobody on the road for two years.
5 that it's many nore than 40 cars. 5 THE WTNESS.  Correct.
6 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  Not in his 6 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  And you're
7 traffic. 7 saying, well, that was '17/'18, but again, you know
8 THE WTNESS.  In the traffic for this 8 and | -- 1.5 percent increase or whatever the
9 project, if you look at the trip generation tables, 9 increase was that | thought | heard, |'mjust
10 it's -- inthe p.m peak hour, which is the highest 10 concerned about future. And | think that we should
11 peak hour, what's projected is about just over 500 11 knowwhat it is currently per planning, what's the
12 peak hour trips. That's what the real nunbers are. 12 maxi mum what that gap analysis is. And | think
13 Now, when you have multiple driveway 13 having a nodel and seeing that for the whol e board
14 access points, you have to distribute the traffic, is |14 could convince me that a left-hand turnis
15 it going to use the southerly driveway, the one 15 acceptable.
16 closer to Gand, or the one that we' re proposing on 16 MR RACHED If | may clarify for the
17 @Gand? That's how you come up with the anount of 40 |17 board, so we don't |eave here with the wong i dea
18 or 50 that you and Maurice have tal ked about. 18 about traffic growh, so the trip generation
19 So you're right, it is many nore than 19 theoretically will not change in one, two, three, ten
20 40. But the site is nuch bigger than one driveway. 20 years.
21 The site has miltiple parking fields. 21 O course, if the use changes then the
22 And so those vehicles are then 22 trip generation wll change.
23 distributed across those driveways. Wat we have to |23 But what I'mtrying to say, if you put
24 look at is can all of the intersections, all of the 24 a housing devel opnent and we say it's going to
25 parking fields, everything operate and accept and 25 generate 100 trips, that's the case nore or |ess next
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1 year or the year afterward, year after. The trips on | 1 MR Del VEQCHQ | think the nodel
2 \Wést Gand nay increase because of ot her 2 resides in Qolliers archives, because if ny nemory
3 devel opnentss. 3 serves ne correct --
4 And that's why | wanted to remind the 4 M HPQIT. W& have it.
5 Dboard that between 2011 and 2022 there hasn't been 5 MR Del VEQCHQ -- Mawrice and his
6 rmuch of anincrease, it's been pretty steady over all 6 teamput together the model utilizing the data
7 these years. 7 collected by the applicant.
8 So | wanted to make sure that the board | 8 MR HPQIT That was around
9 understands that so there is no confusion as to what 9  2013/2014.
10 is the increase. 10 MR RACHED  Yes.
11 And "Il tell you again, being that the |11 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  So now the nodel is
12 gaps are ten tines what we need, even if we have an 12 the property of Colliers?
13 increase on st Grand for ten percent, 20 percent, 13 MR RACHED ¢ have it, M. Chairnan.
14 30 percent, it's still insignificant given the nunber |14 It's an old nodel. It has to be redone. It's not a
15 of gaps we have. 15 bigdeal. | amnot sure if Betsy has an updated
16 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  And | see 16  nodel, she nmay.
17 lowering the speed linit and | agree, but nobody has |17 MR HPQIT: W shared it with her,
18 told ne what people are driving on that road. You 18 she had a copy of it.
19 say it's 45, but | think they' re doing 50 coming down | 19 MR RACHED Say that again.
20 the ranp, you know. They're trying to beat one light |20 MR HPQIT. W shared the nodel with
21 tothe next light. 'Cause they don't want to stop at |21 Betsy when they were doing --
22 Mercedes. 22 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  When di d you share
23 MR RACHED | could tell you they are |23 that with Betsy?
24 not driving 50 down the ranp because | -- today | did |24 MR HPQIT: Probably a few years
25 it, | tried to go fast. You cannot. 25 after -- when they came in for Phase Il of Phase I,
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1 VI CE CHA RVAN STEFANELLI: MNo, | said 1 I/I1, whatever that was called, that phase, Betsy
2 Qand, | neant really underneath the overpass. 2 updated her nodel, if you renenber there was
3 MR RACHED (Ckay. | got it. 3 discrepancy with the board on whether the traffic
4 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  You know 4 counts were -- the projections were good or bad.
5 Because, |ike you said, you could see -- you cone in 5 Betsy had done more counts and at that tinme she had
6 viewand see the light at Mercedes and they're going 6 saidtheir projection of traffic in the future of
7 totryto beat that light. 7 what they thought it would be after opening was not
8 MR RACHED And again, regardless of 8 evenclosetoit.
9 the growth on Vst Gand, you still have the traffic 9 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Here --
10 signal that stops the traffic by the Parkway and 10 MR HPQIT So she took the nodel and
11 gives you a gap. Even if the nunber doubles, you're |11 ranwthit.
12 still going to have gaps. 12 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Here's ny read on
13 But then, |ike other board menbers 13 this. V¢ have a real challenge with Betsy not being
14 said, we still have to deal with the traffic coning 14 here. V¢ received fromMaurice this evening, |
15 off the ranp. But that's a lownunber, soit's not a |15 think, some promsing information with respect to
16  significant nunber. 16 lowering the speed linits along Gand Avenue, the
17 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI: Listen, | am |17 possibility of getting a stop sign to replace the
18 fairly convinced that | would look in favor if we did |18 yield sign conming off of the Parkway.
19 the nodel and it shows board nenbers, | would be -- | |19 | think we heard sone positive things
20 would consider the left-hand turn. 20 based upon the inquiries that he made during the past
21 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay, thank you. 21 week.
22 Wth respect to that nodel, what would |22 | think other things that cane to |ight
23 berequired in order to produce a nodel addressing 23 last week was this synchronizing of the lights, the
24 the concerns that were expressed by M. Sefanelli 24 proficiency of the new synchronization relying on G°S
25 and others? 25 versus nechanical nethods. | think putting this all
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1 together, speed limt, stop sign, synchronization of 1 The case is we know who the devel oper is, we know
2 the lights, the projection of growth, | don't knowif 2 what he has done and what he is proposing to do.
3  Betsy's report included the residential devel opnent 3 If we were to nove forward with an
4 occurring in Park Rdge right now 4 approval and condition that approval wth the
5 THE WTNESS: It did, it did. 5 understanding and acceptance of the applicant that if
6 CHARVAN DePINTQ It did? | think 6 it doesn't work and we have neasurabl e standards to
7 that, too, has to be put in. 7 say it doesn't work, it gets shut down.
8 Plugging this all in on the nodel, | 8 MR REGAN | think you have to define
9 don't think, based upon what | heard, there's no one 9 intheresolution, spell it all out what those
10 sitting here saying hell no, it's terrible, scrapit. |10 neasurable standards are, with the help of Andy and
11 But I think they need a little bit more |11  Maurice.
12 convincing that all of this infornation has been 12 And | think the devel oper woul d have to
13 taken into consideration by all of those that are 13 signonto that, it would be within a time period --
14 experts in the field. 14 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Now --
15 Am| correct, Frank? 15 MR REGAN -- X nunber of years after
16 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  Yes, | 16 a Qis issued, that the driveway condition could be
17 agree. 17 reviewed and if it's deened to be unacceptable to the
18 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  And Dante on the 18 borough, to public safety officials, the police
19 other side. 19  departnent, the borough woul d have a right to --
20 MR TEAQNQ  Yes. 20 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Let's go back to the
21 CHARVN DePINTQ  So | think we need a |21 history of that drive. W all knowthat there were
22 little bit nore information. | think we're close, 22 periods of tinme when the drive was open and utilized
23 but we need a little bit nore infornation. 23 by Mercedes-Benz, and there were tines where it was
24 V¢'re not looking to hold you up. (ne |24 chained off at the request or demand of the borough
25 of the things that | was concerned about, let's say 25 for whatever the reasons nmight have been at that
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1 we approve it as shown and we are dead wong. The 1 tine. W were controlling that point of access.
2 left turnin, the right-turnin, the projected gaps, 2 M way of looking at this is nooneis
3 let's say all of that turns out, big mstake on our 3 saying stop the project, but everyone wants the
4 part; can we, in fact, shut that down if need be? 4 assurance that if these experts are wong, we have
5 MR REGAN | amnot as confident as 5 recourse. | don't want the applicant to say, hey,
6 M. Hpolit is. | hatetosayit. 6 you gave it to me, tough luck, Charlie. Not that |
7 MR HPQIT Could we put a condition 7 think that he would. But we have to deal wth our
8 in? 8 concerns and we have to deal with our interest.
9 MR REGAN V¢ can, but keep in nind 9 MR TEAGNQ Can | make one nore
10 when this board grants site plan approval it confers |10 comment.
11 upon the devel oper certain vested rights under the 11 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  Sure.
12 Mnicipal Land Use Law 12 MR TEAGNQ | just want to make one
13 (kay. MNow, obviously the condition of 13 nore comment.
14 approval is county requirenents, county planni ng 14 CHAl RVAN DePINTQ ~ Sure.
15 board and so on. 15 MR TEAGNQ If | understand this
16 CHA RVAN DePINTQ | think -- 16 correctly, this whole -- the success of this depends
17 MR REGAN | just don't think the 17 on those gaps that you say are going to be created so
18  borough woul d be in a position to shut it down. 18 that it allows timng for the traffic to flow okay.
19 CHAL RVAN DePINTQ  No, | under st and. 19 That is sonmething that | don't know
20 But | think -- 20 much about, but you guys are the experts. |'mjust
21 MR HPQIT: It's not our road. 21 saying that | don't want to approve sonething that |
22 CHARVAN DePINTQ | think if we vere 22 see that has potentially dangerous situations, but
23 dealing with a raw piece of land with no other 23 you guys are the experts, the guys that put this to
24 devel opment around and dealing with a devel oper that 24  @PS, whatever systemis going to create the gaps and
25 we've never worked with before, that is not the case. |25 adjust the traffic accordingly, very smart people
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1 probably put that together. 1 and all saidoh, thisis all perfect, but | amnot
2 But, you know, Teslas were supposed to 2 hearing that right now And | think it's inportant
3 drive thenselves and a I ot of smart guys put that 3 to update that nodel, look at it one nore tine, and
4 stuff together and that's not working out. And | 4 evenwith that, get the cooperation of the applicant
5 would hate to see something that we put the onus on 5 to say here's the what-if scenario. If we're --
6 this electronic or whatever the right explanationis 6 M REGAN M. Chairman, | would want
7 for the term this @Sis, that that's where we're 7 the applicant to sign off on the netrics for those
8 really putting our noney. 8 standards that woul d be devel oped, | guess, by
9 MR HPQIT. Wth the systemthe way 9 Maurice and Andy. It woul d be incorporated in the
10 it is right nowtoday, nothing was to change, you 10 Resol ution.
11 have ten tinmes the gaps you need, when the GPS system |11 CHAl RVAN DePINTQ  So Andy Del Vecchi o,
12 isinstalled you'll be at ten tinmes plus sone 12 what do you have to say about this?
13 nunber -- renenber, you have a light on both sides of |13 MR Del VEQCHQ |'mjust |istening.
14 the driveway. 14 MR ZITELLI: M. Chairnan?
15 MR TEAGNQ Like Frank said, | haven't |15 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Sure, sure.
16 seen that. | haven't seen one gap. 16 MR ZITELLI: Let me add sonething.
17 M HPQIT | thinkit'sinthe 17 | amhearing this discussion about the
18 nodel . 18 nodel, all right, and typically what the nodel woul d
19 MR TEAGNQ | can't see agap. Dd 19 get updated to.
20 you see the gap. 20 And one of ny original things just
21 M HPQIT: No, but if you go out 21 before when | was speaking is what data we're putting
22 there and there's a light on both sides that turns 22 intoit. Putting dataintoit that's ten years old
23 red. 23 doesn't buy it for ne, okay? Because that site is so
24 MR TEAG\Q You have a lot of traffic, |24 different.
25 the gap -- without this electronic control. 25 So you can't put any data in there

Page 71 Page 73
1 MR HPQIT Exactly. 1 that, inny nmnd, is nore than two or three years
2 MR TEAGNQ |'mjust telling you -- 2 old, because everything has changed since then. So
3 I'mnot -- 3 you don't have a history that is nore than two or
4 MR RACHED To answer your question, 4 three years old. And it's continuing to evolve as we
5 M. Chairnan, to go back to your idea, there are 5 see because now, | just heard -- M. Qul hane
6 netrics we can quantify we can put on paper. 6 testified before that we have what, 40 people -- or
7 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay. 7 40 residences have started and we've got 156 there,
8 MR RACHED If we need to go that 8 right? Sothere's going to be nore. So the change
9 route. 9 is happening here.
10 MR REGAN That's what we need. 10 | amnot opposed -- obviously | am not
11 CHA RVAN DePINTQ | nean, we coul d 11  opposed to this devel opment at all, | amjust opposed
12 debate the workability of this thing forever, and 12 tothe left turn. That is ny key thing. | am
13 that's not what we're here to do. V¢ have our 13 opposed to that left turn. And, you know, we're
14 experts saying based upon the infornation they 14 talking about things here that are specul ation.
15 devel oped, they believe that there could be safe 15 W're talking about a stop sign that doesn't exist
16 ingress to the property in both an eastbound and 16 right now a speed linit change that doesn't exist
17 westbound direction going into the Gand Avenue 17 right now, synchronization that hasn't taken place
18 drive. 18 right now So all of these things we're talking
19 Ckay, | buy that. It's the what-if 19 about, all speculation, we don't have any of it.
20 factor. Wat if, infact, it does not work? A if 20 So | would rather go the approach,
21 you have a neasurabl e standard, that's the point you |21 M. Chairman, of no left turninitially until such
22 could pull the plug and say it ain't working, the 22 time as we feel it's confortable to make that |eft
23 chain goes up like it went up on Mercedes-Benz, until |23 turn and then grant it. But | would rather start out
24 such time as it can work. 24 and say uh-uh, no left turn. You know, let the
25 | nean, it's -- |'d rather we sat here |25 history showus that it's going to be a safe thing
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1 that we can do. 1 have that anynore.
2 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  But | think -- 2 The activity of the Marriott, you don't
3 MR ZITELLI: That's just ny opinion. 3 have what you had ten years ago.
4 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  But | think we heard | 4 So, yes, maybe we are adding nore
5 last week that if we don't allowthat left turnin, 5 residences at the district and the Horn Run property,
6 andlet's gowththat -- 6 but we've elinmnated probably inits day, between the
7 MR ZITELLI: Sure. 7 two Mercedes buildings on Mercedes Drive, we probably
8 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  -- that |eft-hand 8 had close to 2,000 peopl e working there. And those
9 turn heading south is going to occur at the 9 were the ol d-fashi oned days where peopl e went to work
10 intersection of Gand and DePiero. 10 five days a week.
11 M ZITELLI: Rght. 11 MR ZITELLI: Yes, | understand.
12 CHARVAN DePINTQ  And it's going to 12 CHARVAN DePINTQ  So if you really
13 direct all the traffic -- 13 want to analyze it, you can't just analyze it froma
14 MR ZITELLI: Correct. 14 projected growth of .5 0r 1.5. | think there's a
15 CHAIRVAN DePINTQ -~ down to that 15 value to that ten-year analysis. Mybe those days
16 intersection of the two sides of the street. 16wl conme back with the office buildings being
17 M ZITELLI: Yes. 17 occupied. | hope so.
18 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  Wat' s happeni ng 18 MR RACHED M. Chairnan, let ne
19 over by Wegmans and what's happening here. 19 clarify sonething.
20 MR ZITELI: Rght. 20 CHA RVAN DePINTQ | think there's
21 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  And | bel i eve what 21 value in considering it.
22 we heard fromMurice | ast week, you were not -- and 22 Yes, Mauri ce.
23 correct ne if | amwong, Maurice, you were not 23 MR RACHED Just to clarify to the
24  confortable with all of the traffic going to that one |24 board menbers, the data is fresh. Data was taken in
25 central point. 25 2022, specifically January 25, 2022. Data was taken
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1 I's that correct? 1 in 2018 and prior.
2 MR RACHED VYes, that is correct. 2 So to say that the applicant didn't
3 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay. So -- 3 provide fresh data, that would not be true. Thereis
4 MR ZITELLI: No, | understand that. 4 fresh data.
5 Wat |'msaying -- 5 | do went to coment on the nodel. |'m
6 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Wiat |'mfearful of 6 not sureit's going to be of any use. The nodel is
7 isif wedon't allowit, are we nmoving a problem 7 --w'regoingtolook at it and it's going to | ook
8 further south and not have an opportunity to deal 8 good. | think we will be wasting tine having someone
9 wthit as easily? 9 crank a model and come back here and display it and
10 MR ZITELLI: Yes, | understand that, 10 -- it's going to look good.
11 M. Chairnan. 11 | do like the Chairman's proposal isto
12 | amlooking at it as we're not -- what |12 put sone netrics to protect the Borough and to
13 we're -- we're not crossing three lanes of traffic -- |13 protect the community and see if it works. Andif it
14 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  No, | got that. 14 doesn't work, we have a backup plan. That is ny
15 MR ZITELLI: Yeah, so |'mlooking at 15 recommendation to you as your traffic engineer.
16 it as -- I'mnot saying that one situation -- it's 16 MR ZITELLI: M. Chairnan, who woul d
17  like the choice of which one is the worse thing. 17  be responsible for enforcing those netrics and
18 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Here's where | 18 verifying that they are net or not net?
19 disagree with you, when you're talking about data 19 CHA RVAN DePINTQ Wl I, if --
20 that is ten years ol d. 20 MR ZITELLI: Those are things we woul d
21 As we all know ten years ago we had 21 have in our Resol ution.
22 nore occupi ed of fice buildings in both Mntval e and 22 MR REGAN Wioever the borough
23 Park Rdge. 23 designates.
24 The G ey Boul evard activity which 24 MR ZITELLI: Again, who mght that be.
25 prinmarily came out onto Mercedes Drive. You don't 25 MR REGAN It could be our experts.
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1 M HPQIT It's usually us. 1 MR OLHANE |'mstill concerned that
2 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Yes, it would be the | 2 when we're talking about the left turn, the conflict
3 borough engineer, | would believe, that would analyze | 3 left turns are going to have is mnimzed because
4 it in conjunction wth the police departnent, | am 4 they're only going to be in conflict wth Parkway
5 sure. And there seens to be a good line of 5 exiting eastbound. That's 240 cars. The two main
6 communi cation between the borough engineer and the 6 through lanes have a red light.
7 police departnent as it relates to traffic and 7 MR RACHED  VYes.
8 traffic control. 8 MR CUHANE There's no traffic coning
9 So | think we woul d charge both of them | 9 on the two main | anes for that period of that red
10 with respect to the enforcenent. 10 light.
11 MR RACHED | think maybe it's tine 11 So there has to be a period of tine,
12 that | tell you what the metrics are because it's 12 and that's why | keep saying, the gap analysis does
13 pretty sinple and then you coul d see how this coul d 13 not apply when they occurred. | think the ngjority
14 be enforced. 14 occur when there is ared light for the exiting
15 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  Sure. 15 traffic heading westhound to exit.
16 MR RACHED And I'mnot inventing 16 MR HPQIT: The only conflicting
17  these netrics, they' re published nationally. There 17 traffic --
18 is a national traffic standard booklet, it's called 18 MR CUHANE And there's 240 cars, if
19 the Manual on UniformTraffic Control Devices. For 19 | remenber correctly, comng off the Parkway during
20 short, we call it the MUTCD. It is what we use in 20 the peak hour, that's four a mnute; on average,
21 all states, including New Jersey. 21 15 second gap.
22 Title 39 requires its use when we do 22 So | think the concerns which we all
23 traffic signs and traffic control. 23 have, | think thereis alot nore safe left turn
24 In that manual they have a netric for 24 tines availabl e because there is no traffic heading
25 theinstallation of atraffic signal, and | know 25 eastbound for a period of time. It's only the
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1 we'renot putting a traffic signal but give ne a 1 Parkway traffic exiting eastbound that it's in
2 nonent here. And this manual says that if we have 2 conflict with.
3 five or more crashes a year susceptible to 3 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Now, with respect to
4 inprovenent by a traffic signal, that that justifies 4 the signal, Andy, for the left-hand turn conming of f
5 atraffic signal. 5 of the Parkway, the timng of that signal, do we have
6 V¢ can apply the sane logic and say if 6 any control over that or is that Turnpike Authority
7 we have five or nore accidents a year susceptible to 7 orisit the county?
8 elimnation by closing this driveway, we will use 8 MR HPQIT: It's the county.
9 that netric. It's sonething that we've been using as | 9 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  The county.
10 traffic engineer for decades, it works, and enforcing | 10 S if we felt that we needed nore tine
11 it is straightforward and sinple. Every year we go 11 to hold that red light another 10 or 15 seconds,
12 to the police department, we look at the traffic 12 which woul d, as John said, help with the gap
13 accidents if there are any. V@ look at whether or 13 situation, we woul d just have to discuss it with the
14 not there will be -- they would have been elimnated |14 county.
15 if that driveway wasn't there, and if we reach that 15 I's that correct?
16 threshold that's published in the MUTCD, then we will |16 M HPQIT. nall county roads in
17  take the appropriate action. 17 Mntval e and anywhere in the county, you have a -- if
18 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  So there is a 18 you want nore tine added to a phase, left, right,
19 neasurabl e standard that could be utilized -- 19 through, you ask the county and the county does one
20 MR RACHED  VYes. 20 of two things: Ask you to provide a study to
21 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  -- and not create 21 determne what the best nethod to nove through that
22 reinventing the wheel. 22 signal is and where the tining needs to be or they
23 MR RACHED  VYes. 23 cone out and study thensel ves.
24 CHA RVAN DePINTQ 1" msorry, John, you |24 Inalot of cases like that, the county
25 had sonet hi ng. 25 would say, Borough, give ne a study to showif you
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1 changed the tine, and we're going to do our own study | 1 inthat lane that -- what Eric said was he said, and
2 at the same tine. They use the sanme counters at the 2 | think Chuck aligns withit, if the car is waiting
3 sane tine. 3 at athrough lane headi ng westbound, he said we woul d
4 Just so the board understands, we deal 4 -- the county woul d never approve the | eft turn.
5 wth Bergen Gounty all the time. Every county is a 5 MR TEAGNQ | understand.
6 little different. Bergen Gounty doesn't take their 6 MR HPQIT. The car's making a
7 roads lightly. 7 protected left turn.
8 Bergen County doesn't take their 8 It could stay there for 40 seconds.
9 signals lightly, they don't take their accident 9 Wo cares.
10 history lightly. They're very in target and have a 10 CHAIRVAN DePINTQ  Wiat is the capacity
11 very big traffic bureau that deals withit. 11 of that left-hand turn in, the stack capacity?
12 The county has said with no uncertainly |12 MR RACHED M. Chairman, | amlooking
13 the left-turn lane is going to work. There's so many |13 at the aerial as we speak and --
14 gaps it's not even an issue. 14 MR HPQIT It's going to be
15 I've talked to Eric Tinsak, he says | 15 different because they're going to have to nake --
16 amnot sure why your Board is worried about this. 16 it's noving.
17 The -- the through traffic is stopped at the Parkway |17 MR RACGHED It is noving, but | woul d
18 and your only conflict is the right-turn lane from 18 neasure this one and use that as an exanple or at
19 off the Parkway. They don't have -- when | say no 19 least as a starting point in the discussion.
20 concern, they have no concern. 20 MR TEAGNQ It's not noving if they're
21 Because if there was a left-turnout, | |21 waiting for the light to change.
22 think Chuck said it, he said if there was a left-turn | 22 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  No, no, just it's --
23 out, it would change because we have a left and a 23 there's nore cars.
24 |eft going on at the same tine. And we're alittle 24 MR RACHED Rght now based on the
25 concerned, the sight distance may becone a probl em 25 aerial, it shows approxi mately 160 feet, which is
Page 83 Page 85
1 withthat left out because of where that driver sits. 1 approxinmately, let's say, 25, 20 or 25 feet per car
2 He says but a one-way drive inwith a 2 uptoeight cars. It's nore than what we need.
3 left and aright in, yeah, I'mnot -- he doesn't 3 MR TEAGNO No. Aregular car is
4 understand what the concern was. 4 about 16 feet |ong.
5 |'ve tried to convey to hi myour 5 MR RACHED |'msorry.
6 concerns and he keeps comng back to ne with, the 6 MR TEAG\Q Isn't a normal car about
7 through traffic on Gand is stopped. It's not going, 7 16 feet long?
8 it'sunder ared light. The only conflict is the 8 MR RACHED Rght, but | ambeing
9 left and the Parkway traffic. And that's comng 9 conservative.
10 down, it slows down, it speeds up. There's -- the 10 So, | nean, yes, if you stack them
11 gaps are -- you keep hearing the testinony -- ten 11 close, you could stack more than that, but |'msaying
12 times the amount of gaps needed. 12 7to 8 feet confortably -- | nean seven to eight cars
13 It's not even close. It's not like 13 confortably.
14 we're saying there's -- you know, it's just, it's 14 MR TEAGNQ h, okay.
15 close. Like, hey, guys, it's close. If it was close |15 MR RACHED: And we do not need
16 the county woul d never approve this. 16 anywhere near that kind of queue.
17 MR TEAG\Q So the cars making a |eft 17 M TEAGND Ckay.
18 aren't waiting for anything other than a gap. 18 THE WTNESS.  The left-turn bay is
19 M HPQIT That'sit. 19 about 120 to 140 feet that we're proposing to go into
20 MR TEAGNQ They don't have a light. 20 the driveway. | believe that was the Chairnan's
21 MR HPQIT. No, they're waiting for a |21 question, how many can we fit in there. And | would
22 gap for a Parkway car to not conme off and just cut 22 agree. You can fit sonewhere around seven to eight
23 across ared light. There's no -- the double through |23 vehicles stacked.
24 traffic lanes are comng, they're not making a |eft 24 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  In your prof essi onal
25 turn, they're going to wait. They're going to wait 25 opinion, do you believe that that is adequate
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1 stacking capacity given the projected counts of that 1 ahead of tine that, you know, this --
2 point of access? 2 M HPQIT Like we do for S oan
3 THE WTNESS. It is nore than adequat e. 3 Kettering.
4 You woul d not anticipate nore than a vehicle or two 4 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  Huh.
5 inthis lane waiting to make a left turn. Evenif 5 M HPQIT Like we did for Soan
6 those volunmes, if we ran a sensitivity analysis to 6 Kettering.
7 really test it as M. Sefanelli asked, what if it 7 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  Yeah, |
8 was twce as many vehicles, not 50, it was 100, what 8 nean, | would expect that we shoul d have --
9 it if wasn't 50, it was 150, two to three vehicles, 9 MR HPQIT: Wen you go up Summit and
10 you can still accommdate seven to eight vehicles in |10 you cone up Spring Valley, | agree.
11 that bay out of the travel way waiting to make a left |11 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI: -- there
12 turn with adequate sight distance. 12 shoul d be signs to the east, right.
13 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay.  Any other 13 MR HPQIT | agree. Absolutely.
14 questions? 14 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  Advi sing
15 MR TEAG\O Wiat's the nane of that -- |15 that this is comng up.
16 let me ask Andy this -- @S or whatever, what's the 16 MR RACHED Even to the west, that's
17 nane of that systen? There's got to be a name for 17  the first driveway.
18 it. 18 M CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  And al so at
19 MR RACHED The generic name is 19 the west.
20 time-based coordinator. It's a GPS-based, tine-based |20 M HPQIT. Agree.
21 base coordinator. 21 VI CE CHAI RVAN STEFANELLI: | think we
22 MR TEAGNQ There's no, like, conpany 22 should al so have signs so that cars know that, hey,
23 name for that? 23 thisis adriveway here.
24 MR RACHED There are several 24 MR HPQIT: | think if you look at --
25 conpanies that make it. It depends on what equipment |25 MR ZITELLI: | heard what M. Qdivo
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1 the county is using, we'll use sonething conpatible. 1 saidthat, you know, oh, you have 600 feet, but, you
2 MR TEAG\Q Ckay, thank you. 2 know, you're going to be right there or going past
3 MR RACHED Sure. 3 the driveway before you realize, oh, ny gosh, you
4 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI: | just have 4 know --
5 two questions. 5 MR HPQIT: | think we learned a | ot
6 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Sure, go ahead. 6 fromSoan Kettering. So Sloan Kettering vent in
7 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  So what kind | 7 with the three driveways and it becane a probl em
8 of signage -- | amconcerned about people coning up 8 right anay for them They came back to us with this
9 tothe site and trying to get in there, so howdo we 9 way finding project which needed county approval
10 coordinate people getting to the site and getting to |10 because county road, and once they did that
11  that left-turn lane, you know 11 wayfinding, all the problens went away. People knew
12 THE WTNESS. Vel 1, | believe there's 12 which -- the deliveries vent to the west driveway and
13 signage proposed on the building. 13 the other two driveways were for patient drop-off,
14 I's there corner -- 14 long-termparking. You need to do that here.
15 MR REGAN There are actually monunent | 15 MR ZITELLI: 1'd like to see sone
16 signs. 16 signs on the roads advising that --
17 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  |I's there 17 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Yes, | think what we
18 going to be a monunent sign on the -- "cause | didn't |18 had planned to do was once we got through the site
19 see that. 19 plan application process we would go into nore detail
20 Is that in the plan? 20 with respect to the signage.
21 MR REGAN | think you need sone signs |21 I's that correct?
22 on the roads. 22 MR Del VECCHQ That's correct.
23 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  Yeah, that's |23 CHA RVAN DePINTQ Ckay.  So, yes. And
24  where | was going to go. It sounds |ike we shoul d 24 | think, based on the discussions we have been
25 have sone signs on the road alerting the drivers 25 having, that we all agree it is inperative that there

www.huseby.com

Huseby Global Litigation

800-333-2082



http://www.huseby.com

In Re: SHG Montvale, LLC- Preliminary and Final Site Plan Approval

Hearing on 07/05/2022 Pages 90..93
Page 90 Page 92
1 be directional signage -- 1 Vdul d anyone care to make a nmotion to
2 MR ZITELLI: Yes, correct. 2 open the neeting to the public?
3 CHA RVAN DePINTQ -~ everything el se 3 MR LINTNER So noved.
4 that's going to take place. 4 MR OULHANE  Second.
5 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI: M | ast 5 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Motion M. Lintner,
6 question, ny last question. 6 seconded M. Qul hane.
7 CHAl RVAN DePINTQ ~ Sure. 7 Al in favor?
8 VI CE CHA RVAN STEFANELLI : 8 (Whereupon, all present nenbers respond
9  Synchroni zation, does that include the Parkway sync. 9 inthe affirmtive.)
10 MR HPQIT. Yes, sol think | was 10 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  Anyone fromthe
11 telling Dante, it was off the record but on the 11 public wish to be heard.
12 record, | think if you were to approve this and if 12 M5, KELLY: ['mthe public. ['mhere.
13 your deliberations, you would include the tinme-based |13 MR REGAN Could | have your full nanme
14 coordinator systemas part of your approval. 14 and address, please.
15 VICE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  Rght, but | |15 MB. KELLY: Sure.
16 just want -- and that will be listed on the -- 16 Cheryl, GHERY-L. Kelly, K-e-l-I-y.
17 lights, or howare we going to do that. 17 M address is Cheryl Kelly 138 Green Wy, Montvale.
18 MR HPQIT: It's goingto be -- right |18 MR REGAN (ould you raise your right
19 nowit's proposed to be five lights. | had added in |19 hand, please.
20 two nore lights. Two nore make it seven. 20 Do you swear or affirmthat the
21 MR REGAN You have 125,000 for -- 21 testinmony you will give in this proceeding shall be
22 M HPQIT. Rght. The five lights 22 the truth so help you God?
23 arejust -- comng down the Parkway signal, comng 23 MB. KELLY: Yes.
24 down Gand and DePiero, Gand and Ad Mrcedes, then |24 CHERYL KELLY,
25 @and and Phillips and Spring Valley and Summit. | 25 138 Green Wy, Mntval e, New Jersey, having been
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1 added in Sutmit and Spring Valley and Chester R dge 1 duly sworn, testifies as follows:
2 and Sumit if the noney -- the test -- because, you 2 MR REGAN Thank you.
3 know, the other part is bigger devel opnent that we 3 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay, thank you.
4 don't focus on nowis, is the truck traffic comng 4 MS. KELLY: M questions are, you know,
5 fromthe north, comng down Chestnut R dge Road 5 pretty sinmlar to what M. Zitelli said about the
6 making a left on Sutmt, naking the right down 6 traffic volune. 1'velived in Mntvale for 15 years.
7 Phillips, you know-- at all, in ny opinion. 7 1 live off of Summit. You cannot nmake a |eft-hand
8 CHA RVAN DePINTQ Al right. 8 turn, there are no gaps in traffic.
9 MR ZITELLI: M. Chairnan, one nore 9 I'dlike to see data that takes into
10 question for you or -- 10 consideration if Valley Hospital is building 86, 000
11 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  Sure. 11 square feet, how many physicians, what is their
12 MR ZITELLI: -- just in general? Do 12 business plan, what's the patient volune going to be?
13 we have agreenent that, you know, if we do go forward |13 They're going to be drawing fromall of Bergen County
14 with the Resolution here that we will have a 14 to put all of those patients there in Mntvale.
15 contingency based on certain netrics about 15 That's areally valuable spot for them the fact that
16 potentially closing that -- 16 it'sright off the Parkway. It's incredibly val uable
17 CHA RVAN DePINTQ I, | think before |17 to them
18 we do that we have to see what the applicant's 18 There's a daycare going in there.
19 positionis going to be. 19  You're also going to have el derly and sick peopl e who
20 MR ZITELLI: That's what | -- so 20 are going to be making a left-hand turn there. |
21 essentially, through you, 1'masking shoul d we ask 21 alnost had an accident two tines today on Gand
22 the applicant will they agree to that. 22 Avenue at 2:00 in the afternoon.
23 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Unl ess we have any 23 Traffic and the problem-- in this town
24 other questions, but before we open it again to the 24 isasignificant problem and I'd like to see the
25 applicant, | do want to openit up to the public. 25 data. | have to adnit that |'mnot really inforned
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1 about this, thisis ny first neeting. |'mstarting 1 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay. | think
2 to do sone research. 2 that's consistent with what M. Stefanelli was
3 But having lived here for 17 years... 3 saying.
4 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  And we share those 4 M5 KELLY: Like put it -- there's
5 concerns. And as you may or nay not know we, to0o, 5 screens all over here. Put it up on the screens and
6 are all residents of Mntvale. Mny of us have lived | 6 let's see a similation with the traffic patterns that
7 here for that period of tine. 7 your ten years of data represent, carving out the
8 M5, KELLY: And longer, |'msure. 8 (OMDyears, adding in a daycare center, adding in
9 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  So we' ve been 9 Valley Hospital, adding in the thousands of new homes
10 through the same thing. Mny of us have served on 10 that are being devel oped in this comunity. | think
11 this board for a long tinme. V& know the traffic 11 it can't be understated.
12 problens. W do share your concerns relative to the |12 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  Thank you for your
13 projection of vehicles that will be used. 13 coments.
14 | think M. Hpolit's suggestion of 14 Anyone el se fromthe public?
15 tyinginthe traffic lights on Sutmit Avenue woul d 15 (Nb response. )
16  benefit your devel opment as well to help create more | 16 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  Motion to close the
17  gap tines based upon this new-- Andy, why don't you |17 neeting to the public?
18 explain howthis @S signal or synchronization works? |18 MR CUHANE  So noved.
19 MR HPQIT 1'd prefer if Maurice 19 MR LININER  Second.
20 does it. 20 CHA RVAN DePINTQ M. Qul hane.
21 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Sure. 21 M. Lintner.
22 MR RACHED So when we look at this 22 Al in favor?
23 particular proposal we're discussing tonight, the 23 (Wereupon, all present nenbers respond
24 driveways between the signal and DePiero, which used |24 inthe affirmative.)
25 to be Mercedes Drive, and the signal at the Parkway, 25 CHAL RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay.
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1 right now because these signals are operating based 1 M. Del Vecchio, share with us your
2 ontheir oan internal clocks, their timng would go 2 pearls of wisdom
3 out of synchronization -- 3 MR Del VEQCHQ What are we doi ng?
4 M5, KELLY: Nb, conceptually | 4 MR HPQIT: The whole list is out.
5 understand it. 5 MR REGAN Let's just be careful
6 MR RACHED  Yeah, okay. 6 there.
7 So when we install the new equi pnent, 7 MR Del VEQCHQ The post-construction
8 it will keep all these clocks Iinked to the atomc 8 conditionis something that, if the i nmediate remedy
9 clock, whichis anational clock, so it keeps them 9 toatrigger is the closing of the driveway, that's
10  always synchronized so they woul d operate as 10 sonmething | can't give you an answer to tonight. It
11 intended. That's the whole idea is to have them 11 has ripple effects across tenants, across |eases.
12 operate as intended. 12 There are not too many tenants that | amaware of
13 R ght now, once they go out of sync, 13 that will signon a dotted lease with a site that
14 they do not operate as intended. 14 coul d change while they're in occupancy.
15 As intended, for exanple, neans we 15 For purposes of this evening, what we
16 would provide the red at the Parkway signal, we 16 could agree tois that if there is a trigger that,
17 provide the red at DePiero, and that creates gaps in |17 you know, we agree on what that trigger is and the
18 between. And we coul d do the sane at ot her 18 trigger occurs, you know, we would agree to
19 locations. Sothat's what is nmeant by 19 immediately neet wth whoever we need to neet with
20 synchronization of signals. 20 and cone to a remedy or a solution for that
21 M5, KELLY: No, | understand. | 21 condition, whatever it may be, and work towards it,
22 under st and. 22 very sinilar to what you see in, traditionally in the
23 If | were a menber of a conmittee, | 23 lighting world, where you install lighting, thereis
24 would went to see sinulation software to see howit 24 a problem six nonths, you test it and you conme back
25 works, | think, probably -- 25 and you nake the adjustments that need to be nade to
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1 fixit. 1 actually less.
2 V¢'re comitted to fixingit. Ve're 2 And we're happy to doit. W'Il go
3 confident that the condition will prove itself out 3 through, you know the process of updating the nodel,
4 after installed, given the margin of safety factors 4 but | don't want you to be surprised and | don't want
5 that many of you have expressed will exist. 5 to be tagged with, you know, you put your hands on
6 But interns of comitting tonight to 6 the scale in creating the nodel.
7 shutting that exit down at some point in the further, 7 CHARVAN DePINTQ  Rght. And that nay
8 that is not sonething | can give you an answer to. 8 well be the case. But if that's the confort --
9 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  And with respect to 9 MR Del VEOCHQ Happy todoiit.
10  having your professionals work with the borough 10 CHA RVAN DePINTQ -~ that the board
11 professionals in fine-tuning the traffic study, 11 needs in order to nove forward wth the application,
12 including the growth projections fromprojects that 12 | think it should be done. Because ny sense is there
13 we all knowreceived within the past year or two 13 is adisconfort right nowthat we have to overcone.
14 approvals, such as the district, such as the Horn 14 M HPQIT. And, M. Chairman, if |
15 Rock properties, the Toll Brothers -- 15 can just say, when they did -- and Betsy's not here
16 MR REGAN Millage Springs -- 16  does pose a probl em-- when they did these two, the
17 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  -- right, taking 17 lower part, the daycare and the offices --
18 these into consideration, are you prepared to 18 MR REGAN At Dulles Parkway.
19 authorize your professionals to undertake those 19 M HPQIT -- right, we gave Betsy
20 studies and prepare the nodel, or a nodified nodel ? 20 that nodel. So she took that nodel and made changes
21 MR Del VEQCHQ | think what we're 21 toit because, again, we nade a recount --
22 talking about in earnest is actually just updating 22 M. Del Vecchio's right, we nade a
23 the nodel. | think what you have just said as the 23 recount to traffic because Wegnmans was now open,
24 precursor is not factually necessary for the 24 |lifestyle center was now open. So she has it.
25 followng reason. 25 CHA RVAN DePINTQ | the nodel that
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1 Mst of all of those devel opnents were 1 you have is updated -- and quite frankly, | wouldn't
2 enconpassed and anticipated in the reports. 2 rely on M. Dolan, unfortunately --
3 And as alluded to by M. Rached, yes, 3 MR HPQIT Youre right about that.
4 the data goes back ten years, but it's not ten years 4 CHA RVAN DePINTQ V¢ don't have the
5 old Every tine this applicant has appeared, whether 5 tine-- | nean, | feel very sorry for whatever that
6 it was for the original PUD approval for \égnans, 6 problemmght be, but | would inagine that M. Qivo
7 whether it was for Phase Il of the Vegnans proj ect, 7 could adjust the model, has the capability.
8 whether it was for North Market, whether it was for 8 MR Del VEQCHQ Yes, | was just
9 Phase Il DePiero down belowwth the daycare center, 9 confirming with himwhat | already knew but yes.
10 every tine we appear, your engineers demanded and 10 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  And | bel i eve when
11 required, and we conplied, that we provide a new 11 that nodel is adjusted, displaying it on the nonitors
12 fresh set of study to add a layer to the base that 12 to showhow in fact, the gap occur -- M. Qivo, if
13 was created ten years ago. 13 you were to adjust the nodel, what could the board
14 | hate to say this, and we're happy to |14 and the public expect to see on this nodel ?
15 doit, but | amgoing to tell you that |I'd be shocked | 15 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI :
16 if that nodel doesn't produce traffic vol unes that 16 M. Chairman, | just -- one question.
17 are less than what your experts charged us to do when |17 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Sure.
18  we were the unknown quantumand Végnans was wal ki ng 18 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  Wth all due
19 inthe door. Because the Vgnans traffic was so 19 respect, Andy, we haven't heard any testinony that we
20 overestimated in that nodel, we haven't yet realized |20 were five times over at egmans or any of that. This
21 it. 21 isthefirst tine we're hearing anything. W didn't
22 So what's going to happen is we're 22 hear her testinony.
23 going to put in a couple of extra devel opnents, we're |23 M HPQIT: Rght.
24 going to account for the overestimation that never 24 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI: So all | am
25 materialized and you're going to see a result that's |25 sayingis that we want to be assured. And whet her
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1 it's a nmodel or somebody giving us some testinony 1 even a quarter of that nunber in this case on a daily

2 saying that this devel opment, that devel opnent will 2 basis.

3 add this amount of cars, we haven't heard -- has any 3 MR ZITELLI: You're telling ne we

4 board nenber heard that. 4 wouldn't be allowed to put a signal there?

5 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  No. 5 MR RACHED That's correct, yes.

6 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  No. 6 MR REGAN The county woul d have to

7 Al we want to do it hear the 7 nmake the call on that anyway. V¢'re not even close.

8 information so we can make a deci sion. 8 MR RACHED  Yes.

9 End of story. 9 MR REGAN They won't go anywhere with

10 THE WTNESS.  To answer the question 10 it.

11  about the nodel and that question as well, 11 MR ZITELLI: I'[1 tell you, I'm

12 M. Sefanelli, is that by updating the nodel and 12 thinking of a situation in Paranus, of all places,

13 conparing it to, again, | think what has been 13 right, because | grew up there, and fashion center on

14 clarified a nunber of times, because we have all 14 East Rdgewood Avenue there, there's a left-turn

15 these data points up to fresh data fromthis year, we |15 signal that allows you to get into the fashion

16 would be able to quickly conpare and show you this is |16 center. There's one -- you know they've got a

17 what we projected it to be, thisis what it actually |17 stacking |ane there and specifically a light that

18 is, and you woul d be able to see dynamcs |ike gap, 18 allows you to make -- exist anynore, but | thought

19  synchronization of signals, things like that in 19 that waes, you know-- to me that -- | woul d feel

20 realtine. 20 really confortable if we had that kind of situation

21 CHAIRVAN DePINTQ  And | think that's 21 there and | woul d have no objection at all.

22 what's so inportant right now 22 Again, | amconcerned about the |eft

23 | agree with you, Frank, and the other 23 turn. | amconcerned about, you know, even though

24 board nenbers that have those concerns. 24 we've got a stacking lane there, we're still hearing,

25 M. Del Vecchio indicated that he was 25 you know, that there -- | nean, | wouldn't want to be
Page 103 Page 105

1 not inapositionright now Cbviously, he has to 1 sitting in a car there nyself and having cars goi ng

2 speak to his clients, the what-if factor, and to see 2 eastbound at 45 niles an hour, two |anes and then

3 what their position would be on that. 3 where I'msitting. | would feel like a sitting duck.

4 What el se? 4 You know, that's just how | woul d feel about it.

5 MR ZITELLI: M. Chairman, | amgoing 5 So again, |'mapproaching this froma

6 to throw one more suggestion out, if | may? 6 safety concern. | nean, I'mall in favor for this

7 CHAI RVAN DePI NTQ ~ Sure. 7 devel opnent, | just have one issue, which is that

8 MR ZITELLI: Sorry to do this, but 8 left turn, all right. And, you know, so if we can do

9 could we consider atraffic signal there with a |eft 9 -- alight would be wonderful in ny mnd.

10 turn? | nean, that woul d nake ne feel so much better |10 Hinminating or not elininating that left turn woul d

11 if there was a left-turn signal there. 11 be ny other thing.

12 CHA RVAN DePINTQ Do you have the 12 Do the study. Do the study. Let's go

13 warrants? That's the probl em 13 see what it is. But I'mtelling you what ny concern

14 MR HPQIT: Youcan't just put a 14 s

15 signal there. 15 CHAL RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay.

16 MR RACHED It wouldn't neet the 16 MR ZITELLI: Rght on the table.

17 required warrants. To put a signal thereis 17 CHAl RVAN DePINTQ M. Del Vecchi o,

18 sonething called warrants, which consist of nunber of |18 where do you want to go with this.

19 vehicle trips. 19 MR Del VEQCHQ V' re happy to, you

20 To give you a very quick idea what they |20 know advance the nodel if that aids in the

21 are, at aregular intersection you need to have over 21 deliberation. You know, we've obviously done it

22 500 trips on the main road, which we do, but you need |22 before, we're happy to do it again.

23 to have over 150 trips on the mnor road, which we 23 Interns of the traffic testinony this

24 don't, for eight hours, not just for the p.m peak 24 evening, | think we've reached a natural concl usion.

25 and the a.m peak. \W're not even close. V¥ re not 25 CHAIRVAN DePINTQ Wth regard to the
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1 nodel, M. Qivo, you don't have a copy of that 1 tomorrow You can certainly --
2 nmodel, | presune. 2 M HPQIT VYes. They have to
3 THE WTNESS. | don't, but as far as 3 authorize us to do sone work on that which, then
4 the underlying foundation of the nodel, you actually 4 we'll come up with what the speed shoul d be reduced
5 haveit, or Colliers has it. 5 to.
6 CHAl RVAN DePINTQ R ght. 6 CHAl RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay.
7 THE WTNESS.  And that can be shared 7 MR HPQIT. Gowh projections, |
8 and we can sinply download it. 8 think Mwrice and M. divo need to work a little
9 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  If you get the call 9 better. Have M. Qivo explain what projections
10 fromM. Del Vecchio to adjust the nodel, Andy, you 10 they're using so you' Il understand what those growh
11 coul d have Maurice forward that, too. 11 projections are. And there's testinony -- | wote
12 MR Del VEQCCHQ And we're still 12 that nore than once.
13 engaged with Dolan and Dean, so to the extent they 13 I's runple strips as we cone of f the
14 have it, we have no issues with being able to -- 14 Parkway, so you come off the Parkway, you hit the
15 CHA RVAN DePINTQ I 1, | hate to 15 yield sign, you now nake a right turn going past the
16  schedul e another neeting and not have the author of 16  vacant property, the wetland area; is the board
17 the report. |f there's any doubt that we're not 17  desirous of ne investigating runble strips there or
18 going to hear direct testinony fromBetsy Dolan, | 18 not.
19 think we're going to have to ask for another report 19 MR TEAGNO No. | hate those.
20 fromsoneone who can stand behi nd what ever the report | 20 M HPQIT. | just was mentioning
21 says. 21 that.
22 | mean, this whole traffic thing, we're |22 MALE VO CE  They wear out, nobody
23 kind of doing backwards. MNow it's true, it's very 23 replaces them
24 unfortunate with M. Dolan, whatever -- whatever that |24 MR HPQIT: The new nodel -- Maurice
25 problemmght be, but | don't know how | ong the 25 is going to coordinate with Chuck tonorrow the new
Page 107 Page 109
1 applicant could tolerate this, and | know the board 1 nodel.
2 is losing patience because they want answers to their 2 The stop sign, Qolliers is still
3 questions, and rightly so. 3 pursuing the stop sign with the Turnpike Authority.
4 Maybe you should just send -- 4 There's going to be a request fromthe Myor and
5 MR HPQIT. Vé're going to send them 5 Qouncil, we will ask the county as they said they
6 But | have a couple of -- | just want to make sure 6 would doit, the county would concur, and that
7 that -- | wote down a lot of notes, | want to make 7 request will be sent in; that's the desire of the
8 sure | got the right stuff for us. 8 board?
9 The @S sync over the time-based 9 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  Yes.
10 coordinator, at least in ny opinion and Maurice's 10 M HPQIT Ckay, that's good.
11 opinion, if you were to approve this, it should be a |11 | amgoing to talk to the chief
12 requirement. And we will have a discussion with the |12 tonorrow about getting a speed study done sonewhere
13 county about that so we have nore detail on the five |13 between the DePiero's light and the Parkway |ight
14 versus seven. 14 about what the speed of cars either conmng through
15 The speed limt reduction, that's 15 traffic cars, one, and the police can only do so
16 really a Myor and Council request. It's 45 now | 16 much, so give us sone data -- it'll be a short -- and
17 have a Mayor and Council meeting tonorrow and | will 17  the second one woul d be just give a speed of cars
18 bring this up and ask themto make a request, if the |18 conming off the Parkway and as they accel erate, what
19  board wants ne to. 19 speed are they going between the Parkway ranp and
20 CHAl RVAN DePINTQ  Yes. 20 let's say hal fway up the property.
21 MR HPQIT. Ckay. V¢ have to ask the |21 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay.
22 county to make a -- so you can't just -- you're not 22 MR HPQIT | nean, again, the police
23 allowed to just reduce speed, they use data that will |23 have linited data. If the data they get is good
24 be done and it will be supplied to Golliers -- 24 enough, great.
25 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  You have a neeting 25 If not, you can always request the
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1 applicant does it simlar to what we did on Fox HII 1 see what data they have. | don't know what data they
2 Road, we put -- actually put speed nonitors out 2 have. | knowthat -- go farther back, I'Il ask that
3 there. 3 question.
4 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Right. 4 And then the last thing | have is
5 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI: And do we do | 5 recent nention MJTCD test of five accidents per year,
6 that during the busy peak hour. 6 but | think the applicant is saying that they
7 MR HPQIT Yes, that's what I'm 7 wouldn't agree to that.
8 goingtotell them Tell themto doit inthe p.m 8 MR REGAN That woul d be one of the --
9 peak and -- is the way we want it. 9 MR HPQIT Anetric. | don't know
10 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  Just wanted |10 if the board wants to pursue that.
11 toclarifyit. 11 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  That' s sonet hing for
12 MR HPQIT: Yeah, it'd be right 12 the board to decide.
13 around 5:00 is when we want to sit. They'd probably |13 But | think all the other points that
14 sit around 295 Vst Gand and then get it fromthere. |14 you' ve cone up with or based on your notes are
15 Traffic counts for the right-turn lane, |15 accurate.
16 | don't know are we doing anything with traffic 16 MR HPQIT Ckay. Except for the
17 counts to the right-turn lane? As far as the right 17 runble strips at that --
18 turn conming of f the Parkway and cars making a right, 18 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  Qorrect.
19 how did we come up with the projection how nany cars | 19 M HPQIT God.
20 are making that right? | don't knowif | got the 20 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  You okay with that,
21 answer yet. 21 M. Del Vecchio?
22 MR RACGHED | think we have these 22 MR DELVEGCHQ In terns of
23 nunbers. 23 M. Hpolit's notes, | think, you know, they
24 MR HPQIT The applicant shoul d 24 represent the discussion.
25 really present that at the next neeting so the board |25 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay. W still have
Page 111 Page 113
1 can hear that. 1 alittlebit of time. Wat el se would you like to
2 MR ZITELLI: You nentioned the 2 try and cover this evening?
3  Parkway. |s that the one at the intersection of 3 MR DelVEQCHQ |'d like to cover
4 @and and Chestnut Rdge? Is that where you' re 4 M. Rodriguez's testinony, which is [andscaping.
5 talking about. 5 Thereis not alot of testimony there, but she did
6 M HPQIT No, |I'msaying when cars 6 travel to get here and I'd like to try to resolve
7 -- cars that come off the Parkway, nmake a right turn, 7 that area.
8 hownany cars are going to turn right into the site. 8 CHARVAN DePINTQ  Let's take a
9 MR ZITELLI: Yeah, you nentioned the 9 five-mnute break and then we will get to her.
10  Parkway light, | think, right? Dd you say that, 10 And then with respect to Mke Dpple's
11 Parkway light? Wat light are we talking about? 11 letter of today, which is pretty extensive --
12 MR HPQIT The light at the Parkway |12 MR REGAN V@ just received it.
13 and Gand Avenue. So you cone down the ranp, just at |13 CHA RVAN DePINTQ ¢ just received it.
14 like -- when you come of f 172, there's a light right 14 MR DELVEGCHQ Yes, we had promi sed,
15 there. That light. 15 if you renenber at the last neeting, that we would --
16 MR ZITELLI: Ckay. Ckay. 16 we said we would conply. V& wanted to put it in
17 MR HPQIT: | amgoing to ask the 17 witing as to how and give you detailed documentation
18 chief to have the police departnent pul | hopeful Iy 18 to do that.
19 what wll be a ten-year history, so ten years ago or 19 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  The problemis
20 nore, when the driveway was open, the previous 20 M. Hpolit hasn't had an opportunity to read it.
21 driveway, what was the accident history? 21 MR Del VEQCHQ  Unhder st ood.
22 And if there wasn't accident history, 22 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  But let's take a
23 what was the type of accident. 23 five-nminute break.
24 So hopeful |y when the driveway was open |24 MR Del VEQCHQ Sure.
25 it had alot of leftsin, rights in, whatever. ['[l 25 (Whereupon, a brief recess is taken.)
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1 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  This neeting will 1 And those review letters contai ned

2 come to order. 2 certain conments concerning |andscapi ng and

3 M. Del Vecchi0? 3 screening, correct?

4 MR DELVEQCHQ Yes. Thank you, 4 A Correct.

5 M. Chairman. 5 Q And in anticipation of appearing here

6 As | had indicated just before the 6 this evening you had col | aborated with M. D pple who

7 break, ny intentionistocall M. Trini Rodriguez of 7 prepared a letter dated -- with today's date dated

8 ParkerRodriguez who is the | andscape architect on 8 July 11, which included certain responses to

9 this portion of the project and the entirety of the 9 landscapi ng conments regarding this project, correct?

10 project so famliar face, | guess. 10 A Yes.

11 MR REGAN You want her swear here in? |11 Q Now that we've got the formalities

12 MR Del VEQCHQ Yes, please. 12 done, let's deal with practicality.

13 MR REGAN Do you swear or affirmthat |13 You were the | andscape designer for

14 the testinony you will give in this proceeding shall 14 this project, many of the coments that were raised

15 be the truth so help you God? 15 were really focused on the screening nature of the

16 Ms. RDRGEZ | do. 16 landscaping for certain areas of the project that

17 TRI NI RODRI GUEZ AC, PLA 17 required | andscaping, screening, light |oading, like

18 101 North Union Sreet, Suite #320, A exandria, 18 trash enclosures in relation to those conments your

19 Mirginia, having been duly sworn, testifies as 19 responses contained in M. Dipple's letter, the

20 fol | ows: 20 intent is just to essentially upsize all of the

21 MR REGAN And for the record, state 21 screening to a conpliant height so that we fully

22 your full name, please, and spell your |ast nane. 22 conply with the code in those areas?

23 M5. RODRGEZ ood evening, ny nane 23 I's that correct?

24 is Trini Rodriguez with the firmof ParkerRodriguez. 24 A Correct.

25 MR Del VEQCHQ M. Rodriguez 25 So what we did is we actually up-sized
Page 115 Page 117

1 previously testified -- 1 the plans. W actually revised the site lighting

2 MR REGAN She's previously been 2 just to make sure that it was, sort of, an

3 qualifiedinthe field of landscape architecture on 3 intentional, sort of |andscaping around the utilities

4 several occasions before the board. 4 created what we've kind of called a utility cord

5 V¢ have accepted her. 5 which actually kind of allowed for those utilities to

6 MR Del VECCHQ That's correct, 6 sit there surrounded by this new screening not -- not

7 M. Regan. 7 newscreening, it was there, it was just up-sized and

8 If the board is confortable with her 8 thenit was softened up with sone additional planting

9 credentials |'ll proceed. 9 infront to provide some softer textures and seasonal

10 DI RECT EXAM NATION 10 interest.

11 BY MR Del VEGCHQ 11 And those were actual ly the -- the

12 Q M. Rodriguez, we marked prior to this |12 plans that the planner had, sort of, requested

13 evening as A-15 a set of drawings entitled "Landscape |13 heights, which we have actual |y updated on our plans.

14 Architecture Plan" prepared by ParkerRodri guez 14 Q Now, you are the designer and architect

15 consisting of four sheets and having a revision date |15 of the |andscape plan for Buildings 1, 2 and 3, that

16 through June 23, 2022. 16 are either conplete or virtually conplete as we here

17 Those plans are on the table next for 17 today correct?

18 you and | right now 18 A Correct, yes.

19 Vére those draw ngs prepared by you or 19 Q You had an opportunity to visit the

20 under your supervision? 20 site and see the results of your planning and design

21 A Yes, they were. 21 in bloomso to speak?

22 Q You had al so prior to this hearing this |22 A Exactly, yes.

23 evening received a -- actual |y you received several 23 Q Is the intent that the next phase that

24  reviewletters fromvarious professionals concerning |24 is being applied for here this evening coordinating

25 this project. 25 with the existing work that you've done to date?
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1 A CQorrect. Yes, we used, you know, the 1 with L2A and the civil engineers on that.
2 sanme palette of plant material there. 2 Q And based upon your design you bel i eve
3 And the ideais that it feels like a 3 that the plans fully conply with those requirenents?
4 seamess project. | nean | have to admt |'ve been 4 A Yes.
5 upat the site doing a lot of punch work and working 5 And the planner did make one comment
6 with the construction conpany and | just wanted to 6 there were four spaces at the corner that were
7 congratulate all of you because | think as -- overall 7 actually missed. And it was really a probl emof
8 as the place has really cone to fruition and | think 8 coordination that was a change that was nade to the
9 thiswll beagreat additionto -- to that. 9 siteplan at the last mnute and it was just mssed.
10 Q There was, | recall, a comment 10 Q And that's --
11 concerning the wall naterial for the hardscape? 11 A That's been updated and added.
12 A Qorrect. 12 Q And | guess just so we're clear on the
13 Q What is the intent? And | tread very 13 record that will be added and updated because the
14 lightly into color areas, but what is the intent with |14 board hasn't seen those plans --
15 the -- 15 A Qorrect.
16 A S -- 16 Q -- it may be done in your shop but we
17 Q -- the color of the wall blocks that 17  haven't submtted the plans yet?
18 are shown in the details on your plans? 18 A Yes. Qorrect.
19 A Rght. 19 Q And that's part of the response
20 So the -- the details showthree colors |20 contained in M. Dpple's letter, correct?
21 which is what the manufacturer provides, nmanufactures |21 A Qorrect.
22 three different pal ettes. 22 MR Del VEQCHQ A this point,
23 And what we suggested in the documents, |23 M. Chairman, | don't have any further questions of
24 whichis spelled out, is anix of them It's a 24 M. Rodriguez.
25 30 percent, | forget the nane |edger/legend, 40 and 25 | make her available for any remaining
Page 119 Page 121
1 401 believe they're on -- in the draw ngs. 1 question by the board.
2 And it's the sane palette that has been | 2 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay.
3 used on all of the walls on Phase | soit's already 3 M. Hpolit, have you had an
4 there, yes. 4 opportunity to reviewthe plans with respect to
5 It's 30 percent -- 30 percent that's 5 landscape architecture?
6 Slverado, 40 percent Lafayette and 40 percent 6 M HPQIT Sol didn't, but as the
7 Kodi ak. 7 board knows we used Qus DeB asio to do that --
8 And the idea is to get a mich nore 8 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  |'mssorry.
9 natural mx of colors instead of a nore solid either 9 MR HPQIT W& used Qus DeBlasio to
10 red or gray or brown. Soit'sa-- it'samchnore |10 doit.
11 softer Iook. 11 CHARVAN DePINTQ  Yeah. (Can you --
12 And that's what on-site already. And | |12 vyes.
13 believe you may have seen those. 13 M HPQIT. Yes, so Qus has |ooked at
14 Q So the intent is to match what is 14 it. There was two things that happened with Qus,
15 already been constructed and utilized in the earlier 15 one, he was away initially then he got COMD but now
16  phases? 16 he's back -- he's back in action now He did look at
17 A Qorrect, it's exactly the same. 17 it. He has very fewlittle -- literally a very few
18 Q Ckay. 18 linited coments, but | think Darlene covered nost of
19 Now there are certain nmetrics in the 19 them Hs biggest comment centered around caliper of
20 Mntval e Ordinance concerning having sufficient 20 trees. He thought the caliper of trees could be a
21 nunber of planting areas for the parking for each 21 littlelarger. And | think there was a few-- and |
22 nunber of parking spaces on-site. The nunber of 22 think a very fewof -- a few species he wanted
23 trees. Al of that has been factored into your 23 changed fromsonething to sonething, I'mnot the
24 design? 24 expert, but | will have that for you by next week.
25 A Rght. And we have been coordinating 25 MR Del VEQCHQ | know Ms. Rodriguez
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1 and Qus have spoken in the past. 1 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Ckay. | think
2 M. RODR GEZ  VYes. 2 that's it for now M. Del Vecchio.
3 M HPQIT. Correct. 3 Thank you.
4 MR DelVEQCHQ |f the board is okay 4 M5. RODRGEZ Thank you, good to see
5 wthit we're happy to have her reach out and 5 you all again.
6 coordinate. 6 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Thank you.
7 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ Wiy don't we do that 7 M. HUTTER Carry.
8 inthe interest of tine -- 8 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  Yes.
9 MR HPQIT. Hs coments were mnor. 9 | think we're going to call it an
10 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  Yes. 10 evening, M. Del Vecchio.
11 Wiy don't you communicate directly with |11 Question is when will you be returning?
12 him 12 MR Del VEQCHQ If the board will have
13 MS. RDRGEZ | will. 13 us, August 2nd woul d be our preference.
14 MR HPQIT That's fine. 14 CHARVAN DePINTQ  Ckay. And hopeful Iy
15 MS. RDRGEZ Yes. Thank you. 15 we'll be able to get a wap on the traffic issue.
16 MR HPQIT: [I'Il tell himthat 16 M. Hpolit, will you'll have an
17 tomorrow 17 opportunity to review M. Dpple's letter of this
18 MS. RDRGEZ Yes, I'll call him 18 date.
19 CHAl RVAN DePINTQ  Anyone have any 19 MR HPAIT | will.
20 questions? 20 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Revi sed pl ans t hat
21 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  Yes. 21 wvere referenced will be sent in by then | presune?
22 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  Conment s? 22 MR Del VEQCCHQ Revised plans map that
23 Frank? 23 wvere referenced?
24 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  The only 24 CHARVAN DePINTQ  Didn't you say that
25 comment or question | have is what are we goingtodo |25 --
Page 123 Page 125
1 withthe Phase Il future devel opnent area in the 1 M CE CHA RVAN STEFANELLI:  The
2 neantine? Howare we going to... 2 landscaping plan.
3 MR Del VEQCHQ That's intended to be 3 CHA RVAN DePINTQ -- there will be
4 -- 4 revised plan comng?
5 Ms. RDRGEZ Yes, it will be graded 5 MR Del VEQCHQ | don't --
6 and seeded. 6 CHA RVAN DePINTQ No. W' re okay?
7 MR HPQIT. @Qass. 7 MR Del VEQCHQ Yes, we said we put
8 MB. RDRGEZ | mean | know that 8 howwe going the address that in the letter.
9 probably fromthe planning standpoint that they would | 9 |"'mnot sure M. Dipple or
10 love to get sonebody in. 10 M. Rodriguez will have an enough tine the submt
11 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  You're going |11 plans in advance.
12 toseedit? 12 MR HPQAIT: So, |'mnot here on the
13 M5. RDRGQEZ Yes. W'l stabilize 13 2nd, I'mgoing on a col | ege tour.
14 it and seed it, that's usually what we do. 14 CHA RVAN DePINTQ  I'msorry.  You're
15 VI CE CHAl RVAN STEFANELLI:  Well, 1'd 15 not --
16 like to see some trees in there too, if you can. So 16 M HPQIT. I|'mat a college tour,
17 if we can consider that. 17 I'mnot here on the 2nd, not that you necessarily
18 MR HPQIT. Like perineter trees? 18 need ne, but |'mnot here.
19 Wi CE CHA RVAN STEFANELLI:  Yeah, just a |19 CHAL RVAN DePINTQ | think we shoul d be
20 couple of them 20  okay.
21 MR HPQIT Tobreak it upalittle 21 MR HPQIT. | will have a review
22 hit? 22 letter.
23 CHA RVAN DePINTQ - Ckay. 23 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ R ght.
24 Anyone el se? 24 Vé will have Chris here --
25 (No response.) 25 MR HPQIT Yup.
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1 CHNRVAN DePINTQ -- and | think we're | 1 CERTI FICATE
. . . 2
2 going to need Maurice again. 3
3 MR HPQIT. Yes, | think Maurice has I, LAURA A CARUCCI, C.CR, RP.R, a Notary
4 to cone again 4 Public of the State of New Jersey, Notary
' | D. #50094914, Certified Court Reporter of the State
5 GHA RVAN DePINTQ - Right, yes. 5 of New Jersey, and a Registered Professional
6 Ms. HUTTER V¢ need the sinulation Reporter, hereby certify that the foregoing is a
7 model 6 verbatimrecord of the testinony provided under oath
’ ) before any court, referee, board, commi ssion or other
8 CHAI RVAN DePINTQ  Yes, right. 7 body created by statute of the State of New Jersey.
9 MR HPQOIT Wat? | amnot related to the parties
8 involved in this action; | have no financial
10 GHA RVAN DePINTQ - The nodel . interest, nor aml| related to an agent of or enployed
11 M5. HUTTER The sinul ation nodel, | 9 by anyone with a financial interest in the outcone of
" : this action.
12 think Murice needs to be here. o ‘ 10 This transcript complies with
13 M HPQIT. Yes, Maurice is coning. regul ation 13:43-5.9 of the New Jersey Adninistrative
14 | think Marice is planning -- I'Il text him he's E Code.
15 planning on comng back. Yes. 13 J?Q@_
16 CHA RVAN DePINTQ Ckay. 14 i
. LARA A. &RfCCI, C.CR, RP.R
’) il y
17 What el se do ve have, anyt hi ng: 15 Li cense #XI 02050, and Notary Public
18 (No response. ) of New Jersey #50094914, Notary
19 CHA RVAN DePINTQ M. Del Vecchi o, 16 Expiration Date Decenmber 3, 2023
. . 17 Dat ed:
20 anything el se on your side? 18
21 MR Del VECCHQ Np, other than to 19
22 officially announce for the record the carry date so 52
23 | avoid the notice issue. 22
24 CHA RVAN DePINTQ Thank you. 23
. . . 24
25 The meeting will be carried to 25
Page 127
1 August 2nd, no further notice will be provided.
2 Thank you for comng in.
3 MR Del VEQCHQ Thank you.
4 CHAl RVAN DePINTQ  Thank you.
5 Vé'Il see you soon.
6 (Whereupon, this natter wll be
7 continuing at a future date. Tine noted:
8 10:35 p.m)
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
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 1                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  The next item on the

 2   agenda is the continued public hearing on Block 3201,

 3   Lot 6, SHG Montvale MB, LLC, Preliminary and Final

 4   Site Plan Approval, Amended PUD Approval; Soil

 5   Movement Approval and variances.

 6                 And with that said, this is a special

 7   meeting.

 8                 MR. REGAN:  Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to

 9   interrupt you.

10                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure.

11                 MR. REGAN:  Just for the record, since

12   D variance relief is implicated, Mr. Ryan, as a

13   Class 1 representative, is leaving the dais.

14                 A Class 1 representative cannot --

15                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay, very good.

16                 MR. REGAN:  We have a full complement.

17                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay, John, thank

18   you for attending.  Have a good evening.

19                 (Whereupon, Mr. Ryan recuses himself

20          and steps off the dais.)

21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  Question:  Do

22   we have enough eligible members?

23                 MR. REGAN:  We have six.  I believe

24   everyone's eligible.

25                 MR. LINTNER:  Yes, they all are.
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 1                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Everyone is

 2   eligible.

 3                 MR. REGAN:  If there is a vote tonight,

 4   you would need five affirmative votes.

 5                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay, very good.

 6                 Mr. DelVecchio, before we get started,

 7   any further presentation?

 8                 As of our last meeting we asked the

 9   traffic expert employed by the borough to do some

10   homework with respect to getting answers on different

11   questions that he had in dealing with, I guess, both

12   the county and the Turnpike Authority.

13                 And he has indicated to us prior to the

14   meeting that he had information he wanted to share

15   with the board members, as well as the applicant and

16   the public.

17                 And with that said, I am going to ask

18   Maurice, it's all yours.

19                 MR. REGAN:  For the record, Mr. Rached

20   was previously sworn --

21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes.

22                 MR. REGAN:  -- at the last meeting, as

23   has Mr. Hipolit.

24                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes.

25
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 1   A N D R E W    H I P O L I T, PE

 2       331 Newman Springs Road, Suite 203, Red Bank,

 3       New Jersey, having been previously sworn,

 4       continues to testify as follows:

 5   M A U R I C E    R A C H E D, PE, PTOE

 6       331 Newman Springs Road, Suite 203, Red Bank,

 7       New Jersey, having been previously sworn,

 8       continues to testify as follows:

 9                 MR. RACHED:  Good evening,

10   Mr. Chairman, Members of the Board, so I did reach

11   out to the Turnpike and then I realized that this is

12   a county road which means the county would have to

13   make the request.

14                 So I reached out to Mr. Timsak and we

15   had an in-depth conversation about the issues.

16                 And he shared with me information that

17   I thought the board would be happy to hear.  He said

18   that the county is looking to lower the speed limit

19   on West Grand Avenue --

20                 MS. HUTTER:  John, can you just hand

21   him this microphone so we make sure we get it.

22                 MR. RACHED:  I thought I was loud

23   enough.

24                 MS. HUTTER:  No.

25                 MR. RACHED:  Thank you.
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 1                 So Mr. Timsak shared with me that the

 2   county is looking to lower the speed limit on West

 3   Grand Avenue, which I felt would be welcome news by

 4   the board and by the community.

 5                 The speed limit today is 45 miles an

 6   hour and it would serve all of us to lower it.

 7                 So I had a conversation with him about

 8   the method, about my involvement.

 9                 I asked Mr. Timsak that I would like to

10   be involved in reviewing the data to make sure that

11   that reduction happens.  He agreed.

12                 I also proposed to him that if there is

13   anything we could do to help the process, such as

14   doing a certification to comply with Title 39 and

15   national standards, that I'll be willing to do that.

16                 So we left it in that he is going to

17   keep me in the loop, share with me the data, and

18   we're going to collaborate together on lowering the

19   speed limit.

20                 Then we talked about changing the yield

21   sign to a stop sign.  He expressed to me that the

22   county would be in favor of such a request, and he

23   said we'll either do a request or you could do it and

24   copy us and refer to this conversation.

25                 So we need to figure this out if we --
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 1   and if the board ends up requesting that change from

 2   the Turnpike.

 3                 So I was really very pleased.  I think

 4   this would add another layer of safety to the whole

 5   area, not just to this left turn.

 6                 Then I reached out to the previous

 7   police chief, Gerry Abrams, and I discussed with him

 8   what's transpiring.  And he told me that he does not

 9   recall any issue with the right-turn movement when

10   the driveway was open.

11                 I'm referring to the proposed driveway

12   on West Grand Avenue.  He did say that he remembers

13   that the left-turn out was an issue at some point,

14   which in this case it is not being proposed.

15                 And then I asked him if he remembers

16   any accident involving the right turn and he said no.

17                 So I wanted to bring the board up to

18   speed with that information, and if the board is

19   inclined to have me pursue any of these, you know,

20   avenues, I will be more than happy to do so.

21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  Thank you.

22                 Mr. Hipolit, I believe the board asked

23   you to communicate with Chief Joe Sanfilippo with

24   respect to his opinion of changing the yield sign off

25   of the Parkway exit onto Grant Avenue to a full stop
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 1   sign.  And also with respect to putting in a counter

 2   on that right-hand lane on Grand Avenue.

 3                 Did you have an opportunity to

 4   communicate with him?

 5                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I did.

 6                 I talked to him.

 7                 As far as a counter, with doing counts,

 8   they could provide both traffic counts and/or speed

 9   counts as the board did discuss speed.

10                 And then as far as the stop sign, they

11   would be in favor of the stop sign change.

12                 I haven't talked to him about the

13   reduction in speed yet and I haven't talked to him

14   about the accident history.

15                 I was going to ask him about the

16   accident history of that driveway literally almost

17   20 years ago, so the total history on that driveway

18   -- see what the accidents were as a baseline.

19                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  And,

20   Mr. Regan, I believe that it was said if that yield

21   sign were to be changed to a stop sign, the Montvale

22   governing body would have to approve it as well.

23                 MR. REGAN:  Right.

24                 They would have to make the formal

25   request of the Turnpike Authority.
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 1                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Correct.

 2                 It would come from the Mayor and

 3   Council.

 4                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And though I did not

 5   communicate with the whole governing body, I did

 6   speak with Mayor Ghassali and shared with him the

 7   board's discussion with the applicant and its

 8   professionals relative to the conversion of that

 9   yield sign to a full stop sign.

10                 He felt that the governing body would

11   be very supportive of that, so I don't anticipate we

12   would have any difficulty in moving in that

13   direction.

14                 With respect to the gaps, Maurice, with

15   a lowering of the speed limits along Grand Avenue,

16   what effect that would that have on the gap studies

17   that were performed by Dolan and Dean?

18                 MR. RACHED:  It really shouldn't have

19   much of an effect, Mr. Chair.

20                 As I explained last week, the gap study

21   is based on the acceptable gap, which is normally

22   six-and-a-half seconds or so.

23                 By lowering the speed, the gaps should

24   remain the same and there should be -- there could be

25   actually more opportunities for drivers to enter the
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 1   gap because the speed is lower.

 2                 Just to refresh the board in terms of

 3   the numbers, I believe that the gap analysis revealed

 4   that there were between 400 and 500 gaps an hour,

 5   which is a number that far exceeds the need.  I

 6   believe the need was more in the range of about 50

 7   turning movements.  So the number of gaps is almost

 8   ten times as much, which is an extremely comfortable

 9   range.

10                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay, very good.

11                 I think, Mr. DelVecchio, we had

12   requested of you to have the author of the traffic

13   report, Betsy Dolan, here this evening, and I

14   understand that because of a medical emergency she is

15   unable to attend.

16                 Is that correct?

17                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  That is correct.  We

18   were -- we learned somewhere around 5, 6:00 this

19   evening via a text from a relative that she was not

20   -- well, that she was in a medical emergency and

21   that's all we know.

22                 We have tried to communicate back, find

23   out hopefully that she's doing okay, but we have no

24   word at this point at all.

25                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And I understand you
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 1   have made arrangements to have another engineer who

 2   is a traffic expert attend the meeting to discuss

 3   with us that report.

 4                 Is that correct?

 5                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  That is correct,

 6   Mr. Chairman.

 7                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Why don't we

 8   introduce him and have him qualified.

 9                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Okay.

10                 For those of you who may remember,

11   Mr. Olivo has appeared before this board before.

12   This is Mr. Chuck Olivo from Stonefield Engineering.

13                 Chuck, if you could please state your

14   name and spell it.

15                 MR. REGAN:  He's previously been

16   qualified in the field of civil engineering and

17   traffic engineering.

18                 Do you swear or affirm that the

19   testimony you're about to give shall be the truth, so

20   help you God?

21                 MR. OLIVO:  I do.

22   C H A R L E S    O L I V O, PE, PTOE

23       92 Park Avenue, Rutherford, New Jersey, having

24       been duly sworn, testifies as follows:

25                 MR. REGAN:  For the record, state your
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 1   full name, please, and spell your last name.

 2                 MR. OLIVO:  Certainly.

 3                 Good evening, Mr. Chairman, nice to be

 4   here this evening.

 5                 Good evening, Members of the Board,

 6   Members of the Public, my name is Charles Olivo, and

 7   the spelling of the last name is O-L-I, V as in

 8   Victor, O.

 9                 I am from the firm Stonefield

10   Engineering and Design, as project counsel has

11   mentioned.

12                 I have a Bachelor of Science in the

13   field of civil engineering from the University of

14   Notre Dame.

15                 I'm a licensed professional engineer in

16   the State of New Jersey.

17                 I am also a certified professional

18   traffic operations engineer, certified by the

19   Institute of Transportation Engineers.

20                 I've testified before over 300

21   municipalities in the State of New Jersey as an

22   expert in the field of traffic engineering.

23                 I also teach traffic engineering at

24   Stevens.

25                 And I have been before this board and
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 1   accepted.

 2                 MR. REGAN:  I think, Mr. Chairman, he

 3   can be accepted based on his credentials in the field

 4   of traffic engineering.  And I think he was

 5   previously qualified in that field before the board.

 6                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And the Chair will

 7   accept the recommendation of counsel, no questions

 8   from the board.

 9                 And I believe this has been marked into

10   evidence.

11                 MR. REGAN:  Not yet.

12                 This is the revised plan, Mr. Chairman,

13   the original one was --

14                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yeah, I'm looking at

15   the one revised to June 22.

16                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Yes.

17                 MS. HUTTER:  Yes, it was marked as

18   A-18.

19                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Yes, A-18.

20                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  A-18, okay.

21                 MR. REGAN:  I have the other one.

22                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And, Mr. Olivo, have

23   you had an opportunity to review the plan prepared by

24   Dolan and Dean last revised June 22 of this year?

25                 MR. OLIVO:  I have had the opportunity
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 1   to review the Traffic Impact Study that was last

 2   revised June 22nd of this year, both the contents of

 3   the report and the complete technical appendices that

 4   are included with that report.

 5                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  The board was paying

 6   particular attention to the access point along Grand

 7   Avenue, which I am sure your client brought to your

 8   attention.

 9                 Is that correct?

10                 MR. OLIVO:  Yes, I am aware of this.

11                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And I further

12   understand, did you have an opportunity to listen to

13   the tapes or any other recording relative to the

14   discussion that we had with the traffic experts from

15   Colliers?

16                 MR. OLIVO:  I read the transcript in

17   full.

18                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And did you

19   communicate directly with Maurice?

20                 MR. OLIVO:  I did, yes.

21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  Why don't you

22   give us your opinion and your analysis of that

23   proposed drive and the accesses that are set forth.

24                 MR. OLIVO:  Absolutely, Mr. Chairman.

25                 Well, I would say at this point you've
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 1   had a lot of traffic engineering eyes on this

 2   driveway, in addition to the board's eyes.

 3                 I think everybody probably within the

 4   last week has checked their speed going into or out

 5   of some of these turning movements.

 6                 And I think in a lot of ways that the

 7   beauty of traffic engineering is we all do it and we

 8   all have an opinion about it and what works and what

 9   doesn't necessarily work.

10                 I know that there is some history with

11   regard to a driveway in this general location.  And I

12   have researched some of the accident history; the

13   location, you can see on old aerial imagery, so it is

14   interesting to see that there was a driveway here,

15   and then that driveway was either blockaded or gated

16   and it was not permissible to be used.

17                 And I will say that practicing about

18   20 years working on many land use applications, you

19   don't see that very often.  You don't see many

20   driveways that are open and then closed.

21                 But what I will say and I think it's

22   somewhat reassuring is that with all the eyes on this

23   proposed driveway, you have had a county and county

24   professionals that have seen the history of a

25   driveway in this location and have been attuned to
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 1   that and have reviewed it and scrutinized it over the

 2   years, and you now have -- many of that personnel is

 3   very similar to what it was 10 or 15 years ago.

 4                 And so here we are proposing a driveway

 5   in that location, but I do think it's important to

 6   note that there are significant changes to what is

 7   being proposed.

 8                 A full-movement access point is very

 9   different than what is being proposed now, which is

10   an entrance only driveway.

11                 A left-turn movement out of this

12   proposed driveway on Grand Avenue I do not believe is

13   something that I would be in front of this board

14   supporting.  You're along the horizontal curb; you're

15   on the inside of that curb which makes sight distance

16   challenging when you're coming out of a private site.

17                 And to make a left-turn out across a

18   right-turn lane, two through lanes, a gore area and

19   an additional two lanes in the opposite direction is

20   a very challenging movement coming from a location

21   here.

22                 What we're speaking about is entrance

23   only.  Looking at the many commercial and retail

24   driveways over the last 20 years, the

25   right-turn-ingress movement tends to be your safest
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 1   movement across any driveway in any location, because

 2   there really is no conflict to that right-turn in.

 3   It's called diverging conflict in traffic engineering

 4   parlance because vehicles aren't approaching one

 5   another, they're actually moving away.

 6                 But you do decelerate into that turn,

 7   which does create a little bit of friction.

 8                 But that right-turn movement in,

 9   generally, a very save movement into an access point.

10                 Now, the left-turn movement in.  One of

11   the things that I look at most closely when

12   determining whether a driveway can operate safely and

13   effectively, which is really our charge as traffic

14   engineers, when we're looking at the operation of an

15   intersection and also at the operation of a driveway,

16   can it operate safely being paramount, and

17   effectively or functionally as you heard from

18   Maurice.

19                 And reading through the transcript,

20   very much in keeping with the very logical

21   progression he made, I would agree, he ended with

22   safety and I will start with safety.

23                 When I'm looking at the operation of a

24   driveway and whether or not it can operate safely,

25   one of the first things I look at is sight distance.
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 1   There has to be enough sight distance for a driver,

 2   for someone who is traveling in their vehicle, to

 3   take in everything happening within the driving

 4   ecosystem, see an oncoming vehicle and make a turn.

 5                 And truth be told, I sat in the gore

 6   area today for about a minute with my hazards on.

 7   There is an existing gore area hatched in the middle,

 8   in the median of the road where the driveway is.  And

 9   I waited and I watched.

10                 I could see about what I measured on a

11   Google aerial about 900 feet towards the Parkway,

12   past the first bridge abutment, through the guide

13   rail section; more than enough sight distance to

14   adequately see vehicles coming towards me and make a

15   turn into the lane.

16                 Now, within that, what I'll call gore

17   area, this diagonally striped area that's there today

18   is where we plan to put the left-turn bay.  There's

19   adequate width there, there was nobody honking their

20   horn, what's this guy doing in the middle of the road

21   here.  There is adequate width to be able to

22   accommodate a vehicle that stops, looks for that gap

23   in traffic and then makes the left turn into the site

24   driveway.

25                 Sight distance is more than adequate
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 1   turning in for that left-turn movement and from a

 2   safety perspective, we also then look at are there

 3   enough gaps in traffic?

 4                 And as you've heard from Maurice, there

 5   are more than adequate, during the peak hours, gaps

 6   in traffic.

 7                 I watched the videos of the various

 8   peak hours that have been studied.  What you'll see

 9   is that generally as cars come off the Parkway or are

10   coming from the west/east through this intersection

11   or this area, that they effectively line up in the

12   proper lanes as to where they're looking to go.

13                 So if they're looking to make the right

14   turn to come down DePiero Drive, they line up in the

15   right-turn lane, which is marked as a

16   right-turn-deceleration lane.  And if they're

17   continuing through, they're in those two through

18   lanes that are then removed from that right-most

19   lane.

20                 I actually think in terms of

21   infrastructure and having been through that

22   intersection many times coming to this borough hall

23   many times, living in Bergen County for the last

24   20 years and having been through the intersection a

25   number of times, I would actually say that you have
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 1   great traffic infrastructure right now to accommodate

 2   the driveway movements that we're talking about.

 3                 One of the goals of driveway design is

 4   that we're not violating what I call driver

 5   expectation.  When we start to create new movements

 6   that are not in keeping with the typical vocabulary

 7   of traffic improvements along a roadway is where we

 8   start to see driver hesitation, and driver hesitation

 9   many times is what leads to traffic accidents and

10   incidents.

11                 And I think, because you have

12   established pavement markings, lane markings within

13   your right-of-way that have been well-traveled for

14   many years here and people are acclimated to that.

15                 I noticed in the transcript a lot of

16   discussion, and I like this kind of discussion, of

17   who is accelerating, who's decelerating, who's not,

18   who is.

19                 And again, I think probably over the

20   last week we have all been attune to that a little

21   bit more.

22                 Now, the industry standards tell you

23   that a turning movement occurs at anywhere on average

24   between about 15 miles per hour and 18 miles per

25   hour.
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 1                 I think everybody in this room,

 2   including myself, can make that turn from Grand to

 3   DePiero at about 20 to 22 miles per hour.  If you

 4   really are trying hard to go faster, you probably

 5   could get to about 25 miles per hour.

 6                 But the bottom line is these movements

 7   are occurring at reduced travel speeds from your

 8   through traffic.  This is what happens when you make

 9   a turn.  Left turn traffic is stopped in that bay as

10   it makes the turn into the site, so those travel

11   speeds, as the vehicle is turning across lanes, much

12   lower than that, we'll call it 15 to 25 mile an hour

13   span of right turning movement.

14                 If we were adding a new right-turn lane

15   into this site, I might be concerned.

16                 As I mentioned earlier, if we were

17   allowing a left-turn-exit movement, I don't think I'd

18   be able to support that.

19                 But you have entrance only movements,

20   generally the safest of travel movements into a site,

21   in a well-established section of road that is in

22   keeping with driver expectation.

23                 And as a traffic engineer practicing

24   about 20 years now, that hits all the marks for me

25   when I'm looking at the safety of a driveway.
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 1                 Now, I will say this:  The county has

 2   reviewed and approved this driveway.  I suspect the

 3   County reviewed and approved the driveway some time

 4   ago in this location and later, at the behest perhaps

 5   of an earlier police chief or board members or

 6   members of the community relooked at that driveway.

 7                 You have your consultant on record,

 8   myself, you have another excellent traffic engineer

 9   in Betsy Dolan who has worked on hundreds, if not

10   thousands, of traffic studies in commercial driveway

11   projects.

12                 I would say to you that should this

13   driveway -- I don't believe that it would have

14   operational concerns, there is an immediate open line

15   of communication with the county which operates

16   jurisdiction over this roadway and over this driveway

17   to discuss the operation of the driveway and whether

18   or not anything would need to change.

19                 My opinion is that this driveway could

20   operate safely and effectively in the location based

21   on the design parameters that are before the board.

22                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Very good.

23                 Mr. DelVecchio, do you have anything

24   else of Mr. Olivo?

25                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Yes, Mr. Chairman.
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 1                 Thank you.

 2   DIRECT EXAMINATION

 3   BY MR. DELVECCHIO:

 4          Q.     Mr. Olivo, one of the concerns that you

 5   alluded to and I'd like to just highlight and get

 6   your opinion on is we have a yield movement coming

 7   off the Garden State Parkway ramp allowing a vehicle

 8   to make a right turn at that location onto Grand

 9   Avenue, and then we have the potential of a

10   right-turn movement into the site from either a

11   vehicle that did not originate from the Garden State

12   Parkway, or did, that may cause a momentary slowdown

13   to allow that right-turn movement to occur.

14                 Do you have an opinion or have you

15   given any thought as to, can that right-turn movement

16   off of a decel lane at this location operate in a

17   safe manner?

18          A.     I have looked at that and that's

19   exactly where I would want the right-turn movement to

20   operate from is that already established

21   right-turn-decel lane because vehicles, although

22   those traveling to DePiero Drive may not yet be

23   decelerating or braking to turn right onto that

24   roadway, it is accepted and understood that that

25   right-most lane is the slowest of all travel lanes as
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 1   you're moving in an easterly direction from the

 2   Parkway towards the project.

 3                 So it is my opinion, understanding that

 4   you have travel coming -- vehicles coming from both

 5   the Parkway ramp and straight through on Grand Avenue

 6   coming to that juncture, that that right-turn

 7   movement can decelerate into the site with excellent

 8   visibility.

 9                 Again, as I pointed out with regard to

10   safety, when you can't see that car well is when you

11   run into challenges.  And from all perspectives, you

12   can clearly see a car in front of you decelerating to

13   make that turn momentarily as it comes into the site.

14                 And I would say, recall also that when

15   we're talking about decelerating to make a turn at an

16   intersection it's similar to making a turn within a

17   commercial driveway, slightly slower.

18                 So you're traveling and turning at

19   speed.  Same thing that you would expect downstream

20   at the signal as you come into DePiero Drive.

21                 So I do believe that driveway can

22   operate safely, understanding those dynamics of

23   traffic flow there.

24          Q.     If you were to have undertaken the

25   initial review of the layout of this site,
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 1   understanding the traffic information that you have

 2   now viewed, would you have any hesitancy or issue or

 3   concern relative to locating that driveway at that

 4   particular location from a traffic engineering

 5   standpoint?

 6          A.     No, I wouldn't.

 7                 In fact, I looked at the whole project

 8   and being familiar with the way the site is designed

 9   and operates now, you can see a very clear, what I

10   call an access management plan.

11                 Access management plan is really a

12   fancy way of saying how we organize the driveways to

13   get into and out of a private site.  And we have come

14   a long way in the traffic engineering industry in

15   terms of how we look at access management and how we

16   design sites properly.

17                 If you think about projects of old,

18   whether they're gas stations, retail sites or office,

19   they tended to put as many driveways as they could

20   along the frontage, which created a lot of friction

21   within our roadway system.

22                 What you see as part of this project is

23   a very cohesive organization of driveways.  I think

24   in a way to not have a driveway along Grand Avenue to

25   this project, going back to what I was speaking
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 1   about, would violate driver expectation.  You have

 2   about 600 feet of frontage of this site on Grand

 3   Avenue.

 4                 And it's my opinion that a driver

 5   coming down the roadway looking to enter into the

 6   site would expect that there would be a driveway

 7   somewhere along 600 feet, 60 feet, perhaps not.

 8                 But in terms of being able to maneuver

 9   properly into a site, travel into a site in a safe

10   manner, this driveway that we are proposing along

11   Grand Avenue is in an acceptable location from an

12   access management perspective, and is in a logical

13   location as it relates to drivers of passenger cars

14   coming to and from the site location.

15                 Now, as you come around the corner onto

16   DePiero Drive, you encounter a right-in/right-out

17   access point.  Excellent access management; limited,

18   curbs, and you actually, along the median of the

19   road, you have a physical curbed median, so you

20   cannot make a left in or a left out.  Excellent

21   practice.  Eliminates certain types of traffic

22   movements out of the site and into the site,

23   particularly when we're about 75 feet from a major

24   signalized intersection.  So we're limiting the

25   access movements there.
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 1                 Now, as you come further south, we're

 2   all familiar with the four-leg intersections that you

 3   come to both centrally located on the project and

 4   then to the south.

 5                 And those intersections tell a little

 6   bit of a different story, because now we have

 7   textured crosswalks, we have slightly raised pavement

 8   area and we have different coloring, which, as a

 9   traffic engineer, tells me a little bit more about

10   what's expected here, which is not just motor vehicle

11   traffic but pedestrian, potentially bicycle traffic

12   as well.

13                 To pull vehicles off of Grand Avenue, a

14   major corridor, and pull them into driveways and

15   intersections that we have designed with intent to

16   carry multi-modal traffic, I do not think is in

17   keeping with the access management principles that we

18   would seek to design at a site like this.

19                 We have mobility along Grand Avenue for

20   motor vehicles.  Let's allow for motor vehicle

21   traffic, safely, of course, in that area.

22                 And as you come further down and south

23   into DePiero, where you have public plazas that are

24   on either side -- you have a beautifully designed

25   project, which I would generally argue is operating
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 1   extremely well from a passive recreation standpoint

 2   and also encouraging people to walk from an office

 3   building across the street into an excellent center.

 4   Excellent project and design.

 5                 And I think what we're talking about

 6   for this northern piece, from an access management

 7   perspective, it reads with the same vocabulary that

 8   we want across this project.

 9                 So I think from an access perspective

10   it's important that we have an access point where we

11   have shown along Grand Avenue in the manner that it's

12   designed.

13          Q.     Mr. Olivo, if the left turn from Grand

14   Avenue into the site were not available, traffic

15   would then have to make a left onto DePiero Drive,

16   continue to the intersection that you described as

17   being multi-modality --

18          A.     Multi-modal.

19                 MR. REGAN:  Multi-modal.

20                 THE WITNESS:  Multi-modal.  That's

21   good, that's close.

22   BY MR. DELVECCHIO:

23          Q.     -- enter the site, and then navigate

24   back in a northerly direction through what

25   essentially is another area where pedestrians,
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 1   vehicles and site traffic would be anticipated to

 2   occur in order to get to that northernmost building

 3   that is now being proposed to be constructed.

 4                 From an access management standpoint,

 5   is that a preferred route of travel as compared to

 6   the left turn occurring at the location proposed?

 7          A.     It is not a preferred route of travel.

 8   I would also contend that it is -- it struggles in my

 9   mind with function as well to ask a driver, somewhere

10   around 200 feet upstream of the intersection, to

11   recognize that at the signal, before they can even

12   see the building in great detail, that they would

13   make a turning movement at that signal, then come

14   down into the site and then navigate back north to

15   travel into the area of the site where they would

16   park.

17                 And the challenge there is, I know it

18   doesn't sound like a whole lot in what's driving

19   through a parking lot, we do it every day.

20                 But, again, we come back to driver

21   expectation and that is not something that you would

22   see in many projects across the state, or across

23   anywhere for that matter, to ask a driver to make

24   that many upstream decisions to travel to a site that

25   they wouldn't be able to recognize.
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 1                 Now, repeat customers, of course they

 2   would recognize that.

 3                 But we can accommodate a more than

 4   sufficient left-turn lane in a median.  What I would

 5   say is if the left turn was occurring from an active

 6   through lane, I would not support that left turn.

 7                 I have seen that in communities in

 8   Bergen County and throughout New Jersey where you

 9   have drivers waiting in an active through lane to

10   make a left turn into a driveway.

11                 We have great median here that we can

12   restripe, stage a vehicle, wait, turn into a site.

13   That is ideal.

14                 From a traffic engineering perspective,

15   that is what we look for.

16                 So, again, if the conditions were

17   different, I'm not sure that I would recommend a left

18   turn here.

19                 But because of the conditions that we

20   have, not to mention that this is a corridor of road

21   that has left-turn lanes within it.  We know it.

22   There's a vocabulary that continues down the roadway.

23                 Again, if we didn't have that I would

24   be concerned about violating driver expectation.

25                 But we have these elements of the road
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 1   that we can use in an efficient and functional manner

 2   and that is our charge as engineers to do so in a

 3   safe and responsible way.

 4                 So I do not think the alternative to

 5   that would be recommended from a traffic engineering

 6   perspective, from my perspective.

 7          Q.     One final question from my end.

 8                 Based upon your review of the plan, the

 9   traffic report, the review of the testimony at the

10   last meeting, do you believe that the proposed access

11   point, both its right and left-turn movement into the

12   site, comply with all applicable standards, codes or

13   ordinances that might govern or control that

14   particular movement?

15          A.     I do.

16                 And I have reviewed the traffic study

17   in detail.  This is the rare case where, with a

18   development project of this magnitude and the scale,

19   you have traffic counts over the course of about ten

20   years, which is excellent, and it's quite rare.

21                 I would guess that the county doesn't

22   even have that much data for this corridor for this

23   area.

24                 But by virtue of the fact of studying

25   this project as intently as you have and requested of
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 1   the applicant and your own traffic engineer, you have

 2   a significant amount of data.

 3                 I have looked at the findings of the

 4   report, the trip generation analysis, the shared

 5   parking analysis, the internal capture, the level of

 6   service analyses; everything has been done in keeping

 7   with an extremely high level of standard and care

 8   with regard to traffic engineering.

 9                 I think this is an extremely well

10   studied project.  I think that you have a number of

11   what I like to think are authoritative traffic

12   engineering opinions both from the public and private

13   perspective.  And I do believe that the traffic study

14   indicates safe and effective movements throughout all

15   areas of the site, both internal and external, but

16   particularly I know we're focused on the driveway on

17   Grand Avenue, but particularly that driveway, my

18   opinion, having reviewed it, is that it would operate

19   safely and effectively.

20                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Thank you, Mr. Olivo.

21                 I make Mr. Olivo available to the board

22   and your professionals for additional questions.

23                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Thank you.

24                 I am going to start with our

25   professionals first.
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 1                 Mr. Hipolit, do you have any questions

 2   or comments based upon the testimony you heard from

 3   Mr. Olivo?

 4                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I have one question.

 5                 The -- so you had your car parked in

 6   the gore stripe area.

 7                 THE WITNESS:  I did.

 8                 MR. HIPOLIT:  You were looking

 9   westbound on Grand Avenue.

10                 THE WITNESS:  I was.

11                 MR. HIPOLIT:  And you said you could

12   see 900 feet.

13                 THE WITNESS:  Yes.

14                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Can you tell me where

15   900 feet was about?

16                 THE WITNESS:  It is -- it's past the

17   first bridge abutment, the northbound Parkway

18   traffic, and there is a -- I think it was by design,

19   there's a pretty rusty section of guide rail and it's

20   to the end and then beyond that section of guide

21   rail.

22                 MR. HIPOLIT:  How did you come up with

23   900 feet?

24                 THE WITNESS:  After I saw that and

25   drove through it, I stopped down at CVS, then I swung
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 1   back around, I measured it on a Google aerial map.

 2                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Okay.  I have no other

 3   questions.

 4                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay, thank you.

 5                 And, Mr. Rached.

 6                 MR. RACHED:  Good evening, Chuck.

 7   Thank you for your testimony.

 8                 We had a discussion earlier today and I

 9   indicated to you that board members were very

10   concerned about this driveway, mostly the right-turn

11   movement.  And you and I discussed the operation of

12   that right-turn movement.

13                 And then I put my thinking hat on and

14   asked myself what else can we do to further improve

15   that movement, and I discussed with Mr. Hipolit

16   earlier today the benefit of installing rumble strips

17   in that area between the end of the ramp where the

18   yield signs are and the driveway itself.  In other

19   words, in front of the vacant wooded lot.

20                 What is your opinion on putting rumble

21   strips and what would be your opinion if we combined

22   that with the lowering of the speed limit and the

23   other things we discussed tonight?

24                 THE WITNESS:  Well, I think the purpose

25   of rumble strips, and as long as yourself and the
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 1   borough engineer and the county who has jurisdiction

 2   over the roadway is agreeable to that, I think that

 3   my understanding and having proposed and certainly

 4   driven through rumble strips is that now we're

 5   starting to engage the sense of touch, right?

 6                 A lot of what we do when we drive is we

 7   use our eyes.  We also use our ears.  And now we're

 8   starting to engage tactile senses, or touch, which,

 9   in every case when we use rumble strips, is to slow

10   vehicles down and make drivers more alert.

11                 That, combined with speed limit

12   reductions potentially in the area, I think what that

13   does is it improves driver alertness and acuity, and

14   I certainly think that it could be something that I

15   could get behind as a recommendation to further

16   improve what's happening here.

17                 And I think that it could have the

18   added benefit of, once again, just further signaling

19   to drivers that this is the rightmost deceleration

20   lane, whether it's for DePiero or the driveway, and

21   what we're looking for vehicles to do within this

22   lane is slow down.

23                 MR. RACHED:  Thank you.  That's all I

24   have, Mr. Chairman.

25                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  Thank you.
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 1                 Board Members, and I guess I'll start

 2   with Mr. Zitelli.

 3                 MR. ZITELLI:  Really?  Okay.

 4                 That's fine, Mr. Chairman.

 5                 So, Mr. Olivo, I do appreciate your

 6   credentials and your research on this.  I am going to

 7   question the ten years of data that we are looking at

 8   here because we're looking at a much different site.

 9                 So I'll accept that there are ten years

10   worth of data, but it's based on a whole different

11   environment there.  We had a farm there and we had

12   the Mercedes property.

13                 We've now developed this thing where

14   we've got Wegmans, we're putting in several other

15   businesses.  You've got -- you know, the whole thing

16   has changed.

17                 THE WITNESS:  I do.

18                 MR. ZITELLI:  So as far as I'm

19   concerned, the ten years worth of data is fine.  It's

20   nice to start with.  It's not worth anything to me in

21   the future.

22                 So I appreciate what you've done, but

23   I'm going to say -- I'm going to disagree with you.

24   You're entitled to your opinion and I'm entitled to

25   mine.  I do not want a left turn in there.
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 1                 I would consider a left turn in the

 2   future after we have some -- maybe after a couple of

 3   years and we can see how this goes and we have data

 4   based on the site that is based on the environment

 5   that we have there.

 6                 But right now, that ten years worth of

 7   data doesn't mean anything to me.  I think -- if this

 8   were a scientific thing, if we were to bring this in

 9   front of, you know, a physics or a chemistry board or

10   something like this and we said, we have all this

11   data and it's based on a different set of environment

12   here, they'd just throw us out.  And so I appreciate

13   it, but -- okay.

14                 So my opinion is what I would like to

15   see you do is perhaps to the east of the site, have

16   some signs there that would point out that we've got

17   Valley Medical and the other things that are going to

18   be in there to alert drivers in advance that they can

19   make that left in on DePiero Drive, I would want them

20   to do that, and then you could have signage within

21   the site there so people know how to navigate it to

22   get over to that other building.  That is what I

23   would prefer.

24                 THE WITNESS:  If I may ask,

25   Mr. Zitelli, what -- and I agree with you.  The ten
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 1   years of data does not necessarily help us understand

 2   whether or not the left-turn lane will work.

 3                 In fact, I don't know that it helps us

 4   at all.

 5                 But what it does help us understand is

 6   have traffic volumes have changed over the course of

 7   ten years.  That's a different analysis.  That has to

 8   do with traffic impact and things like that.

 9                 But if I may ask, what is the concern

10   about the left turn in at this location?

11                 MR. ZITELLI:  Safety.

12                 THE WITNESS:  And how so --

13                 MR. ZITELLI:  There's a lot of

14   accidents that happen there.

15                 THE WITNESS:  Is there something about

16   the left turn, where it's being made from, that

17   concerns you with regard to safety?

18                 MR. ZITELLI:  Yes, right -- making that

19   left turn into that new driveway that we're -- and I

20   know it was an existing driveway at one point, but

21   making that across several lanes of traffic, I just

22   don't see it.  Okay?

23                 So again, it's an opinion.  Right?  And

24   none of us -- I mean, we're all making judgments

25   based on what we've seen so far and, you know, we
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 1   know.  And traffic is going to change over the years.

 2   The number of residences that are being put into our

 3   town here is continuing to -- we're getting more and

 4   more residents in town.  Things are going to change.

 5   Our business flow has changed here.  We used to have

 6   a lot of corporations.  Some of them have moved out

 7   here.

 8                 Things are changing.  So, you know, we

 9   can't use -- we can look at the past, but the past is

10   not a guarantee of what the future is going to be.

11                 THE WITNESS:  Well, the past --

12                 MR. ZITELLI:  I don't want to debate

13   this with you.

14                 THE WITNESS:  No, of course.  Of

15   course.

16                 MR. ZITELLI:  You heard my opinion.  My

17   opinion is I don't want a left turn there.

18                 And that's it, Mr. Chairman.  That's my

19   two cents here.

20                 THE WITNESS:  Understood.

21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay, very well.

22                 Let's move on.

23                 Mr. Lintner?

24                 MR. LINTNER:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

25                 Mr. Olivo, thank you for that
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 1   presentation, it was actually very enlightening.  I

 2   was -- some of the things you mentioned about, you

 3   know, not having an active lane, making a left turn

 4   there I thought was very interesting and didn't --

 5   didn't think about it initially myself.

 6                 If we were to go ahead and allow these

 7   turns, what happens if it doesn't work?  What happens

 8   if we have issues?  What's the next step we would do?

 9                 THE WITNESS:  What I've seen is that

10   board engineers and board professionals immediately

11   go back to -- in some cases you don't have very

12   responsive -- I've worked all over the state, and I

13   am sure Maurice can attest to this, you don't always

14   have responsive jurisdictional agencies.

15                 And if this were the Port Authority, no

16   offense, Port Authority, it would take a while and

17   you would have to go through many levels of

18   bureaucracy to get an answer.  You can -- Andy or

19   Maurice could pick up the phone and call the county

20   engineer tomorrow if there is a concern here.

21                 And I'll just say this, I respect

22   Mr. Zitelli's opinion completely and I -- I won't

23   challenge it because I understand where it comes

24   from.

25                 But I will say this, what we have seen
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 1   in the past doesn't necessarily tell us about what is

 2   coming in the future, but as a traffic engineer my

 3   charge is to remove the emotion out of it and to

 4   study how a site and a driveway could potentially

 5   operate using the whole toolbox and checklist of what

 6   we do to tell us whether or not something can operate

 7   safely.

 8                 Maurice has the same charge.  Betsy has

 9   the same charge.  Eric Timsak and his staff have the

10   same charge.  Because nobody has a crystal ball.

11   What you would do is you would immediately call the

12   county and you would even potentially look to

13   temporarily close that driveway if it was a safety

14   issue.  And that could happen overnight.

15                 MR. LINTNER:  Thank you.

16                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Can I just --

17                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Go ahead.

18                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Mr. Lintner, to kind of

19   help with your question a little bit, we had a

20   situation about a little less than a year ago for a

21   left-turn lane coming west on Grand Avenue at the

22   light with Mercedes Drive --

23                 MR. LINTNER:  Right.

24                 MR. HIPOLIT:  -- we had three serious

25   accidents there.
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 1                 On the first serious accident we

 2   notified the county there was a problem.  The county

 3   came out and did some traffic counts.

 4                 On the second serious accident the

 5   county came out and changed the timing.

 6                 On the third serious accident, the

 7   county came out and changed the timing to have a

 8   protected left lane, we've had no problems since.

 9                 To answer your question, it's not our

10   road.

11                 MR. LINTNER:  Right.

12                 MR. HIPOLIT:  If there's an accident --

13   if we -- if there's a left-turn or a right-turn lane

14   something created and causes an accident problem,

15   it's not the borough's problem to solve.

16                 The county doesn't get any good PR with

17   accidents and deaths on the road.  None.  They don't

18   get any.

19                 So they will react pretty quickly to

20   three accidents at the intersection probably were two

21   too many, but making a drastic change to a signal

22   could potentially cause it -- this is what they told

23   me, it could cause even more problems so they want to

24   make sure they got it right.

25                 Unfortunately there was two accidents
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 1   within like two days that was the two and three, and

 2   then they just said we're going to protect the lane

 3   and it was protected.  It's their decision to make,

 4   the borough really has no control over it.

 5                 MR. LINTNER:  Okay, thank you.

 6                 Nothing further, Mr. Chairman.

 7                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Thank you.

 8   Mr. Teagno.

 9                 MR. TEAGNO:  Yes.  Thank you,

10   Mr. Chairman.

11                 When you started I swore you had read

12   my notes.  That's exactly what I wanted to talk

13   about.

14                 I don't know how to display this.  I

15   don't think we have (indicating) --

16                 THE WITNESS:  Maybe I'll try to narrate

17   it.

18                 MR. TEAGNO:  Well, I'm going to narrate

19   it.

20                 THE WITNESS:  Okay.

21                 MR. TEAGNO:  But I don't know how

22   everybody else is going to see it.

23                 But this is Sheet L1.00 from the

24   landscape, it's the biggest one we got in the

25   package.
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 1                 I'd like --

 2                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I'm sorry.  Dante,

 3   what sheet are you looking at?

 4                 MR. TEAGNO:  L1.00.  That's it.  It's

 5   just this enlargement.

 6                 So I'd just like to --

 7                 THE WITNESS:  Go ahead, I'm sorry.

 8                 MR. TEAGNO:  I'm sorry.

 9                 So, basically, what we have is exactly

10   what you expressed.

11                 THE WITNESS:  Yes.

12                 MR. TEAGNO:  And I just took -- made

13   some notes on it, because I have some concerns, I

14   think this is probably the best solution to the

15   configuration of this roadway and adding turns in and

16   out of the property.

17                 THE WITNESS:  Okay.

18                 MR. TEAGNO:  But I do have some

19   concerns.  And they're safety concerns.

20                 First of all, can we agree that these

21   roads, as was testified to before, right now have a

22   45 mile an hour speed limit on them?

23                 THE WITNESS:  In this section, yes.

24                 MR. TEAGNO:  Okay.  So you would

25   imagine that people are going to go -- hopefully, not
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 1   exceed 45 miles an hour, but my experience is they

 2   come out from under that overpass like (indicating).

 3                 So anyway, they're going to be going up

 4   to 45 miles an hour, I'll say 40.

 5                 If you're coming off the Parkway,

 6   you're accelerating from the yield sign to that.  And

 7   just a few feet further, if you wanted to make a

 8   turn, you're decelerating.

 9                 So what you're doing is you're merging

10   into a lane that people behind you are going to be

11   accelerating and you're going to be decelerating with

12   no warning.  Except maybe a right-turn signal, but I

13   don't know.

14                 The other two lanes there, because it's

15   three lanes wide, people are going up to 45 miles an

16   hour.  And if this person decided they couldn't stop

17   in time, they might try to go in the other lane.  So

18   I accept that it creates an area for potentially

19   difficult situations.  Okay?

20                 THE WITNESS:  I see.

21                 MR. TEAGNO:  The second thing is this

22   -- I like the area this -- where you were parked with

23   your blinkers and everything and there's a left-hand

24   turn lane here, and I know there is all kinds of

25   controls that are going to be implemented hopefully
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 1   with this.  My concern is that you've got a stopped

 2   vehicle here, you've got two lanes at least of people

 3   going up to 45 miles an hour, and this person who is

 4   going from a stop to make the left-hand turn has to

 5   cross three lanes of traffic.  I don't think that's

 6   -- I think that's a dangerous situations as well.

 7                 So I guess my concern is, I think they

 8   have done a good job in presenting this and

 9   presenting a solution to the existing conditions, but

10   I see two things that I don't know how to solve

11   because I'm not an expert, but I think they're

12   potentially dangerous situations that could cause

13   problems in the future and cause bodily injury to the

14   people involved in the cars in that area.

15                 THE WITNESS:  So if I understand,

16   Mr. Teagno, it's the right-turn movement going into

17   the site because it's decelerating there between the

18   Parkway ramp and between DePiero --

19                 MR. TEAGNO:  Well, accelerating from

20   the parking --

21                 THE WITNESS:  And then decelerating --

22                 MR. TEAGNO:  -- and then decelerating,

23   the guy behind you, when you go up to the next exit.

24                 THE WITNESS:  Right.  And then the left

25   turn because of the crossing of the lanes.
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 1                 MR. TEAGNO:  Three lanes, 40 miles an

 2   hour.

 3                 THE WITNESS:  And so the way that we,

 4   when we review whether or not those movements, and

 5   the county likely uses a similar system, the DOT as

 6   well, whether those movement can be safely accepted

 7   by sight, is by looking at the exact same parameters

 8   that you have.

 9                 When you're crossing additional lanes

10   of traffic, you think of a conventional left turn you

11   cross one lane.  Now you're crossing a second and

12   you're crossing what we sometimes call an exit lane

13   or a deceleration lane.  Now, if you watch the video

14   out there, you'll see the large majority of traffic

15   is using those two through lanes.

16                 MR. TEAGNO:  Yes, but the third lane,

17   which is the turn lane, that person could also be

18   going straight.

19                 THE WITNESS:  They can if they're --

20                 MR. TEAGNO:  So that's another person

21   going 45 miles an hour.

22                 THE WITNESS:  Right.

23                 MR. TEAGNO:  So that's three lanes,

24   45 miles an hour.

25                 THE WITNESS:  So what we do is for
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 1   every lane, we add more time to the gap.

 2                 So we look at a base gap to say if it

 3   were just one lane, you would only require a gap of

 4   about five seconds in terms of a vehicle and a

 5   successive vehicle.

 6                 So for every lane of traffic, you add

 7   another half a second.  So here we have added those

 8   additional times, one full second, which I know

 9   doesn't seem like much, but you and I both know,

10   driving cars, that's a lot of time when you're

11   driving a car at speed.  And then we look to see if

12   there's enough gaps in traffic.

13                 And what I could tell you at 6:00 at

14   night during the evening peak hour, there were

15   periods of time where I was -- and I was sitting in

16   there momentarily, there were gaps of ten seconds in

17   that lane.

18                 I understand the concern about safety

19   and this location, but we have to look at the numbers

20   of cars, the numbers of gaps and what we're

21   proposing.  That's what we have to do as engineers.

22                 And I respect the opinion of you and

23   other members of this board and I understand the

24   concern.

25                 We are the ones that have to ultimately
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 1   decide whether or not this can operate safely and we

 2   have to stand by it.

 3                 And I appreciate you sharing your

 4   opinion and that is simply mine with regard to

 5   whether or not this driveway can operate safety.

 6                 MR. TEAGNO:  Now, piggybacking on

 7   Mr. Zitelli's comments, whatever data you have and

 8   whatever gaps you see are based on today's traffic

 9   situations and traffic counts and all that other

10   stuff, and we know that in this immediate area

11   there's probably both sides of the highway and the

12   surrounding area, there's a couple thousand new

13   residences that are going in, which will add an awful

14   lot of traffic to that area because it's a main

15   thoroughfare, plus the -- I love Wegmans and I love

16   this whole thing, the development is very well

17   planned, but that is going to attract people.  It

18   already does.

19                 So this -- the traffic volume is going

20   to continue to increase, and I am not sure that this

21   problem that I have just described is not going to

22   get worse.

23                 THE WITNESS:  Well --

24                 MR. TEAGNO:  That's my opinion.

25                 THE WITNESS:  -- Dolan and Dean did
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 1   model those volumes.  KPMG, Horn Rock, other

 2   development projects in the area then grew on top of

 3   that, taking 2022 volumes from earlier this year.

 4                 So besides using a crystal ball, which

 5   we all recognize is not the authoritative and

 6   technical way to do it.  We've taken every bit of

 7   info, present day, not 2011 info.  We've taken 2022,

 8   with growth, with all the projects that we're talking

 9   about.  And then we deliver you the results of the

10   future study.  And we've done all of that in accord

11   with industry standards.

12                 MR. TEAGNO:  Okay.

13                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Do you know what growth

14   factor you used.

15                 THE WITNESS:  I believe that the county

16   required is 1.5 here; .5 was used, along with all of

17   the site-specific development projects.

18                 There's hundreds of additional vehicles

19   added into this corridor as a result of what was done

20   in the study.

21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I'm sorry.

22                 Mr. Cohen, did you want to say

23   something?

24                 MR. COHEN:  No, I am just peaking

25   around.
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 1                 MR. TEAGNO:  So I guess in closing then

 2   I could say that I think between the speed of the

 3   vehicles, the amount of vehicles and the turning

 4   potentials for an accident of some sort, I still see

 5   these two things I've outlined as potentially

 6   dangerous situation in each case that, hopefully, is

 7   taken care of, but if not, we're in trouble.

 8                 Okay?  Thank you.

 9                 MR. RACHED:  May I make a comment,

10   Mr. Chairman?

11                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes.

12                 MR. RACHED:  Okay.  I just want to

13   clarify to the board a couple things.  In terms of

14   the traffic increase, if you look at the 2011, 2012,

15   2018 and 2022, there hasn't been any significant

16   difference on West Grand.  And in this direction, the

17   traffic has been always between 900 and 1100, going

18   back and forth, depending on the year and the day.

19   So I just wanted the board to be aware of that.

20                 The other issue that the board should

21   also consider as you're deliberating and in view of

22   your comment, Mr. -- is it Teagno?

23                 MR. TEAGNO:  Teagno.

24                 MR. RACHED:  Teagno, Mr. Teagno -- if

25   the gaps were close to the demand, I'd be worried and
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 1   I would say, well, what if traffic was up by ten

 2   percent, by 20 percent.  But the gaps are ten times

 3   the demand.  So keep that in your minds as you're

 4   evaluating this request, okay?  That's all.

 5                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Thank you.

 6                 Mr. Teagno, anything else?

 7                 MR. TEAGNO:  No, that's it.

 8                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Thank you.

 9                 Mr. Culhane?

10                 MR. CULHANE:  Yeah, last week I made a

11   statement so I'll make it again concerning the gaps.

12   I believe most of the gaps identified in this study

13   occur when the eastbound traffic on Grand Avenue has

14   a red light to allow the Parkway exiting going

15   westbound on Grand.

16                 So I believe most of those gaps occur

17   during that interval of time.  So the only conflict

18   with the left turn then would be the exits heading

19   eastbound on Grand.  And if I remember the counts on

20   an hourly basis on the peak, I believe it's 240 cars

21   coming off the Parkway heading east, or four per

22   minute.

23                 Last week we were told that the

24   distance from the point where you complete the right

25   turn, I'll say, to the driveway is about 320 feet.

0054

 1   And if you use an average speed of about 30 miles an

 2   hour, assuming it's a yield sign, that's about a

 3   seven minute travel distance.

 4                 MALE VOICE:  Seven seconds.

 5                 MR. CULHANE:  Seven second, sorry,

 6   seven second travel distance.

 7                 So my question is, if we put a stop

 8   sign there, would that improve the gap time available

 9   for left turns.

10                 The other aspect, too, is if the speed

11   limit, again, this is now dealing with the Parkway

12   eastbound, is reduced to, say, 40 miles an hour,

13   would that also improve the gap situation?

14                 THE WITNESS:  The stop sign that you

15   refer to at the exit --

16                 MR. CULHANE:  The proposed stop sign.

17                 THE WITNESS:  The proposed stop sign at

18   the exit of the ramp?  Yes.  Combined with what

19   you've spoken about, the reduced speed, would improve

20   the quality of these gaps, yes.

21                 MR. CULHANE:  I have another question

22   which doesn't deal with this, it deals with the state

23   and what Mr. Regan said earlier.  I want to make

24   sure.  You said the Mayor and Council have to apply

25   directly to the --
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 1                 MR. REGAN:  A letter request from the

 2   Mayor and Council.

 3                 MR. CULHANE:  Do they have to do that

 4   with the equivalent of the county, seeing how it's a

 5   county road.

 6                 MR. REGAN:  I think that would add more

 7   weight to the application, but I don't think they

 8   would necessarily need the county to send a letter.

 9                 MR. HIPOLIT:  You should get

10   concurrence with the county.  It's a county road, we

11   want concurrence from the county.

12                 MR. CULHANE:  That's what I am trying

13   to get clarified.  You have the Mayor and Council

14   just do it themselves or they do it in conjunction --

15                 MR. REGAN:  It would be better to have

16   a joint application or a joint request.  That would

17   add a lot more weight, I think.

18                 MR. CULHANE:  No other question at this

19   time, Mr. Chairman.

20                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Thank you.

21                 Mr. Stefanelli.

22                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Good

23   evening.  I heard everybody's thing so I don't have

24   too many questions, but I guess I am proposing when

25   we originally had this site we did a traffic model
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 1   where we had modeled, you know, the car movements on

 2   Grand Avenue, and I am wondering if we should have

 3   that same model done showing the various improvements

 4   in the existing and with the new turn in showing this

 5   gap analysis.  And I think seeing the visual of when

 6   we had that traffic thing would probably --

 7                 MR. REGAN:  The synchronization.

 8                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Yes, yes.

 9   That whole thing.  I thought that was pretty

10   interesting and I think it convinced a lot of people.

11   You know, seeing is -- it's better seeing something

12   than talking about it, so I thought that that would

13   help resolve, I think, showing the gaps and all that.

14   So I would propose that.

15                 I am seeing, you know, with the -- I'm

16   leaning that I would -- I would look at, you know,

17   passing the left-turn lane going in if there were

18   certain conditions and I see, you know, the stop sign

19   and the other things.

20                 One of the things I have is -- I'm

21   still getting my hands around is how do we come up

22   with 40 -- what's the traffic on the site?  I'd like

23   to hear that.  I'd like to hear with how we came up

24   with 40 cars per hour coming there.

25                 Because here's my analysis.  We had
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 1   improvement on Craig Road.  We put in a townhouse

 2   development and we also put in a -- we put in a, what

 3   was it, a KinderCare.

 4                 MR. ZITELLI:  Yes.

 5                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  And we had

 6   more traffic cutting across, making a left-hand turn

 7   cutting across, which I saw almost on an hourly

 8   basis.  I bet you it was 40 cars sometimes.

 9                 But, you know, how do we know it's

10   going to be 40 cars?  What happens if it's -- was it

11   designed for Building 3?  Was it designed for the new

12   building?  What about a further phase, which I still

13   have an issue with?

14                 But I don't see -- what happens if you

15   put a Chick-fil-A there?  I could see 40 cars in ten

16   minutes hanging there.

17                 MR. RACHED:  Well, let me first

18   clarify.  Excuse me, Chuck.

19                 THE WITNESS:  Yes.

20                 MR. RACHED:  I testified briefly to the

21   numbers last week.  I don't have the study in front

22   of me now, but I do -- I think I remember that the

23   right-turn in, in the traffic study was 51 in the

24   a.m. peak and 53 in the p.m. peak, again --

25                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Regardless
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 1   of that --

 2                 MR. RACHED:  My recollection.  But that

 3   is --

 4                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  -- how do

 5   you come up with 50 cars.

 6                 MR. RACHED:  I'm getting to your

 7   answer.

 8                 But then you have the left turn in

 9   which is another number; similar number, by the way.

10                 So let's assume the left turn in is

11   also 50, so now you have 100.  So the way you come up

12   with this number, there are national standards and

13   they're published by the Institute of Transportation

14   Engineers.  We all use them all over the county.

15                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  I don't

16   disagree with that.  I've heard that 100 times.

17                 MR. RACHED:  Okay, all right.

18                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Show me --

19                 MR. RACHED:  I'll let Chuck do -- you

20   know, I got the difficult part, so I'll leave it for

21   Chuck.

22                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  You gave me

23   the difficult part.  I want to know --

24                 THE WITNESS:  Mr. Stefanelli, what I'll

25   say --
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 1                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  -- 1100 cars

 2   --

 3                 THE WITNESS:  It's many more than 40

 4   cars.  And I think what Maurice was getting at is

 5   that it's many more than 40 cars.

 6                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Not in his

 7   traffic.

 8                 THE WITNESS:  In the traffic for this

 9   project, if you look at the trip generation tables,

10   it's -- in the p.m. peak hour, which is the highest

11   peak hour, what's projected is about just over 500

12   peak hour trips.  That's what the real numbers are.

13                 Now, when you have multiple driveway

14   access points, you have to distribute the traffic, is

15   it going to use the southerly driveway, the one

16   closer to Grand, or the one that we're proposing on

17   Grand?  That's how you come up with the amount of 40

18   or 50 that you and Maurice have talked about.

19                 So you're right, it is many more than

20   40.  But the site is much bigger than one driveway.

21   The site has multiple parking fields.

22                 And so those vehicles are then

23   distributed across those driveways.  What we have to

24   look at is can all of the intersections, all of the

25   parking fields, everything operate and accept and
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 1   then release that amount of vehicular traffic.

 2   That's the goal.

 3                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  So I guess

 4   the question I have, and still I see -- I see Valley

 5   being very popular.  We have a lot of seniors coming

 6   in there.  You know, you're telling me 51 cars,

 7   whatever number of cars, that's what you're

 8   predicting based on your distributed -- distribution

 9   on the site.

10                 But I could see if it's mainly for this

11   building, people going westbound are going to want to

12   make that left-hand turn in, and I just want to make

13   sure that if you tell me it's 51 cars, but now tell

14   me what is the maximum that you think could handle in

15   the busiest hour.  Is it 100 cars?  Is it 30 cars?

16                 Because I'd like to know now before we

17   make a decision on what's going to go in there on

18   what the maximum based on the gap analysis.  And

19   that's why I'd rather see the model and see what's

20   going to prevail there.

21                 THE WITNESS:  The maximum is about ten

22   times that 50.  That's --

23                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Well, you

24   say that, but I want to see it on the report.  I want

25   to see it because I want to make sure that, you know,
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 1   I agree with some of the board members is that we

 2   looked at ten years, and you mentioned ten years and

 3   you just mentioned -- but we just went through COVID.

 4   There's been nobody on the road for two years.

 5                 THE WITNESS:  Correct.

 6                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  And you're

 7   saying, well, that was '17/'18, but again, you know,

 8   and I -- 1.5 percent increase or whatever the

 9   increase was that I thought I heard, I'm just

10   concerned about future.  And I think that we should

11   know what it is currently per planning, what's the

12   maximum, what that gap analysis is.  And I think

13   having a model and seeing that for the whole board

14   could convince me that a left-hand turn is

15   acceptable.

16                 MR. RACHED:  If I may clarify for the

17   board, so we don't leave here with the wrong idea

18   about traffic growth, so the trip generation

19   theoretically will not change in one, two, three, ten

20   years.

21                 Of course, if the use changes then the

22   trip generation will change.

23                 But what I'm trying to say, if you put

24   a housing development and we say it's going to

25   generate 100 trips, that's the case more or less next
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 1   year or the year afterward, year after.  The trips on

 2   West Grand may increase because of other

 3   developments.

 4                 And that's why I wanted to remind the

 5   board that between 2011 and 2022 there hasn't been

 6   much of an increase, it's been pretty steady over all

 7   these years.

 8                 So I wanted to make sure that the board

 9   understands that so there is no confusion as to what

10   is the increase.

11                 And I'll tell you again, being that the

12   gaps are ten times what we need, even if we have an

13   increase on West Grand for ten percent, 20 percent,

14   30 percent, it's still insignificant given the number

15   of gaps we have.

16                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  And I see

17   lowering the speed limit and I agree, but nobody has

18   told me what people are driving on that road.  You

19   say it's 45, but I think they're doing 50 coming down

20   the ramp, you know.  They're trying to beat one light

21   to the next light.  'Cause they don't want to stop at

22   Mercedes.

23                 MR. RACHED:  I could tell you they are

24   not driving 50 down the ramp because I -- today I did

25   it, I tried to go fast.  You cannot.
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 1                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  No, I said

 2   Grand, I meant really underneath the overpass.

 3                 MR. RACHED:  Okay.  I got it.

 4                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  You know.

 5   Because, like you said, you could see -- you come in

 6   view and see the light at Mercedes and they're going

 7   to try to beat that light.

 8                 MR. RACHED:  And again, regardless of

 9   the growth on West Grand, you still have the traffic

10   signal that stops the traffic by the Parkway and

11   gives you a gap.  Even if the number doubles, you're

12   still going to have gaps.

13                 But then, like other board members

14   said, we still have to deal with the traffic coming

15   off the ramp.  But that's a low number, so it's not a

16   significant number.

17                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Listen, I am

18   fairly convinced that I would look in favor if we did

19   the model and it shows board members, I would be -- I

20   would consider the left-hand turn.

21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay, thank you.

22                 With respect to that model, what would

23   be required in order to produce a model addressing

24   the concerns that were expressed by Mr. Stefanelli

25   and others?
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 1                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  I think the model

 2   resides in Colliers archives, because if my memory

 3   serves me correct --

 4                 MR. HIPOLIT:  We have it.

 5                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  -- Maurice and his

 6   team put together the model utilizing the data

 7   collected by the applicant.

 8                 MR. HIPOLIT:  That was around

 9   2013/2014.

10                 MR. RACHED:  Yes.

11                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  So now the model is

12   the property of Colliers?

13                 MR. RACHED:  We have it, Mr. Chairman.

14   It's an old model.  It has to be redone.  It's not a

15   big deal.  I am not sure if Betsy has an updated

16   model, she may.

17                 MR. HIPOLIT:  We shared it with her,

18   she had a copy of it.

19                 MR. RACHED:  Say that again.

20                 MR. HIPOLIT:  We shared the model with

21   Betsy when they were doing --

22                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  When did you share

23   that with Betsy?

24                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Probably a few years

25   after -- when they came in for Phase II of Phase I,
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 1   I/II, whatever that was called, that phase, Betsy

 2   updated her model, if you remember there was

 3   discrepancy with the board on whether the traffic

 4   counts were -- the projections were good or bad.

 5   Betsy had done more counts and at that time she had

 6   said their projection of traffic in the future of

 7   what they thought it would be after opening was not

 8   even close to it.

 9                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Here --

10                 MR. HIPOLIT:  So she took the model and

11   ran with it.

12                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Here's my read on

13   this.  We have a real challenge with Betsy not being

14   here.  We received from Maurice this evening, I

15   think, some promising information with respect to

16   lowering the speed limits along Grand Avenue, the

17   possibility of getting a stop sign to replace the

18   yield sign coming off of the Parkway.

19                 I think we heard some positive things

20   based upon the inquiries that he made during the past

21   week.

22                 I think other things that came to light

23   last week was this synchronizing of the lights, the

24   proficiency of the new synchronization relying on GPS

25   versus mechanical methods.  I think putting this all
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 1   together, speed limit, stop sign, synchronization of

 2   the lights, the projection of growth, I don't know if

 3   Betsy's report included the residential development

 4   occurring in Park Ridge right now.

 5                 THE WITNESS:  It did, it did.

 6                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  It did?  I think

 7   that, too, has to be put in.

 8                 Plugging this all in on the model, I

 9   don't think, based upon what I heard, there's no one

10   sitting here saying hell no, it's terrible, scrap it.

11                 But I think they need a little bit more

12   convincing that all of this information has been

13   taken into consideration by all of those that are

14   experts in the field.

15                 Am I correct, Frank?

16                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Yes, I

17   agree.

18                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And Dante on the

19   other side.

20                 MR. TEAGNO:  Yes.

21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  So I think we need a

22   little bit more information.  I think we're close,

23   but we need a little bit more information.

24                 We're not looking to hold you up.  One

25   of the things that I was concerned about, let's say
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 1   we approve it as shown and we are dead wrong.  The

 2   left turn in, the right-turn in, the projected gaps,

 3   let's say all of that turns out, big mistake on our

 4   part; can we, in fact, shut that down if need be?

 5                 MR. REGAN:  I am not as confident as

 6   Mr. Hipolit is.  I hate to say it.

 7                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Could we put a condition

 8   in?

 9                 MR. REGAN:  We can, but keep in mind

10   when this board grants site plan approval it confers

11   upon the developer certain vested rights under the

12   Municipal Land Use Law.

13                 Okay.  Now, obviously the condition of

14   approval is county requirements, county planning

15   board and so on.

16                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I think --

17                 MR. REGAN:  I just don't think the

18   borough would be in a position to shut it down.

19                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  No, I understand.

20   But I think --

21                 MR. HIPOLIT:  It's not our road.

22                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I think if we were

23   dealing with a raw piece of land with no other

24   development around and dealing with a developer that

25   we've never worked with before, that is not the case.
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 1   The case is we know who the developer is, we know

 2   what he has done and what he is proposing to do.

 3                 If we were to move forward with an

 4   approval and condition that approval with the

 5   understanding and acceptance of the applicant that if

 6   it doesn't work and we have measurable standards to

 7   say it doesn't work, it gets shut down.

 8                 MR. REGAN:  I think you have to define

 9   in the resolution, spell it all out what those

10   measurable standards are, with the help of Andy and

11   Maurice.

12                 And I think the developer would have to

13   sign onto that, it would be within a time period --

14                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Now --

15                 MR. REGAN:  -- X number of years after

16   a CO is issued, that the driveway condition could be

17   reviewed and if it's deemed to be unacceptable to the

18   borough, to public safety officials, the police

19   department, the borough would have a right to --

20                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Let's go back to the

21   history of that drive.  We all know that there were

22   periods of time when the drive was open and utilized

23   by Mercedes-Benz, and there were times where it was

24   chained off at the request or demand of the borough

25   for whatever the reasons might have been at that
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 1   time.  We were controlling that point of access.

 2                 My way of looking at this is no one is

 3   saying stop the project, but everyone wants the

 4   assurance that if these experts are wrong, we have

 5   recourse.  I don't want the applicant to say, hey,

 6   you gave it to me, tough luck, Charlie.  Not that I

 7   think that he would.  But we have to deal with our

 8   concerns and we have to deal with our interest.

 9                 MR. TEAGNO:  Can I make one more

10   comment.

11                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure.

12                 MR. TEAGNO:  I just want to make one

13   more comment.

14                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure.

15                 MR. TEAGNO:  If I understand this

16   correctly, this whole -- the success of this depends

17   on those gaps that you say are going to be created so

18   that it allows timing for the traffic to flow, okay.

19                 That is something that I don't know

20   much about, but you guys are the experts.  I'm just

21   saying that I don't want to approve something that I

22   see that has potentially dangerous situations, but

23   you guys are the experts, the guys that put this to

24   GPS, whatever system is going to create the gaps and

25   adjust the traffic accordingly, very smart people
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 1   probably put that together.

 2                 But, you know, Teslas were supposed to

 3   drive themselves and a lot of smart guys put that

 4   stuff together and that's not working out.  And I

 5   would hate to see something that we put the onus on

 6   this electronic or whatever the right explanation is

 7   for the term, this GPS is, that that's where we're

 8   really putting our money.

 9                 MR. HIPOLIT:  With the system the way

10   it is right now today, nothing was to change, you

11   have ten times the gaps you need, when the GPS system

12   is installed you'll be at ten times plus some

13   number -- remember, you have a light on both sides of

14   the driveway.

15                 MR. TEAGNO:  Like Frank said, I haven't

16   seen that.  I haven't seen one gap.

17                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I think it's in the

18   model.

19                 MR. TEAGNO:  I can't see a gap.  Did

20   you see the gap.

21                 MR. HIPOLIT:  No, but if you go out

22   there and there's a light on both sides that turns

23   red.

24                 MR. TEAGNO:  You have a lot of traffic,

25   the gap -- without this electronic control.
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 1                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Exactly.

 2                 MR. TEAGNO:  I'm just telling you --

 3   I'm not --

 4                 MR. RACHED:  To answer your question,

 5   Mr. Chairman, to go back to your idea, there are

 6   metrics we can quantify we can put on paper.

 7                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.

 8                 MR. RACHED:  If we need to go that

 9   route.

10                 MR. REGAN:  That's what we need.

11                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I mean, we could

12   debate the workability of this thing forever, and

13   that's not what we're here to do.  We have our

14   experts saying based upon the information they

15   developed, they believe that there could be safe

16   ingress to the property in both an eastbound and

17   westbound direction going into the Grand Avenue

18   drive.

19                 Okay, I buy that.  It's the what-if

20   factor.  What if, in fact, it does not work?  A, if

21   you have a measurable standard, that's the point you

22   could pull the plug and say it ain't working, the

23   chain goes up like it went up on Mercedes-Benz, until

24   such time as it can work.

25                 I mean, it's -- I'd rather we sat here
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 1   and all said oh, this is all perfect, but I am not

 2   hearing that right now.  And I think it's important

 3   to update that model, look at it one more time, and

 4   even with that, get the cooperation of the applicant

 5   to say here's the what-if scenario.  If we're --

 6                 MR. REGAN:  Mr. Chairman, I would want

 7   the applicant to sign off on the metrics for those

 8   standards that would be developed, I guess, by

 9   Maurice and Andy.  It would be incorporated in the

10   Resolution.

11                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  So Andy DelVecchio,

12   what do you have to say about this?

13                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  I'm just listening.

14                 MR. ZITELLI:  Mr. Chairman?

15                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure, sure.

16                 MR. ZITELLI:  Let me add something.

17                 I am hearing this discussion about the

18   model, all right, and typically what the model would

19   get updated to.

20                 And one of my original things just

21   before when I was speaking is what data we're putting

22   into it.  Putting data into it that's ten years old

23   doesn't buy it for me, okay?  Because that site is so

24   different.

25                 So you can't put any data in there
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 1   that, in my mind, is more than two or three years

 2   old, because everything has changed since then.  So

 3   you don't have a history that is more than two or

 4   three years old.  And it's continuing to evolve as we

 5   see because now, I just heard -- Mr. Culhane

 6   testified before that we have what, 40 people -- or

 7   40 residences have started and we've got 156 there,

 8   right?  So there's going to be more.  So the change

 9   is happening here.

10                 I am not opposed -- obviously I am not

11   opposed to this development at all, I am just opposed

12   to the left turn.  That is my key thing.  I am

13   opposed to that left turn.  And, you know, we're

14   talking about things here that are speculation.

15   We're talking about a stop sign that doesn't exist

16   right now, a speed limit change that doesn't exist

17   right now, synchronization that hasn't taken place

18   right now.  So all of these things we're talking

19   about, all speculation, we don't have any of it.

20                 So I would rather go the approach,

21   Mr. Chairman, of no left turn initially until such

22   time as we feel it's comfortable to make that left

23   turn and then grant it.  But I would rather start out

24   and say uh-uh, no left turn.  You know, let the

25   history show us that it's going to be a safe thing
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 1   that we can do.

 2                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  But I think --

 3                 MR. ZITELLI:  That's just my opinion.

 4                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  But I think we heard

 5   last week that if we don't allow that left turn in,

 6   and let's go with that --

 7                 MR. ZITELLI:  Sure.

 8                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  -- that left-hand

 9   turn heading south is going to occur at the

10   intersection of Grand and DePiero.

11                 MR. ZITELLI:  Right.

12                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And it's going to

13   direct all the traffic --

14                 MR. ZITELLI:  Correct.

15                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  -- down to that

16   intersection of the two sides of the street.

17                 MR. ZITELLI:  Yes.

18                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  What's happening

19   over by Wegmans and what's happening here.

20                 MR. ZITELLI:  Right.

21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And I believe what

22   we heard from Maurice last week, you were not -- and

23   correct me if I am wrong, Maurice, you were not

24   comfortable with all of the traffic going to that one

25   central point.
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 1                 Is that correct?

 2                 MR. RACHED:  Yes, that is correct.

 3                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  So --

 4                 MR. ZITELLI:  No, I understand that.

 5   What I'm saying --

 6                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  What I'm fearful of

 7   is if we don't allow it, are we moving a problem

 8   further south and not have an opportunity to deal

 9   with it as easily?

10                 MR. ZITELLI:  Yes, I understand that,

11   Mr. Chairman.

12                 I am looking at it as we're not -- what

13   we're -- we're not crossing three lanes of traffic --

14                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  No, I got that.

15                 MR. ZITELLI:  Yeah, so I'm looking at

16   it as -- I'm not saying that one situation -- it's

17   like the choice of which one is the worse thing.

18                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Here's where I

19   disagree with you, when you're talking about data

20   that is ten years old.

21                 As we all know, ten years ago we had

22   more occupied office buildings in both Montvale and

23   Park Ridge.

24                 The Grey Boulevard activity which

25   primarily came out onto Mercedes Drive.  You don't
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 1   have that anymore.

 2                 The activity of the Marriott, you don't

 3   have what you had ten years ago.

 4                 So, yes, maybe we are adding more

 5   residences at the district and the Horn Run property,

 6   but we've eliminated probably in its day, between the

 7   two Mercedes buildings on Mercedes Drive, we probably

 8   had close to 2,000 people working there.  And those

 9   were the old-fashioned days where people went to work

10   five days a week.

11                 MR. ZITELLI:  Yes, I understand.

12                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  So if you really

13   want to analyze it, you can't just analyze it from a

14   projected growth of .5 or 1.5.  I think there's a

15   value to that ten-year analysis.  Maybe those days

16   will come back with the office buildings being

17   occupied.  I hope so.

18                 MR. RACHED:  Mr. Chairman, let me

19   clarify something.

20                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I think there's

21   value in considering it.

22                 Yes, Maurice.

23                 MR. RACHED:  Just to clarify to the

24   board members, the data is fresh.  Data was taken in

25   2022, specifically January 25, 2022.  Data was taken
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 1   in 2018 and prior.

 2                 So to say that the applicant didn't

 3   provide fresh data, that would not be true.  There is

 4   fresh data.

 5                 I do want to comment on the model.  I'm

 6   not sure it's going to be of any use.  The model is

 7   -- we're going to look at it and it's going to look

 8   good.  I think we will be wasting time having someone

 9   crank a model and come back here and display it and

10   -- it's going to look good.

11                 I do like the Chairman's proposal is to

12   put some metrics to protect the Borough and to

13   protect the community and see if it works.  And if it

14   doesn't work, we have a backup plan.  That is my

15   recommendation to you as your traffic engineer.

16                 MR. ZITELLI:  Mr. Chairman, who would

17   be responsible for enforcing those metrics and

18   verifying that they are met or not met?

19                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Well, if --

20                 MR. ZITELLI:  Those are things we would

21   have in our Resolution.

22                 MR. REGAN:  Whoever the borough

23   designates.

24                 MR. ZITELLI:  Again, who might that be.

25                 MR. REGAN:  It could be our experts.
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 1                 MR. HIPOLIT:  It's usually us.

 2                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes, it would be the

 3   borough engineer, I would believe, that would analyze

 4   it in conjunction with the police department, I am

 5   sure.  And there seems to be a good line of

 6   communication between the borough engineer and the

 7   police department as it relates to traffic and

 8   traffic control.

 9                 So I think we would charge both of them

10   with respect to the enforcement.

11                 MR. RACHED:  I think maybe it's time

12   that I tell you what the metrics are because it's

13   pretty simple and then you could see how this could

14   be enforced.

15                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure.

16                 MR. RACHED:  And I'm not inventing

17   these metrics, they're published nationally.  There

18   is a national traffic standard booklet, it's called

19   the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices.  For

20   short, we call it the MUTCD.  It is what we use in

21   all states, including New Jersey.

22                 Title 39 requires its use when we do

23   traffic signs and traffic control.

24                 In that manual they have a metric for

25   the installation of a traffic signal, and I know
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 1   we're not putting a traffic signal but give me a

 2   moment here.  And this manual says that if we have

 3   five or more crashes a year susceptible to

 4   improvement by a traffic signal, that that justifies

 5   a traffic signal.

 6                 We can apply the same logic and say if

 7   we have five or more accidents a year susceptible to

 8   elimination by closing this driveway, we will use

 9   that metric.  It's something that we've been using as

10   traffic engineer for decades, it works, and enforcing

11   it is straightforward and simple.  Every year we go

12   to the police department, we look at the traffic

13   accidents if there are any.  We look at whether or

14   not there will be -- they would have been eliminated

15   if that driveway wasn't there, and if we reach that

16   threshold that's published in the MUTCD, then we will

17   take the appropriate action.

18                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  So there is a

19   measurable standard that could be utilized --

20                 MR. RACHED:  Yes.

21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  -- and not create

22   reinventing the wheel.

23                 MR. RACHED:  Yes.

24                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I'm sorry, John, you

25   had something.
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 1                 MR. CULHANE:  I'm still concerned that

 2   when we're talking about the left turn, the conflict

 3   left turns are going to have is minimized because

 4   they're only going to be in conflict with Parkway

 5   exiting eastbound.  That's 240 cars.  The two main

 6   through lanes have a red light.

 7                 MR. RACHED:  Yes.

 8                 MR. CULHANE:  There's no traffic coming

 9   on the two main lanes for that period of that red

10   light.

11                 So there has to be a period of time,

12   and that's why I keep saying, the gap analysis does

13   not apply when they occurred.  I think the majority

14   occur when there is a red light for the exiting

15   traffic heading westbound to exit.

16                 MR. HIPOLIT:  The only conflicting

17   traffic --

18                 MR. CULHANE:  And there's 240 cars, if

19   I remember correctly, coming off the Parkway during

20   the peak hour, that's four a minute; on average,

21   15 second gap.

22                 So I think the concerns which we all

23   have, I think there is a lot more safe left turn

24   times available because there is no traffic heading

25   eastbound for a period of time.  It's only the
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 1   Parkway traffic exiting eastbound that it's in

 2   conflict with.

 3                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Now, with respect to

 4   the signal, Andy, for the left-hand turn coming off

 5   of the Parkway, the timing of that signal, do we have

 6   any control over that or is that Turnpike Authority

 7   or is it the county?

 8                 MR. HIPOLIT:  It's the county.

 9                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  The county.

10                 So if we felt that we needed more time

11   to hold that red light another 10 or 15 seconds,

12   which would, as John said, help with the gap

13   situation, we would just have to discuss it with the

14   county.

15                 Is that correct?

16                 MR. HIPOLIT:  On all county roads in

17   Montvale and anywhere in the county, you have a -- if

18   you want more time added to a phase, left, right,

19   through, you ask the county and the county does one

20   of two things:  Ask you to provide a study to

21   determine what the best method to move through that

22   signal is and where the timing needs to be or they

23   come out and study themselves.

24                 In a lot of cases like that, the county

25   would say, Borough, give me a study to show if you
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 1   changed the time, and we're going to do our own study

 2   at the same time.  They use the same counters at the

 3   same time.

 4                 Just so the board understands, we deal

 5   with Bergen County all the time.  Every county is a

 6   little different.  Bergen County doesn't take their

 7   roads lightly.

 8                 Bergen County doesn't take their

 9   signals lightly, they don't take their accident

10   history lightly.  They're very in target and have a

11   very big traffic bureau that deals with it.

12                 The county has said with no uncertainly

13   the left-turn lane is going to work.  There's so many

14   gaps it's not even an issue.

15                 I've talked to Eric Timsak, he says I

16   am not sure why your Board is worried about this.

17   The -- the through traffic is stopped at the Parkway

18   and your only conflict is the right-turn lane from

19   off the Parkway.  They don't have -- when I say no

20   concern, they have no concern.

21                 Because if there was a left-turn out, I

22   think Chuck said it, he said if there was a left-turn

23   out, it would change because we have a left and a

24   left going on at the same time.  And we're a little

25   concerned, the sight distance may become a problem
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 1   with that left out because of where that driver sits.

 2                 He says but a one-way drive in with a

 3   left and a right in, yeah, I'm not -- he doesn't

 4   understand what the concern was.

 5                 I've tried to convey to him your

 6   concerns and he keeps coming back to me with, the

 7   through traffic on Grand is stopped.  It's not going,

 8   it's under a red light.  The only conflict is the

 9   left and the Parkway traffic.  And that's coming

10   down, it slows down, it speeds up.  There's -- the

11   gaps are -- you keep hearing the testimony -- ten

12   times the amount of gaps needed.

13                 It's not even close.  It's not like

14   we're saying there's -- you know, it's just, it's

15   close.  Like, hey, guys, it's close.  If it was close

16   the county would never approve this.

17                 MR. TEAGNO:  So the cars making a left

18   aren't waiting for anything other than a gap.

19                 MR. HIPOLIT:  That's it.

20                 MR. TEAGNO:  They don't have a light.

21                 MR. HIPOLIT:  No, they're waiting for a

22   gap for a Parkway car to not come off and just cut

23   across a red light.  There's no -- the double through

24   traffic lanes are coming, they're not making a left

25   turn, they're going to wait.  They're going to wait
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 1   in that lane that -- what Eric said was he said, and

 2   I think Chuck aligns with it, if the car is waiting

 3   at a through lane heading westbound, he said we would

 4   -- the county would never approve the left turn.

 5                 MR. TEAGNO:  I understand.

 6                 MR. HIPOLIT:  The car's making a

 7   protected left turn.

 8                 It could stay there for 40 seconds.

 9   Who cares.

10                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  What is the capacity

11   of that left-hand turn in, the stack capacity?

12                 MR. RACHED:  Mr. Chairman, I am looking

13   at the aerial as we speak and --

14                 MR. HIPOLIT:  It's going to be

15   different because they're going to have to make --

16   it's moving.

17                 MR. RACHED:  It is moving, but I would

18   measure this one and use that as an example or at

19   least as a starting point in the discussion.

20                 MR. TEAGNO:  It's not moving if they're

21   waiting for the light to change.

22                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  No, no, just it's --

23   there's more cars.

24                 MR. RACHED:  Right now, based on the

25   aerial, it shows approximately 160 feet, which is
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 1   approximately, let's say, 25, 20 or 25 feet per car

 2   up to eight cars.  It's more than what we need.

 3                 MR. TEAGNO:  No.  A regular car is

 4   about 16 feet long.

 5                 MR. RACHED:  I'm sorry.

 6                 MR. TEAGNO:  Isn't a normal car about

 7   16 feet long?

 8                 MR. RACHED:  Right, but I am being

 9   conservative.

10                 So, I mean, yes, if you stack them

11   close, you could stack more than that, but I'm saying

12   7 to 8 feet comfortably -- I mean seven to eight cars

13   comfortably.

14                 MR. TEAGNO:  Oh, okay.

15                 MR. RACHED:  And we do not need

16   anywhere near that kind of queue.

17                 MR. TEAGNO:  Okay.

18                 THE WITNESS:  The left-turn bay is

19   about 120 to 140 feet that we're proposing to go into

20   the driveway.  I believe that was the Chairman's

21   question, how many can we fit in there.  And I would

22   agree.  You can fit somewhere around seven to eight

23   vehicles stacked.

24                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  In your professional

25   opinion, do you believe that that is adequate
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 1   stacking capacity given the projected counts of that

 2   point of access?

 3                 THE WITNESS:  It is more than adequate.

 4   You would not anticipate more than a vehicle or two

 5   in this lane waiting to make a left turn.  Even if

 6   those volumes, if we ran a sensitivity analysis to

 7   really test it as Mr. Stefanelli asked, what if it

 8   was twice as many vehicles, not 50, it was 100, what

 9   it if wasn't 50, it was 150, two to three vehicles,

10   you can still accommodate seven to eight vehicles in

11   that bay out of the travel way waiting to make a left

12   turn with adequate sight distance.

13                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  Any other

14   questions?

15                 MR. TEAGNO:  What's the name of that --

16   let me ask Andy this -- GPS or whatever, what's the

17   name of that system?  There's got to be a name for

18   it.

19                 MR. RACHED:  The generic name is

20   time-based coordinator.  It's a GPS-based, time-based

21   base coordinator.

22                 MR. TEAGNO:  There's no, like, company

23   name for that?

24                 MR. RACHED:  There are several

25   companies that make it.  It depends on what equipment

0087

 1   the county is using, we'll use something compatible.

 2                 MR. TEAGNO:  Okay, thank you.

 3                 MR. RACHED:  Sure.

 4                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  I just have

 5   two questions.

 6                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure, go ahead.

 7                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  So what kind

 8   of signage -- I am concerned about people coming up

 9   to the site and trying to get in there, so how do we

10   coordinate people getting to the site and getting to

11   that left-turn lane, you know.

12                 THE WITNESS:  Well, I believe there's

13   signage proposed on the building.

14                 Is there corner --

15                 MR. REGAN:  There are actually monument

16   signs.

17                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Is there

18   going to be a monument sign on the -- 'cause I didn't

19   see that.

20                 Is that in the plan?

21                 MR. REGAN:  I think you need some signs

22   on the roads.

23                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Yeah, that's

24   where I was going to go.  It sounds like we should

25   have some signs on the road alerting the drivers
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 1   ahead of time that, you know, this --

 2                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Like we do for Sloan

 3   Kettering.

 4                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Huh.

 5                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Like we did for Sloan

 6   Kettering.

 7                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Yeah, I

 8   mean, I would expect that we should have --

 9                 MR. HIPOLIT:  When you go up Summit and

10   you come up Spring Valley, I agree.

11                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI: -- there

12   should be signs to the east, right.

13                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I agree.  Absolutely.

14                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Advising

15   that this is coming up.

16                 MR. RACHED:  Even to the west, that's

17   the first driveway.

18                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  And also at

19   the west.

20                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Agree.

21                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  I think we

22   should also have signs so that cars know that, hey,

23   this is a driveway here.

24                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I think if you look at --

25                 MR. ZITELLI:  I heard what Mr. Olivo
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 1   said that, you know, oh, you have 600 feet, but, you

 2   know, you're going to be right there or going past

 3   the driveway before you realize, oh, my gosh, you

 4   know --

 5                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I think we learned a lot

 6   from Sloan Kettering.  So Sloan Kettering went in

 7   with the three driveways and it became a problem

 8   right away for them.  They came back to us with this

 9   way finding project which needed county approval

10   because county road, and once they did that

11   wayfinding, all the problems went away.  People knew

12   which -- the deliveries went to the west driveway and

13   the other two driveways were for patient drop-off,

14   long-term parking.  You need to do that here.

15                 MR. ZITELLI:  I'd like to see some

16   signs on the roads advising that --

17                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes, I think what we

18   had planned to do was once we got through the site

19   plan application process we would go into more detail

20   with respect to the signage.

21                 Is that correct?

22                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  That's correct.

23                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  So, yes.  And

24   I think, based on the discussions we have been

25   having, that we all agree it is imperative that there
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 1   be directional signage --

 2                 MR. ZITELLI:  Yes, correct.

 3                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  -- everything else

 4   that's going to take place.

 5                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  My last

 6   question, my last question.

 7                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure.

 8                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:

 9   Synchronization, does that include the Parkway sync.

10                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Yes, so I think I was

11   telling Dante, it was off the record but on the

12   record, I think if you were to approve this and if

13   your deliberations, you would include the time-based

14   coordinator system as part of your approval.

15                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Right, but I

16   just want -- and that will be listed on the --

17   lights, or how are we going to do that.

18                 MR. HIPOLIT:  It's going to be -- right

19   now it's proposed to be five lights.  I had added in

20   two more lights.  Two more make it seven.

21                 MR. REGAN:  You have 125,000 for --

22                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Right.  The five lights

23   are just -- coming down the Parkway signal, coming

24   down Grand and DePiero, Grand and Old Mercedes, then

25   Grand and Phillips and Spring Valley and Summit.  I
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 1   added in Summit and Spring Valley and Chester Ridge

 2   and Summit if the money -- the test -- because, you

 3   know, the other part is bigger development that we

 4   don't focus on now is, is the truck traffic coming

 5   from the north, coming down Chestnut Ridge Road

 6   making a left on Summit, making the right down

 7   Phillips, you know -- at all, in my opinion.

 8                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  All right.

 9                 MR. ZITELLI:  Mr. Chairman, one more

10   question for you or --

11                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure.

12                 MR. ZITELLI:  -- just in general?  Do

13   we have agreement that, you know, if we do go forward

14   with the Resolution here that we will have a

15   contingency based on certain metrics about

16   potentially closing that --

17                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Well, I think before

18   we do that we have to see what the applicant's

19   position is going to be.

20                 MR. ZITELLI:  That's what I -- so

21   essentially, through you, I'm asking should we ask

22   the applicant will they agree to that.

23                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Unless we have any

24   other questions, but before we open it again to the

25   applicant, I do want to open it up to the public.
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 1                 Would anyone care to make a motion to

 2   open the meeting to the public?

 3                 MR. LINTNER:  So moved.

 4                 MR. CULHANE:  Second.

 5                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Motion Mr. Lintner,

 6   seconded Mr. Culhane.

 7                 All in favor?

 8                 (Whereupon, all present members respond

 9          in the affirmative.)

10                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Anyone from the

11   public wish to be heard.

12                 MS. KELLY:  I'm the public.  I'm here.

13                 MR. REGAN:  Could I have your full name

14   and address, please.

15                 MS. KELLY:  Sure.

16                 Cheryl, C-H-E-R-Y-L.  Kelly, K-e-l-l-y.

17   My address is Cheryl Kelly 138 Green Way, Montvale.

18                 MR. REGAN:  Could you raise your right

19   hand, please.

20                 Do you swear or affirm that the

21   testimony you will give in this proceeding shall be

22   the truth so help you God?

23                 MS. KELLY:  Yes.

24   C H E R Y L   K E L L Y,

25       138 Green Way, Montvale, New Jersey, having been
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 1       duly sworn, testifies as follows:

 2                 MR. REGAN:  Thank you.

 3                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay, thank you.

 4                 MS. KELLY:  My questions are, you know,

 5   pretty similar to what Mr. Zitelli said about the

 6   traffic volume.  I've lived in Montvale for 15 years.

 7   I live off of Summit.  You cannot make a left-hand

 8   turn, there are no gaps in traffic.

 9                 I'd like to see data that takes into

10   consideration if Valley Hospital is building 86,000

11   square feet, how many physicians, what is their

12   business plan, what's the patient volume going to be?

13   They're going to be drawing from all of Bergen County

14   to put all of those patients there in Montvale.

15   That's a really valuable spot for them, the fact that

16   it's right off the Parkway.  It's incredibly valuable

17   to them.

18                 There's a daycare going in there.

19   You're also going to have elderly and sick people who

20   are going to be making a left-hand turn there.  I

21   almost had an accident two times today on Grand

22   Avenue at 2:00 in the afternoon.

23                 Traffic and the problem -- in this town

24   is a significant problem, and I'd like to see the

25   data.  I have to admit that I'm not really informed
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 1   about this, this is my first meeting.  I'm starting

 2   to do some research.

 3                 But having lived here for 17 years...

 4                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And we share those

 5   concerns.  And as you may or may not know, we, too,

 6   are all residents of Montvale.  Many of us have lived

 7   here for that period of time.

 8                 MS. KELLY:  And longer, I'm sure.

 9                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  So we've been

10   through the same thing.  Many of us have served on

11   this board for a long time.  We know the traffic

12   problems.  We do share your concerns relative to the

13   projection of vehicles that will be used.

14                 I think Mr. Hipolit's suggestion of

15   tying in the traffic lights on Summit Avenue would

16   benefit your development as well to help create more

17   gap times based upon this new -- Andy, why don't you

18   explain how this GPS signal or synchronization works?

19                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I'd prefer if Maurice

20   does it.

21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure.

22                 MR. RACHED:  So when we look at this

23   particular proposal we're discussing tonight, the

24   driveways between the signal and DePiero, which used

25   to be Mercedes Drive, and the signal at the Parkway,
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 1   right now, because these signals are operating based

 2   on their own internal clocks, their timing would go

 3   out of synchronization --

 4                 MS. KELLY:  No, conceptually I

 5   understand it.

 6                 MR. RACHED:  Yeah, okay.

 7                 So when we install the new equipment,

 8   it will keep all these clocks linked to the atomic

 9   clock, which is a national clock, so it keeps them

10   always synchronized so they would operate as

11   intended.  That's the whole idea is to have them

12   operate as intended.

13                 Right now, once they go out of sync,

14   they do not operate as intended.

15                 As intended, for example, means we

16   would provide the red at the Parkway signal, we

17   provide the red at DePiero, and that creates gaps in

18   between.  And we could do the same at other

19   locations.  So that's what is meant by

20   synchronization of signals.

21                 MS. KELLY:  No, I understand.  I

22   understand.

23                 If I were a member of a committee, I

24   would want to see simulation software to see how it

25   works, I think, probably --
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 1                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  I think

 2   that's consistent with what Mr. Stefanelli was

 3   saying.

 4                 MS. KELLY:  Like put it -- there's

 5   screens all over here.  Put it up on the screens and

 6   let's see a simulation with the traffic patterns that

 7   your ten years of data represent, carving out the

 8   COVID years, adding in a daycare center, adding in

 9   Valley Hospital, adding in the thousands of new homes

10   that are being developed in this community.  I think

11   it can't be understated.

12                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Thank you for your

13   comments.

14                 Anyone else from the public?

15                 (No response.)

16                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Motion to close the

17   meeting to the public?

18                 MR. CULHANE:  So moved.

19                 MR. LINTNER:  Second.

20                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Mr. Culhane.

21                 Mr. Lintner.

22                 All in favor?

23                 (Whereupon, all present members respond

24          in the affirmative.)

25                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.
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 1                 Mr. DelVecchio, share with us your

 2   pearls of wisdom.

 3                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  What are we doing?

 4                 MR. HIPOLIT:  The whole list is out.

 5                 MR. REGAN:  Let's just be careful

 6   there.

 7                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  The post-construction

 8   condition is something that, if the immediate remedy

 9   to a trigger is the closing of the driveway, that's

10   something I can't give you an answer to tonight.  It

11   has ripple effects across tenants, across leases.

12   There are not too many tenants that I am aware of

13   that will sign on a dotted lease with a site that

14   could change while they're in occupancy.

15                 For purposes of this evening, what we

16   could agree to is that if there is a trigger that,

17   you know, we agree on what that trigger is and the

18   trigger occurs, you know, we would agree to

19   immediately meet with whoever we need to meet with

20   and come to a remedy or a solution for that

21   condition, whatever it may be, and work towards it,

22   very similar to what you see in, traditionally in the

23   lighting world, where you install lighting, there is

24   a problem, six months, you test it and you come back

25   and you make the adjustments that need to be made to
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 1   fix it.

 2                 We're committed to fixing it.  We're

 3   confident that the condition will prove itself out

 4   after installed, given the margin of safety factors

 5   that many of you have expressed will exist.

 6                 But in terms of committing tonight to

 7   shutting that exit down at some point in the further,

 8   that is not something I can give you an answer to.

 9                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And with respect to

10   having your professionals work with the borough

11   professionals in fine-tuning the traffic study,

12   including the growth projections from projects that

13   we all know received within the past year or two

14   approvals, such as the district, such as the Horn

15   Rock properties, the Toll Brothers --

16                 MR. REGAN:  Village Springs --

17                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  -- right, taking

18   these into consideration, are you prepared to

19   authorize your professionals to undertake those

20   studies and prepare the model, or a modified model?

21                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  I think what we're

22   talking about in earnest is actually just updating

23   the model.  I think what you have just said as the

24   precursor is not factually necessary for the

25   following reason.
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 1                 Most of all of those developments were

 2   encompassed and anticipated in the reports.

 3                 And as alluded to by Mr. Rached, yes,

 4   the data goes back ten years, but it's not ten years

 5   old.  Every time this applicant has appeared, whether

 6   it was for the original PUD approval for Wegmans,

 7   whether it was for Phase II of the Wegmans project,

 8   whether it was for North Market, whether it was for

 9   Phase II DePiero down below with the daycare center,

10   every time we appear, your engineers demanded and

11   required, and we complied, that we provide a new

12   fresh set of study to add a layer to the base that

13   was created ten years ago.

14                 I hate to say this, and we're happy to

15   do it, but I am going to tell you that I'd be shocked

16   if that model doesn't produce traffic volumes that

17   are less than what your experts charged us to do when

18   we were the unknown quantum and Wegmans was walking

19   in the door.  Because the Wegmans traffic was so

20   overestimated in that model, we haven't yet realized

21   it.

22                 So what's going to happen is we're

23   going to put in a couple of extra developments, we're

24   going to account for the overestimation that never

25   materialized and you're going to see a result that's
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 1   actually less.

 2                 And we're happy to do it.  We'll go

 3   through, you know, the process of updating the model,

 4   but I don't want you to be surprised and I don't want

 5   to be tagged with, you know, you put your hands on

 6   the scale in creating the model.

 7                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Right.  And that may

 8   well be the case.  But if that's the comfort --

 9                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Happy to do it.

10                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  -- that the board

11   needs in order to move forward with the application,

12   I think it should be done.  Because my sense is there

13   is a discomfort right now that we have to overcome.

14                 MR. HIPOLIT:  And, Mr. Chairman, if I

15   can just say, when they did -- and Betsy's not here

16   does pose a problem -- when they did these two, the

17   lower part, the daycare and the offices --

18                 MR. REGAN:  At Dulles Parkway.

19                 MR. HIPOLIT:  -- right, we gave Betsy

20   that model.  So she took that model and made changes

21   to it because, again, we made a recount --

22                 Mr. DelVecchio's right, we made a

23   recount to traffic because Wegmans was now open,

24   lifestyle center was now open.  So she has it.

25                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  If the model that
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 1   you have is updated -- and quite frankly, I wouldn't

 2   rely on Ms. Dolan, unfortunately --

 3                 MR. HIPOLIT:  You're right about that.

 4                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  We don't have the

 5   time -- I mean, I feel very sorry for whatever that

 6   problem might be, but I would imagine that Mr. Olivo

 7   could adjust the model, has the capability.

 8                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Yes, I was just

 9   confirming with him what I already knew, but yes.

10                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And I believe when

11   that model is adjusted, displaying it on the monitors

12   to show how, in fact, the gap occur -- Mr. Olivo, if

13   you were to adjust the model, what could the board

14   and the public expect to see on this model?

15                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:

16   Mr. Chairman, I just -- one question.

17                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure.

18                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  With all due

19   respect, Andy, we haven't heard any testimony that we

20   were five times over at Wegmans or any of that.  This

21   is the first time we're hearing anything.  We didn't

22   hear her testimony.

23                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Right.

24                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  So all I am

25   saying is that we want to be assured.  And whether
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 1   it's a model or somebody giving us some testimony

 2   saying that this development, that development will

 3   add this amount of cars, we haven't heard -- has any

 4   board member heard that.

 5                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  No.

 6                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  No.

 7                 All we want to do it hear the

 8   information so we can make a decision.

 9                 End of story.

10                 THE WITNESS:  To answer the question

11   about the model and that question as well,

12   Mr. Stefanelli, is that by updating the model and

13   comparing it to, again, I think what has been

14   clarified a number of times, because we have all

15   these data points up to fresh data from this year, we

16   would be able to quickly compare and show you this is

17   what we projected it to be, this is what it actually

18   is, and you would be able to see dynamics like gap,

19   synchronization of signals, things like that in

20   realtime.

21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And I think that's

22   what's so important right now.

23                 I agree with you, Frank, and the other

24   board members that have those concerns.

25                 Mr. DelVecchio indicated that he was
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 1   not in a position right now.  Obviously, he has to

 2   speak to his clients, the what-if factor, and to see

 3   what their position would be on that.

 4                 What else?

 5                 MR. ZITELLI:  Mr. Chairman, I am going

 6   to throw one more suggestion out, if I may?

 7                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure.

 8                 MR. ZITELLI:  Sorry to do this, but

 9   could we consider a traffic signal there with a left

10   turn?  I mean, that would make me feel so much better

11   if there was a left-turn signal there.

12                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Do you have the

13   warrants?  That's the problem.

14                 MR. HIPOLIT:  You can't just put a

15   signal there.

16                 MR. RACHED:  It wouldn't meet the

17   required warrants.  To put a signal there is

18   something called warrants, which consist of number of

19   vehicle trips.

20                 To give you a very quick idea what they

21   are, at a regular intersection you need to have over

22   500 trips on the main road, which we do, but you need

23   to have over 150 trips on the minor road, which we

24   don't, for eight hours, not just for the p.m. peak

25   and the a.m. peak.  We're not even close.  We're not
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 1   even a quarter of that number in this case on a daily

 2   basis.

 3                 MR. ZITELLI:  You're telling me we

 4   wouldn't be allowed to put a signal there?

 5                 MR. RACHED:  That's correct, yes.

 6                 MR. REGAN:  The county would have to

 7   make the call on that anyway.  We're not even close.

 8                 MR. RACHED:  Yes.

 9                 MR. REGAN:  They won't go anywhere with

10   it.

11                 MR. ZITELLI:  I'll tell you, I'm

12   thinking of a situation in Paramus, of all places,

13   right, because I grew up there, and fashion center on

14   East Ridgewood Avenue there, there's a left-turn

15   signal that allows you to get into the fashion

16   center.  There's one -- you know, they've got a

17   stacking lane there and specifically a light that

18   allows you to make -- exist anymore, but I thought

19   that was, you know -- to me that -- I would feel

20   really comfortable if we had that kind of situation

21   there and I would have no objection at all.

22                 Again, I am concerned about the left

23   turn.  I am concerned about, you know, even though

24   we've got a stacking lane there, we're still hearing,

25   you know, that there -- I mean, I wouldn't want to be
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 1   sitting in a car there myself and having cars going

 2   eastbound at 45 miles an hour, two lanes and then

 3   where I'm sitting.  I would feel like a sitting duck.

 4   You know, that's just how I would feel about it.

 5                 So again, I'm approaching this from a

 6   safety concern.  I mean, I'm all in favor for this

 7   development, I just have one issue, which is that

 8   left turn, all right.  And, you know, so if we can do

 9   -- a light would be wonderful in my mind.

10   Eliminating or not eliminating that left turn would

11   be my other thing.

12                 Do the study.  Do the study.  Let's go

13   see what it is.  But I'm telling you what my concern

14   is.

15                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.

16                 MR. ZITELLI:  Right on the table.

17                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Mr. DelVecchio,

18   where do you want to go with this.

19                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  We're happy to, you

20   know, advance the model if that aids in the

21   deliberation.  You know, we've obviously done it

22   before, we're happy to do it again.

23                 In terms of the traffic testimony this

24   evening, I think we've reached a natural conclusion.

25                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  With regard to the
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 1   model, Mr. Olivo, you don't have a copy of that

 2   model, I presume.

 3                 THE WITNESS:  I don't, but as far as

 4   the underlying foundation of the model, you actually

 5   have it, or Colliers has it.

 6                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Right.

 7                 THE WITNESS:  And that can be shared

 8   and we can simply download it.

 9                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  If you get the call

10   from Mr. DelVecchio to adjust the model, Andy, you

11   could have Maurice forward that, too.

12                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  And we're still

13   engaged with Dolan and Dean, so to the extent they

14   have it, we have no issues with being able to --

15                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Well, I hate to

16   schedule another meeting and not have the author of

17   the report.  If there's any doubt that we're not

18   going to hear direct testimony from Betsy Dolan, I

19   think we're going to have to ask for another report

20   from someone who can stand behind whatever the report

21   says.

22                 I mean, this whole traffic thing, we're

23   kind of doing backwards.  Now, it's true, it's very

24   unfortunate with Ms. Dolan, whatever -- whatever that

25   problem might be, but I don't know how long the
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 1   applicant could tolerate this, and I know the board

 2   is losing patience because they want answers to their

 3   questions, and rightly so.

 4                 Maybe you should just send --

 5                 MR. HIPOLIT:  We're going to send them.

 6   But I have a couple of -- I just want to make sure

 7   that -- I wrote down a lot of notes, I want to make

 8   sure I got the right stuff for us.

 9                 The GPS sync over the time-based

10   coordinator, at least in my opinion and Maurice's

11   opinion, if you were to approve this, it should be a

12   requirement.  And we will have a discussion with the

13   county about that so we have more detail on the five

14   versus seven.

15                 The speed limit reduction, that's

16   really a Mayor and Council request.  It's 45 now.  I

17   have a Mayor and Council meeting tomorrow and I will

18   bring this up and ask them to make a request, if the

19   board wants me to.

20                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes.

21                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Okay.  We have to ask the

22   county to make a -- so you can't just -- you're not

23   allowed to just reduce speed, they use data that will

24   be done and it will be supplied to Colliers --

25                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  You have a meeting
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 1   tomorrow.  You can certainly --

 2                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Yes.  They have to

 3   authorize us to do some work on that which, then

 4   we'll come up with what the speed should be reduced

 5   to.

 6                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.

 7                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Growth projections, I

 8   think Maurice and Mr. Olivo need to work a little

 9   better.  Have Mr. Olivo explain what projections

10   they're using so you'll understand what those growth

11   projections are.  And there's testimony -- I wrote

12   that more than once.

13                 Is rumple strips as we come off the

14   Parkway, so you come off the Parkway, you hit the

15   yield sign, you now make a right turn going past the

16   vacant property, the wetland area; is the board

17   desirous of me investigating rumble strips there or

18   not.

19                 MR. TEAGNO:  No.  I hate those.

20                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I just was mentioning

21   that.

22                 MALE VOICE:  They wear out, nobody

23   replaces them.

24                 MR. HIPOLIT:  The new model -- Maurice

25   is going to coordinate with Chuck tomorrow the new
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 1   model.

 2                 The stop sign, Colliers is still

 3   pursuing the stop sign with the Turnpike Authority.

 4   There's going to be a request from the Mayor and

 5   Council, we will ask the county as they said they

 6   would do it, the county would concur, and that

 7   request will be sent in; that's the desire of the

 8   board?

 9                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes.

10                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Okay, that's good.

11                 I am going to talk to the chief

12   tomorrow about getting a speed study done somewhere

13   between the DePiero's light and the Parkway light

14   about what the speed of cars either coming through

15   traffic cars, one, and the police can only do so

16   much, so give us some data -- it'll be a short -- and

17   the second one would be just give a speed of cars

18   coming off the Parkway and as they accelerate, what

19   speed are they going between the Parkway ramp and

20   let's say halfway up the property.

21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.

22                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I mean, again, the police

23   have limited data.  If the data they get is good

24   enough, great.

25                 If not, you can always request the
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 1   applicant does it similar to what we did on Fox Hill

 2   Road, we put -- actually put speed monitors out

 3   there.

 4                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Right.

 5                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  And do we do

 6   that during the busy peak hour.

 7                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Yes, that's what I'm

 8   going to tell them.  Tell them to do it in the p.m.

 9   peak and -- is the way we want it.

10                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Just wanted

11   to clarify it.

12                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Yeah, it'd be right

13   around 5:00 is when we want to sit.  They'd probably

14   sit around 295 West Grand and then get it from there.

15                 Traffic counts for the right-turn lane,

16   I don't know, are we doing anything with traffic

17   counts to the right-turn lane?  As far as the right

18   turn coming off the Parkway and cars making a right,

19   how did we come up with the projection how many cars

20   are making that right?  I don't know if I got the

21   answer yet.

22                 MR. RACHED:  I think we have these

23   numbers.

24                 MR. HIPOLIT:  The applicant should

25   really present that at the next meeting so the board
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 1   can hear that.

 2                 MR. ZITELLI:  You mentioned the

 3   Parkway.  Is that the one at the intersection of

 4   Grand and Chestnut Ridge?  Is that where you're

 5   talking about.

 6                 MR. HIPOLIT:  No, I'm saying when cars

 7   -- cars that come off the Parkway, make a right turn,

 8   how many cars are going to turn right into the site.

 9                 MR. ZITELLI:  Yeah, you mentioned the

10   Parkway light, I think, right?  Did you say that,

11   Parkway light?  What light are we talking about?

12                 MR. HIPOLIT:  The light at the Parkway

13   and Grand Avenue.  So you come down the ramp, just at

14   like -- when you come off 172, there's a light right

15   there.  That light.

16                 MR. ZITELLI:  Okay.  Okay.

17                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I am going to ask the

18   chief to have the police department pull hopefully

19   what will be a ten-year history, so ten years ago or

20   more, when the driveway was open, the previous

21   driveway, what was the accident history?

22                 And if there wasn't accident history,

23   what was the type of accident.

24                 So hopefully when the driveway was open

25   it had a lot of lefts in, rights in, whatever.  I'll
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 1   see what data they have.  I don't know what data they

 2   have.  I know that -- go farther back, I'll ask that

 3   question.

 4                 And then the last thing I have is

 5   recent mention MUTCD test of five accidents per year,

 6   but I think the applicant is saying that they

 7   wouldn't agree to that.

 8                 MR. REGAN:  That would be one of the --

 9                 MR. HIPOLIT:  A metric.  I don't know

10   if the board wants to pursue that.

11                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  That's something for

12   the board to decide.

13                 But I think all the other points that

14   you've come up with or based on your notes are

15   accurate.

16                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Okay.  Except for the

17   rumble strips at that --

18                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Correct.

19                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Good.

20                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  You okay with that,

21   Mr. DelVecchio?

22                 MR. DELVECCHIO:  In terms of

23   Mr. Hipolit's notes, I think, you know, they

24   represent the discussion.

25                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  We still have

0113

 1   a little bit of time.  What else would you like to

 2   try and cover this evening?

 3                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  I'd like to cover

 4   Ms. Rodriguez's testimony, which is landscaping.

 5   There is not a lot of testimony there, but she did

 6   travel to get here and I'd like to try to resolve

 7   that area.

 8                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Let's take a

 9   five-minute break and then we will get to her.

10                 And then with respect to Mike Dipple's

11   letter of today, which is pretty extensive --

12                 MR. REGAN:  We just received it.

13                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  We just received it.

14                 MR. DELVECCHIO:  Yes, we had promised,

15   if you remember at the last meeting, that we would --

16   we said we would comply.  We wanted to put it in

17   writing as to how and give you detailed documentation

18   to do that.

19                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  The problem is

20   Mr. Hipolit hasn't had an opportunity to read it.

21                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Understood.

22                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  But let's take a

23   five-minute break.

24                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Sure.

25                 (Whereupon, a brief recess is taken.)
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 1                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  This meeting will

 2   come to order.

 3                 Mr. DelVecchio?

 4                 MR. DELVECCHIO:  Yes.  Thank you,

 5   Mr. Chairman.

 6                 As I had indicated just before the

 7   break, my intention is to call Ms. Trini Rodriguez of

 8   ParkerRodriguez who is the landscape architect on

 9   this portion of the project and the entirety of the

10   project so familiar face, I guess.

11                 MR. REGAN:  You want her swear here in?

12                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Yes, please.

13                 MR. REGAN:  Do you swear or affirm that

14   the testimony you will give in this proceeding shall

15   be the truth so help you God?

16                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  I do.

17   T R I N I    R O D R I G U E Z, AICP, PLA

18       101 North Union Street, Suite #320, Alexandria,

19       Virginia, having been duly sworn, testifies as

20       follows:

21                 MR. REGAN:  And for the record, state

22   your full name, please, and spell your last name.

23                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Good evening, my name

24   is Trini Rodriguez with the firm of ParkerRodriguez.

25                 MR. DelVECCHIO: Ms. Rodriguez
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 1   previously testified --

 2                 MR. REGAN:  She's previously been

 3   qualified in the field of landscape architecture on

 4   several occasions before the board.

 5                 We have accepted her.

 6                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  That's correct,

 7   Mr. Regan.

 8                 If the board is comfortable with her

 9   credentials I'll proceed.

10   DIRECT EXAMINATION

11   BY MR. DelVECCHIO:

12          Q.     Ms. Rodriguez, we marked prior to this

13   evening as A-15 a set of drawings entitled "Landscape

14   Architecture Plan" prepared by ParkerRodriguez

15   consisting of four sheets and having a revision date

16   through June 23, 2022.

17                 Those plans are on the table next for

18   you and I right now.

19                 Were those drawings prepared by you or

20   under your supervision?

21          A.     Yes, they were.

22          Q.     You had also prior to this hearing this

23   evening received a -- actually you received several

24   review letters from various professionals concerning

25   this project.
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 1                 And those review letters contained

 2   certain comments concerning landscaping and

 3   screening, correct?

 4          A.     Correct.

 5          Q.     And in anticipation of appearing here

 6   this evening you had collaborated with Mr. Dipple who

 7   prepared a letter dated -- with today's date dated

 8   July 11, which included certain responses to

 9   landscaping comments regarding this project, correct?

10          A.     Yes.

11          Q.     Now that we've got the formalities

12   done, let's deal with practicality.

13                 You were the landscape designer for

14   this project, many of the comments that were raised

15   were really focused on the screening nature of the

16   landscaping for certain areas of the project that

17   required landscaping, screening, light loading, like

18   trash enclosures in relation to those comments your

19   responses contained in Mr. Dipple's letter, the

20   intent is just to essentially upsize all of the

21   screening to a compliant height so that we fully

22   comply with the code in those areas?

23                 Is that correct?

24          A.     Correct.

25                 So what we did is we actually up-sized
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 1   the plans.  We actually revised the site lighting

 2   just to make sure that it was, sort of, an

 3   intentional, sort of landscaping around the utilities

 4   created what we've kind of called a utility cord

 5   which actually kind of allowed for those utilities to

 6   sit there surrounded by this new screening not -- not

 7   new screening, it was there, it was just up-sized and

 8   then it was softened up with some additional planting

 9   in front to provide some softer textures and seasonal

10   interest.

11                 And those were actually the -- the

12   plans that the planner had, sort of, requested

13   heights, which we have actually updated on our plans.

14          Q.     Now, you are the designer and architect

15   of the landscape plan for Buildings 1, 2 and 3, that

16   are either complete or virtually complete as we here

17   today correct?

18          A.     Correct, yes.

19          Q.     You had an opportunity to visit the

20   site and see the results of your planning and design

21   in bloom so to speak?

22          A.     Exactly, yes.

23          Q.     Is the intent that the next phase that

24   is being applied for here this evening coordinating

25   with the existing work that you've done to date?
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 1          A.     Correct.  Yes, we used, you know, the

 2   same palette of plant material there.

 3                 And the idea is that it feels like a

 4   seamless project.  I mean I have to admit I've been

 5   up at the site doing a lot of punch work and working

 6   with the construction company and I just wanted to

 7   congratulate all of you because I think as -- overall

 8   as the place has really come to fruition and I think

 9   this will be a great addition to -- to that.

10          Q.     There was, I recall, a comment

11   concerning the wall material for the hardscape?

12          A.     Correct.

13          Q.     What is the intent?  And I tread very

14   lightly into color areas, but what is the intent with

15   the --

16          A.     So --

17          Q.     -- the color of the wall blocks that

18   are shown in the details on your plans?

19          A.     Right.

20                 So the -- the details show three colors

21   which is what the manufacturer provides, manufactures

22   three different palettes.

23                 And what we suggested in the documents,

24   which is spelled out, is a mix of them.  It's a

25   30 percent, I forget the name ledger/legend, 40 and
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 1   40 I believe they're on -- in the drawings.

 2                 And it's the same palette that has been

 3   used on all of the walls on Phase I so it's already

 4   there, yes.

 5                 It's 30 percent -- 30 percent that's

 6   Silverado, 40 percent Lafayette and 40 percent

 7   Kodiak.

 8                 And the idea is to get a much more

 9   natural mix of colors instead of a more solid either

10   red or gray or brown.  So it's a -- it's a much more

11   softer look.

12                 And that's what on-site already.  And I

13   believe you may have seen those.

14          Q.     So the intent is to match what is

15   already been constructed and utilized in the earlier

16   phases?

17          A.     Correct, it's exactly the same.

18          Q.     Okay.

19                 Now, there are certain metrics in the

20   Montvale Ordinance concerning having sufficient

21   number of planting areas for the parking for each

22   number of parking spaces on-site.  The number of

23   trees.  All of that has been factored into your

24   design?

25          A.     Right.  And we have been coordinating
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 1   with L2A and the civil engineers on that.

 2          Q.     And based upon your design you believe

 3   that the plans fully comply with those requirements?

 4          A.     Yes.

 5                 And the planner did make one comment

 6   there were four spaces at the corner that were

 7   actually missed.  And it was really a problem of

 8   coordination that was a change that was made to the

 9   site plan at the last minute and it was just missed.

10          Q.     And that's --

11          A.     That's been updated and added.

12          Q.     And I guess just so we're clear on the

13   record that will be added and updated because the

14   board hasn't seen those plans --

15          A.     Correct.

16          Q.     -- it may be done in your shop but we

17   haven't submitted the plans yet?

18          A.     Yes.  Correct.

19          Q.     And that's part of the response

20   contained in Mr. Dipple's letter, correct?

21          A.     Correct.

22                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  At this point,

23   Mr. Chairman, I don't have any further questions of

24   Ms. Rodriguez.

25                 I make her available for any remaining
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 1   question by the board.

 2                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.

 3                 Mr. Hipolit, have you had an

 4   opportunity to review the plans with respect to

 5   landscape architecture?

 6                 MR. HIPOLIT:  So I didn't, but as the

 7   board knows we used Gus DeBlasio to do that --

 8                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I'm sorry.

 9                 MR. HIPOLIT:  We used Gus DeBlasio to

10   do it.

11                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yeah.  Can you --

12   yes.

13                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Yes, so Gus has looked at

14   it.  There was two things that happened with Gus,

15   one, he was away initially then he got COVID, but now

16   he's back -- he's back in action now.  He did look at

17   it.  He has very few little -- literally a very few

18   limited comments, but I think Darlene covered most of

19   them.  His biggest comment centered around caliper of

20   trees.  He thought the caliper of trees could be a

21   little larger.  And I think there was a few -- and I

22   think a very few of -- a few species he wanted

23   changed from something to something, I'm not the

24   expert, but I will have that for you by next week.

25                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  I know Ms. Rodriguez
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 1   and Gus have spoken in the past.

 2                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Yes.

 3                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Correct.

 4                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  If the board is okay

 5   with it we're happy to have her reach out and

 6   coordinate.

 7                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Why don't we do that

 8   in the interest of time --

 9                 MR. HIPOLIT:  His comments were minor.

10                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes.

11                 Why don't you communicate directly with

12   him.

13                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  I will.

14                 MR. HIPOLIT:  That's fine.

15                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Yes.  Thank you.

16                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I'll tell him that

17   tomorrow.

18                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Yes, I'll call him.

19                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Anyone have any

20   questions?

21                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Yes.

22                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Comments?

23                 Frank?

24                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  The only

25   comment or question I have is what are we going to do
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 1   with the Phase II future development area in the

 2   meantime?  How are we going to...

 3                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  That's intended to be

 4   --

 5                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Yes, it will be graded

 6   and seeded.

 7                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Grass.

 8                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  I mean I know that

 9   probably from the planning standpoint that they would

10   love to get somebody in.

11                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  You're going

12   to seed it?

13                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Yes.  We'll stabilize

14   it and seed it, that's usually what we do.

15                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Well, I'd

16   like to see some trees in there too, if you can.  So

17   if we can consider that.

18                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Like perimeter trees?

19                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Yeah, just a

20   couple of them.

21                 MR. HIPOLIT:  To break it up a little

22   bit?

23                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.

24                 Anyone else?

25                 (No response.)
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 1                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  I think

 2   that's it for now, Mr. DelVecchio.

 3                 Thank you.

 4                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Thank you, good to see

 5   you all again.

 6                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Thank you.

 7                 MS. HUTTER:  Carry.

 8                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes.

 9                 I think we're going to call it an

10   evening, Mr. DelVecchio.

11                 Question is when will you be returning?

12                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  If the board will have

13   us, August 2nd would be our preference.

14                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  And hopefully

15   we'll be able to get a wrap on the traffic issue.

16                 Mr. Hipolit, will you'll have an

17   opportunity to review Mr. Dipple's letter of this

18   date.

19                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I will.

20                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Revised plans that

21   were referenced will be sent in by then I presume?

22                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Revised plans map that

23   were referenced?

24                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Didn't you say that

25   --
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 1                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  The

 2   landscaping plan.

 3                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO: -- there will be

 4   revised plan coming?

 5                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  I don't --

 6                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  No.  We're okay?

 7                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Yes, we said we put

 8   how we going the address that in the letter.

 9                 I'm not sure Mr. Dipple or

10   Ms. Rodriguez will have an enough time the submit

11   plans in advance.

12                 MR. HIPOLIT:  So, I'm not here on the

13   2nd, I'm going on a college tour.

14                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I'm sorry.  You're

15   not --

16                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I'm at a college tour,

17   I'm not here on the 2nd, not that you necessarily

18   need me, but I'm not here.

19                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I think we should be

20   okay.

21                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I will have a review

22   letter.

23                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Right.

24                 We will have Chris here --

25                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Yup.
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 1                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  -- and I think we're

 2   going to need Maurice again.

 3                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Yes, I think Maurice has

 4   to come again.

 5                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Right, yes.

 6                 MS. HUTTER:  We need the simulation

 7   model.

 8                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes, right.

 9                 MR. HIPOLIT:  What?

10                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  The model.

11                 MS. HUTTER:  The simulation model, I

12   think Maurice needs to be here.

13                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Yes, Maurice is coming.

14   I think Maurice is planning -- I'll text him, he's

15   planning on coming back.  Yes.

16                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.

17                 What else do we have, anything?

18                 (No response.)

19                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Mr. DelVecchio,

20   anything else on your side?

21                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  No, other than to

22   officially announce for the record the carry date so

23   I avoid the notice issue.

24                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Thank you.

25                 The meeting will be carried to
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 1   August 2nd, no further notice will be provided.

 2                 Thank you for coming in.

 3                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Thank you.

 4                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Thank you.

 5                 We'll see you soon.

 6                 (Whereupon, this matter will be

 7          continuing at a future date.  Time noted:

 8          10:35 p.m.)
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             1                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  The next item on the



             2   agenda is the continued public hearing on Block 3201,



             3   Lot 6, SHG Montvale MB, LLC, Preliminary and Final



             4   Site Plan Approval, Amended PUD Approval; Soil



             5   Movement Approval and variances.



             6                 And with that said, this is a special



             7   meeting.



             8                 MR. REGAN:  Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to



             9   interrupt you.



            10                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure.



            11                 MR. REGAN:  Just for the record, since



            12   D variance relief is implicated, Mr. Ryan, as a



            13   Class 1 representative, is leaving the dais.



            14                 A Class 1 representative cannot --



            15                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay, very good.



            16                 MR. REGAN:  We have a full complement.



            17                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay, John, thank



            18   you for attending.  Have a good evening.



            19                 (Whereupon, Mr. Ryan recuses himself



            20          and steps off the dais.)



            21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  Question:  Do



            22   we have enough eligible members?



            23                 MR. REGAN:  We have six.  I believe



            24   everyone's eligible.



            25                 MR. LINTNER:  Yes, they all are.
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             1                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Everyone is



             2   eligible.



             3                 MR. REGAN:  If there is a vote tonight,



             4   you would need five affirmative votes.



             5                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay, very good.



             6                 Mr. DelVecchio, before we get started,



             7   any further presentation?



             8                 As of our last meeting we asked the



             9   traffic expert employed by the borough to do some



            10   homework with respect to getting answers on different



            11   questions that he had in dealing with, I guess, both



            12   the county and the Turnpike Authority.



            13                 And he has indicated to us prior to the



            14   meeting that he had information he wanted to share



            15   with the board members, as well as the applicant and



            16   the public.



            17                 And with that said, I am going to ask



            18   Maurice, it's all yours.



            19                 MR. REGAN:  For the record, Mr. Rached



            20   was previously sworn --



            21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes.



            22                 MR. REGAN:  -- at the last meeting, as



            23   has Mr. Hipolit.



            24                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes.



            25
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             1   A N D R E W    H I P O L I T, PE



             2       331 Newman Springs Road, Suite 203, Red Bank,



             3       New Jersey, having been previously sworn,



             4       continues to testify as follows:



             5   M A U R I C E    R A C H E D, PE, PTOE



             6       331 Newman Springs Road, Suite 203, Red Bank,



             7       New Jersey, having been previously sworn,



             8       continues to testify as follows:



             9                 MR. RACHED:  Good evening,



            10   Mr. Chairman, Members of the Board, so I did reach



            11   out to the Turnpike and then I realized that this is



            12   a county road which means the county would have to



            13   make the request.



            14                 So I reached out to Mr. Timsak and we



            15   had an in-depth conversation about the issues.



            16                 And he shared with me information that



            17   I thought the board would be happy to hear.  He said



            18   that the county is looking to lower the speed limit



            19   on West Grand Avenue --



            20                 MS. HUTTER:  John, can you just hand



            21   him this microphone so we make sure we get it.



            22                 MR. RACHED:  I thought I was loud



            23   enough.



            24                 MS. HUTTER:  No.



            25                 MR. RACHED:  Thank you.
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             1                 So Mr. Timsak shared with me that the



             2   county is looking to lower the speed limit on West



             3   Grand Avenue, which I felt would be welcome news by



             4   the board and by the community.



             5                 The speed limit today is 45 miles an



             6   hour and it would serve all of us to lower it.



             7                 So I had a conversation with him about



             8   the method, about my involvement.



             9                 I asked Mr. Timsak that I would like to



            10   be involved in reviewing the data to make sure that



            11   that reduction happens.  He agreed.



            12                 I also proposed to him that if there is



            13   anything we could do to help the process, such as



            14   doing a certification to comply with Title 39 and



            15   national standards, that I'll be willing to do that.



            16                 So we left it in that he is going to



            17   keep me in the loop, share with me the data, and



            18   we're going to collaborate together on lowering the



            19   speed limit.



            20                 Then we talked about changing the yield



            21   sign to a stop sign.  He expressed to me that the



            22   county would be in favor of such a request, and he



            23   said we'll either do a request or you could do it and



            24   copy us and refer to this conversation.



            25                 So we need to figure this out if we --
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             1   and if the board ends up requesting that change from



             2   the Turnpike.



             3                 So I was really very pleased.  I think



             4   this would add another layer of safety to the whole



             5   area, not just to this left turn.



             6                 Then I reached out to the previous



             7   police chief, Gerry Abrams, and I discussed with him



             8   what's transpiring.  And he told me that he does not



             9   recall any issue with the right-turn movement when



            10   the driveway was open.



            11                 I'm referring to the proposed driveway



            12   on West Grand Avenue.  He did say that he remembers



            13   that the left-turn out was an issue at some point,



            14   which in this case it is not being proposed.



            15                 And then I asked him if he remembers



            16   any accident involving the right turn and he said no.



            17                 So I wanted to bring the board up to



            18   speed with that information, and if the board is



            19   inclined to have me pursue any of these, you know,



            20   avenues, I will be more than happy to do so.



            21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  Thank you.



            22                 Mr. Hipolit, I believe the board asked



            23   you to communicate with Chief Joe Sanfilippo with



            24   respect to his opinion of changing the yield sign off



            25   of the Parkway exit onto Grant Avenue to a full stop

�



                                                                     9







             1   sign.  And also with respect to putting in a counter



             2   on that right-hand lane on Grand Avenue.



             3                 Did you have an opportunity to



             4   communicate with him?



             5                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I did.



             6                 I talked to him.



             7                 As far as a counter, with doing counts,



             8   they could provide both traffic counts and/or speed



             9   counts as the board did discuss speed.



            10                 And then as far as the stop sign, they



            11   would be in favor of the stop sign change.



            12                 I haven't talked to him about the



            13   reduction in speed yet and I haven't talked to him



            14   about the accident history.



            15                 I was going to ask him about the



            16   accident history of that driveway literally almost



            17   20 years ago, so the total history on that driveway



            18   -- see what the accidents were as a baseline.



            19                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  And,



            20   Mr. Regan, I believe that it was said if that yield



            21   sign were to be changed to a stop sign, the Montvale



            22   governing body would have to approve it as well.



            23                 MR. REGAN:  Right.



            24                 They would have to make the formal



            25   request of the Turnpike Authority.
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             1                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Correct.



             2                 It would come from the Mayor and



             3   Council.



             4                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And though I did not



             5   communicate with the whole governing body, I did



             6   speak with Mayor Ghassali and shared with him the



             7   board's discussion with the applicant and its



             8   professionals relative to the conversion of that



             9   yield sign to a full stop sign.



            10                 He felt that the governing body would



            11   be very supportive of that, so I don't anticipate we



            12   would have any difficulty in moving in that



            13   direction.



            14                 With respect to the gaps, Maurice, with



            15   a lowering of the speed limits along Grand Avenue,



            16   what effect that would that have on the gap studies



            17   that were performed by Dolan and Dean?



            18                 MR. RACHED:  It really shouldn't have



            19   much of an effect, Mr. Chair.



            20                 As I explained last week, the gap study



            21   is based on the acceptable gap, which is normally



            22   six-and-a-half seconds or so.



            23                 By lowering the speed, the gaps should



            24   remain the same and there should be -- there could be



            25   actually more opportunities for drivers to enter the
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             1   gap because the speed is lower.



             2                 Just to refresh the board in terms of



             3   the numbers, I believe that the gap analysis revealed



             4   that there were between 400 and 500 gaps an hour,



             5   which is a number that far exceeds the need.  I



             6   believe the need was more in the range of about 50



             7   turning movements.  So the number of gaps is almost



             8   ten times as much, which is an extremely comfortable



             9   range.



            10                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay, very good.



            11                 I think, Mr. DelVecchio, we had



            12   requested of you to have the author of the traffic



            13   report, Betsy Dolan, here this evening, and I



            14   understand that because of a medical emergency she is



            15   unable to attend.



            16                 Is that correct?



            17                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  That is correct.  We



            18   were -- we learned somewhere around 5, 6:00 this



            19   evening via a text from a relative that she was not



            20   -- well, that she was in a medical emergency and



            21   that's all we know.



            22                 We have tried to communicate back, find



            23   out hopefully that she's doing okay, but we have no



            24   word at this point at all.



            25                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And I understand you
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             1   have made arrangements to have another engineer who



             2   is a traffic expert attend the meeting to discuss



             3   with us that report.



             4                 Is that correct?



             5                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  That is correct,



             6   Mr. Chairman.



             7                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Why don't we



             8   introduce him and have him qualified.



             9                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Okay.



            10                 For those of you who may remember,



            11   Mr. Olivo has appeared before this board before.



            12   This is Mr. Chuck Olivo from Stonefield Engineering.



            13                 Chuck, if you could please state your



            14   name and spell it.



            15                 MR. REGAN:  He's previously been



            16   qualified in the field of civil engineering and



            17   traffic engineering.



            18                 Do you swear or affirm that the



            19   testimony you're about to give shall be the truth, so



            20   help you God?



            21                 MR. OLIVO:  I do.



            22   C H A R L E S    O L I V O, PE, PTOE



            23       92 Park Avenue, Rutherford, New Jersey, having



            24       been duly sworn, testifies as follows:



            25                 MR. REGAN:  For the record, state your
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             1   full name, please, and spell your last name.



             2                 MR. OLIVO:  Certainly.



             3                 Good evening, Mr. Chairman, nice to be



             4   here this evening.



             5                 Good evening, Members of the Board,



             6   Members of the Public, my name is Charles Olivo, and



             7   the spelling of the last name is O-L-I, V as in



             8   Victor, O.



             9                 I am from the firm Stonefield



            10   Engineering and Design, as project counsel has



            11   mentioned.



            12                 I have a Bachelor of Science in the



            13   field of civil engineering from the University of



            14   Notre Dame.



            15                 I'm a licensed professional engineer in



            16   the State of New Jersey.



            17                 I am also a certified professional



            18   traffic operations engineer, certified by the



            19   Institute of Transportation Engineers.



            20                 I've testified before over 300



            21   municipalities in the State of New Jersey as an



            22   expert in the field of traffic engineering.



            23                 I also teach traffic engineering at



            24   Stevens.



            25                 And I have been before this board and
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             1   accepted.



             2                 MR. REGAN:  I think, Mr. Chairman, he



             3   can be accepted based on his credentials in the field



             4   of traffic engineering.  And I think he was



             5   previously qualified in that field before the board.



             6                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And the Chair will



             7   accept the recommendation of counsel, no questions



             8   from the board.



             9                 And I believe this has been marked into



            10   evidence.



            11                 MR. REGAN:  Not yet.



            12                 This is the revised plan, Mr. Chairman,



            13   the original one was --



            14                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yeah, I'm looking at



            15   the one revised to June 22.



            16                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Yes.



            17                 MS. HUTTER:  Yes, it was marked as



            18   A-18.



            19                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Yes, A-18.



            20                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  A-18, okay.



            21                 MR. REGAN:  I have the other one.



            22                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And, Mr. Olivo, have



            23   you had an opportunity to review the plan prepared by



            24   Dolan and Dean last revised June 22 of this year?



            25                 MR. OLIVO:  I have had the opportunity
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             1   to review the Traffic Impact Study that was last



             2   revised June 22nd of this year, both the contents of



             3   the report and the complete technical appendices that



             4   are included with that report.



             5                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  The board was paying



             6   particular attention to the access point along Grand



             7   Avenue, which I am sure your client brought to your



             8   attention.



             9                 Is that correct?



            10                 MR. OLIVO:  Yes, I am aware of this.



            11                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And I further



            12   understand, did you have an opportunity to listen to



            13   the tapes or any other recording relative to the



            14   discussion that we had with the traffic experts from



            15   Colliers?



            16                 MR. OLIVO:  I read the transcript in



            17   full.



            18                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And did you



            19   communicate directly with Maurice?



            20                 MR. OLIVO:  I did, yes.



            21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  Why don't you



            22   give us your opinion and your analysis of that



            23   proposed drive and the accesses that are set forth.



            24                 MR. OLIVO:  Absolutely, Mr. Chairman.



            25                 Well, I would say at this point you've
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             1   had a lot of traffic engineering eyes on this



             2   driveway, in addition to the board's eyes.



             3                 I think everybody probably within the



             4   last week has checked their speed going into or out



             5   of some of these turning movements.



             6                 And I think in a lot of ways that the



             7   beauty of traffic engineering is we all do it and we



             8   all have an opinion about it and what works and what



             9   doesn't necessarily work.



            10                 I know that there is some history with



            11   regard to a driveway in this general location.  And I



            12   have researched some of the accident history; the



            13   location, you can see on old aerial imagery, so it is



            14   interesting to see that there was a driveway here,



            15   and then that driveway was either blockaded or gated



            16   and it was not permissible to be used.



            17                 And I will say that practicing about



            18   20 years working on many land use applications, you



            19   don't see that very often.  You don't see many



            20   driveways that are open and then closed.



            21                 But what I will say and I think it's



            22   somewhat reassuring is that with all the eyes on this



            23   proposed driveway, you have had a county and county



            24   professionals that have seen the history of a



            25   driveway in this location and have been attuned to
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             1   that and have reviewed it and scrutinized it over the



             2   years, and you now have -- many of that personnel is



             3   very similar to what it was 10 or 15 years ago.



             4                 And so here we are proposing a driveway



             5   in that location, but I do think it's important to



             6   note that there are significant changes to what is



             7   being proposed.



             8                 A full-movement access point is very



             9   different than what is being proposed now, which is



            10   an entrance only driveway.



            11                 A left-turn movement out of this



            12   proposed driveway on Grand Avenue I do not believe is



            13   something that I would be in front of this board



            14   supporting.  You're along the horizontal curb; you're



            15   on the inside of that curb which makes sight distance



            16   challenging when you're coming out of a private site.



            17                 And to make a left-turn out across a



            18   right-turn lane, two through lanes, a gore area and



            19   an additional two lanes in the opposite direction is



            20   a very challenging movement coming from a location



            21   here.



            22                 What we're speaking about is entrance



            23   only.  Looking at the many commercial and retail



            24   driveways over the last 20 years, the



            25   right-turn-ingress movement tends to be your safest
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             1   movement across any driveway in any location, because



             2   there really is no conflict to that right-turn in.



             3   It's called diverging conflict in traffic engineering



             4   parlance because vehicles aren't approaching one



             5   another, they're actually moving away.



             6                 But you do decelerate into that turn,



             7   which does create a little bit of friction.



             8                 But that right-turn movement in,



             9   generally, a very save movement into an access point.



            10                 Now, the left-turn movement in.  One of



            11   the things that I look at most closely when



            12   determining whether a driveway can operate safely and



            13   effectively, which is really our charge as traffic



            14   engineers, when we're looking at the operation of an



            15   intersection and also at the operation of a driveway,



            16   can it operate safely being paramount, and



            17   effectively or functionally as you heard from



            18   Maurice.



            19                 And reading through the transcript,



            20   very much in keeping with the very logical



            21   progression he made, I would agree, he ended with



            22   safety and I will start with safety.



            23                 When I'm looking at the operation of a



            24   driveway and whether or not it can operate safely,



            25   one of the first things I look at is sight distance.
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             1   There has to be enough sight distance for a driver,



             2   for someone who is traveling in their vehicle, to



             3   take in everything happening within the driving



             4   ecosystem, see an oncoming vehicle and make a turn.



             5                 And truth be told, I sat in the gore



             6   area today for about a minute with my hazards on.



             7   There is an existing gore area hatched in the middle,



             8   in the median of the road where the driveway is.  And



             9   I waited and I watched.



            10                 I could see about what I measured on a



            11   Google aerial about 900 feet towards the Parkway,



            12   past the first bridge abutment, through the guide



            13   rail section; more than enough sight distance to



            14   adequately see vehicles coming towards me and make a



            15   turn into the lane.



            16                 Now, within that, what I'll call gore



            17   area, this diagonally striped area that's there today



            18   is where we plan to put the left-turn bay.  There's



            19   adequate width there, there was nobody honking their



            20   horn, what's this guy doing in the middle of the road



            21   here.  There is adequate width to be able to



            22   accommodate a vehicle that stops, looks for that gap



            23   in traffic and then makes the left turn into the site



            24   driveway.



            25                 Sight distance is more than adequate
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             1   turning in for that left-turn movement and from a



             2   safety perspective, we also then look at are there



             3   enough gaps in traffic?



             4                 And as you've heard from Maurice, there



             5   are more than adequate, during the peak hours, gaps



             6   in traffic.



             7                 I watched the videos of the various



             8   peak hours that have been studied.  What you'll see



             9   is that generally as cars come off the Parkway or are



            10   coming from the west/east through this intersection



            11   or this area, that they effectively line up in the



            12   proper lanes as to where they're looking to go.



            13                 So if they're looking to make the right



            14   turn to come down DePiero Drive, they line up in the



            15   right-turn lane, which is marked as a



            16   right-turn-deceleration lane.  And if they're



            17   continuing through, they're in those two through



            18   lanes that are then removed from that right-most



            19   lane.



            20                 I actually think in terms of



            21   infrastructure and having been through that



            22   intersection many times coming to this borough hall



            23   many times, living in Bergen County for the last



            24   20 years and having been through the intersection a



            25   number of times, I would actually say that you have
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             1   great traffic infrastructure right now to accommodate



             2   the driveway movements that we're talking about.



             3                 One of the goals of driveway design is



             4   that we're not violating what I call driver



             5   expectation.  When we start to create new movements



             6   that are not in keeping with the typical vocabulary



             7   of traffic improvements along a roadway is where we



             8   start to see driver hesitation, and driver hesitation



             9   many times is what leads to traffic accidents and



            10   incidents.



            11                 And I think, because you have



            12   established pavement markings, lane markings within



            13   your right-of-way that have been well-traveled for



            14   many years here and people are acclimated to that.



            15                 I noticed in the transcript a lot of



            16   discussion, and I like this kind of discussion, of



            17   who is accelerating, who's decelerating, who's not,



            18   who is.



            19                 And again, I think probably over the



            20   last week we have all been attune to that a little



            21   bit more.



            22                 Now, the industry standards tell you



            23   that a turning movement occurs at anywhere on average



            24   between about 15 miles per hour and 18 miles per



            25   hour.
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             1                 I think everybody in this room,



             2   including myself, can make that turn from Grand to



             3   DePiero at about 20 to 22 miles per hour.  If you



             4   really are trying hard to go faster, you probably



             5   could get to about 25 miles per hour.



             6                 But the bottom line is these movements



             7   are occurring at reduced travel speeds from your



             8   through traffic.  This is what happens when you make



             9   a turn.  Left turn traffic is stopped in that bay as



            10   it makes the turn into the site, so those travel



            11   speeds, as the vehicle is turning across lanes, much



            12   lower than that, we'll call it 15 to 25 mile an hour



            13   span of right turning movement.



            14                 If we were adding a new right-turn lane



            15   into this site, I might be concerned.



            16                 As I mentioned earlier, if we were



            17   allowing a left-turn-exit movement, I don't think I'd



            18   be able to support that.



            19                 But you have entrance only movements,



            20   generally the safest of travel movements into a site,



            21   in a well-established section of road that is in



            22   keeping with driver expectation.



            23                 And as a traffic engineer practicing



            24   about 20 years now, that hits all the marks for me



            25   when I'm looking at the safety of a driveway.
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             1                 Now, I will say this:  The county has



             2   reviewed and approved this driveway.  I suspect the



             3   County reviewed and approved the driveway some time



             4   ago in this location and later, at the behest perhaps



             5   of an earlier police chief or board members or



             6   members of the community relooked at that driveway.



             7                 You have your consultant on record,



             8   myself, you have another excellent traffic engineer



             9   in Betsy Dolan who has worked on hundreds, if not



            10   thousands, of traffic studies in commercial driveway



            11   projects.



            12                 I would say to you that should this



            13   driveway -- I don't believe that it would have



            14   operational concerns, there is an immediate open line



            15   of communication with the county which operates



            16   jurisdiction over this roadway and over this driveway



            17   to discuss the operation of the driveway and whether



            18   or not anything would need to change.



            19                 My opinion is that this driveway could



            20   operate safely and effectively in the location based



            21   on the design parameters that are before the board.



            22                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Very good.



            23                 Mr. DelVecchio, do you have anything



            24   else of Mr. Olivo?



            25                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Yes, Mr. Chairman.
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             1                 Thank you.



             2   DIRECT EXAMINATION



             3   BY MR. DELVECCHIO:



             4          Q.     Mr. Olivo, one of the concerns that you



             5   alluded to and I'd like to just highlight and get



             6   your opinion on is we have a yield movement coming



             7   off the Garden State Parkway ramp allowing a vehicle



             8   to make a right turn at that location onto Grand



             9   Avenue, and then we have the potential of a



            10   right-turn movement into the site from either a



            11   vehicle that did not originate from the Garden State



            12   Parkway, or did, that may cause a momentary slowdown



            13   to allow that right-turn movement to occur.



            14                 Do you have an opinion or have you



            15   given any thought as to, can that right-turn movement



            16   off of a decel lane at this location operate in a



            17   safe manner?



            18          A.     I have looked at that and that's



            19   exactly where I would want the right-turn movement to



            20   operate from is that already established



            21   right-turn-decel lane because vehicles, although



            22   those traveling to DePiero Drive may not yet be



            23   decelerating or braking to turn right onto that



            24   roadway, it is accepted and understood that that



            25   right-most lane is the slowest of all travel lanes as
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             1   you're moving in an easterly direction from the



             2   Parkway towards the project.



             3                 So it is my opinion, understanding that



             4   you have travel coming -- vehicles coming from both



             5   the Parkway ramp and straight through on Grand Avenue



             6   coming to that juncture, that that right-turn



             7   movement can decelerate into the site with excellent



             8   visibility.



             9                 Again, as I pointed out with regard to



            10   safety, when you can't see that car well is when you



            11   run into challenges.  And from all perspectives, you



            12   can clearly see a car in front of you decelerating to



            13   make that turn momentarily as it comes into the site.



            14                 And I would say, recall also that when



            15   we're talking about decelerating to make a turn at an



            16   intersection it's similar to making a turn within a



            17   commercial driveway, slightly slower.



            18                 So you're traveling and turning at



            19   speed.  Same thing that you would expect downstream



            20   at the signal as you come into DePiero Drive.



            21                 So I do believe that driveway can



            22   operate safely, understanding those dynamics of



            23   traffic flow there.



            24          Q.     If you were to have undertaken the



            25   initial review of the layout of this site,
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             1   understanding the traffic information that you have



             2   now viewed, would you have any hesitancy or issue or



             3   concern relative to locating that driveway at that



             4   particular location from a traffic engineering



             5   standpoint?



             6          A.     No, I wouldn't.



             7                 In fact, I looked at the whole project



             8   and being familiar with the way the site is designed



             9   and operates now, you can see a very clear, what I



            10   call an access management plan.



            11                 Access management plan is really a



            12   fancy way of saying how we organize the driveways to



            13   get into and out of a private site.  And we have come



            14   a long way in the traffic engineering industry in



            15   terms of how we look at access management and how we



            16   design sites properly.



            17                 If you think about projects of old,



            18   whether they're gas stations, retail sites or office,



            19   they tended to put as many driveways as they could



            20   along the frontage, which created a lot of friction



            21   within our roadway system.



            22                 What you see as part of this project is



            23   a very cohesive organization of driveways.  I think



            24   in a way to not have a driveway along Grand Avenue to



            25   this project, going back to what I was speaking
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             1   about, would violate driver expectation.  You have



             2   about 600 feet of frontage of this site on Grand



             3   Avenue.



             4                 And it's my opinion that a driver



             5   coming down the roadway looking to enter into the



             6   site would expect that there would be a driveway



             7   somewhere along 600 feet, 60 feet, perhaps not.



             8                 But in terms of being able to maneuver



             9   properly into a site, travel into a site in a safe



            10   manner, this driveway that we are proposing along



            11   Grand Avenue is in an acceptable location from an



            12   access management perspective, and is in a logical



            13   location as it relates to drivers of passenger cars



            14   coming to and from the site location.



            15                 Now, as you come around the corner onto



            16   DePiero Drive, you encounter a right-in/right-out



            17   access point.  Excellent access management; limited,



            18   curbs, and you actually, along the median of the



            19   road, you have a physical curbed median, so you



            20   cannot make a left in or a left out.  Excellent



            21   practice.  Eliminates certain types of traffic



            22   movements out of the site and into the site,



            23   particularly when we're about 75 feet from a major



            24   signalized intersection.  So we're limiting the



            25   access movements there.
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             1                 Now, as you come further south, we're



             2   all familiar with the four-leg intersections that you



             3   come to both centrally located on the project and



             4   then to the south.



             5                 And those intersections tell a little



             6   bit of a different story, because now we have



             7   textured crosswalks, we have slightly raised pavement



             8   area and we have different coloring, which, as a



             9   traffic engineer, tells me a little bit more about



            10   what's expected here, which is not just motor vehicle



            11   traffic but pedestrian, potentially bicycle traffic



            12   as well.



            13                 To pull vehicles off of Grand Avenue, a



            14   major corridor, and pull them into driveways and



            15   intersections that we have designed with intent to



            16   carry multi-modal traffic, I do not think is in



            17   keeping with the access management principles that we



            18   would seek to design at a site like this.



            19                 We have mobility along Grand Avenue for



            20   motor vehicles.  Let's allow for motor vehicle



            21   traffic, safely, of course, in that area.



            22                 And as you come further down and south



            23   into DePiero, where you have public plazas that are



            24   on either side -- you have a beautifully designed



            25   project, which I would generally argue is operating
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             1   extremely well from a passive recreation standpoint



             2   and also encouraging people to walk from an office



             3   building across the street into an excellent center.



             4   Excellent project and design.



             5                 And I think what we're talking about



             6   for this northern piece, from an access management



             7   perspective, it reads with the same vocabulary that



             8   we want across this project.



             9                 So I think from an access perspective



            10   it's important that we have an access point where we



            11   have shown along Grand Avenue in the manner that it's



            12   designed.



            13          Q.     Mr. Olivo, if the left turn from Grand



            14   Avenue into the site were not available, traffic



            15   would then have to make a left onto DePiero Drive,



            16   continue to the intersection that you described as



            17   being multi-modality --



            18          A.     Multi-modal.



            19                 MR. REGAN:  Multi-modal.



            20                 THE WITNESS:  Multi-modal.  That's



            21   good, that's close.



            22   BY MR. DELVECCHIO:



            23          Q.     -- enter the site, and then navigate



            24   back in a northerly direction through what



            25   essentially is another area where pedestrians,
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             1   vehicles and site traffic would be anticipated to



             2   occur in order to get to that northernmost building



             3   that is now being proposed to be constructed.



             4                 From an access management standpoint,



             5   is that a preferred route of travel as compared to



             6   the left turn occurring at the location proposed?



             7          A.     It is not a preferred route of travel.



             8   I would also contend that it is -- it struggles in my



             9   mind with function as well to ask a driver, somewhere



            10   around 200 feet upstream of the intersection, to



            11   recognize that at the signal, before they can even



            12   see the building in great detail, that they would



            13   make a turning movement at that signal, then come



            14   down into the site and then navigate back north to



            15   travel into the area of the site where they would



            16   park.



            17                 And the challenge there is, I know it



            18   doesn't sound like a whole lot in what's driving



            19   through a parking lot, we do it every day.



            20                 But, again, we come back to driver



            21   expectation and that is not something that you would



            22   see in many projects across the state, or across



            23   anywhere for that matter, to ask a driver to make



            24   that many upstream decisions to travel to a site that



            25   they wouldn't be able to recognize.
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             1                 Now, repeat customers, of course they



             2   would recognize that.



             3                 But we can accommodate a more than



             4   sufficient left-turn lane in a median.  What I would



             5   say is if the left turn was occurring from an active



             6   through lane, I would not support that left turn.



             7                 I have seen that in communities in



             8   Bergen County and throughout New Jersey where you



             9   have drivers waiting in an active through lane to



            10   make a left turn into a driveway.



            11                 We have great median here that we can



            12   restripe, stage a vehicle, wait, turn into a site.



            13   That is ideal.



            14                 From a traffic engineering perspective,



            15   that is what we look for.



            16                 So, again, if the conditions were



            17   different, I'm not sure that I would recommend a left



            18   turn here.



            19                 But because of the conditions that we



            20   have, not to mention that this is a corridor of road



            21   that has left-turn lanes within it.  We know it.



            22   There's a vocabulary that continues down the roadway.



            23                 Again, if we didn't have that I would



            24   be concerned about violating driver expectation.



            25                 But we have these elements of the road

�



                                                                    32







             1   that we can use in an efficient and functional manner



             2   and that is our charge as engineers to do so in a



             3   safe and responsible way.



             4                 So I do not think the alternative to



             5   that would be recommended from a traffic engineering



             6   perspective, from my perspective.



             7          Q.     One final question from my end.



             8                 Based upon your review of the plan, the



             9   traffic report, the review of the testimony at the



            10   last meeting, do you believe that the proposed access



            11   point, both its right and left-turn movement into the



            12   site, comply with all applicable standards, codes or



            13   ordinances that might govern or control that



            14   particular movement?



            15          A.     I do.



            16                 And I have reviewed the traffic study



            17   in detail.  This is the rare case where, with a



            18   development project of this magnitude and the scale,



            19   you have traffic counts over the course of about ten



            20   years, which is excellent, and it's quite rare.



            21                 I would guess that the county doesn't



            22   even have that much data for this corridor for this



            23   area.



            24                 But by virtue of the fact of studying



            25   this project as intently as you have and requested of
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             1   the applicant and your own traffic engineer, you have



             2   a significant amount of data.



             3                 I have looked at the findings of the



             4   report, the trip generation analysis, the shared



             5   parking analysis, the internal capture, the level of



             6   service analyses; everything has been done in keeping



             7   with an extremely high level of standard and care



             8   with regard to traffic engineering.



             9                 I think this is an extremely well



            10   studied project.  I think that you have a number of



            11   what I like to think are authoritative traffic



            12   engineering opinions both from the public and private



            13   perspective.  And I do believe that the traffic study



            14   indicates safe and effective movements throughout all



            15   areas of the site, both internal and external, but



            16   particularly I know we're focused on the driveway on



            17   Grand Avenue, but particularly that driveway, my



            18   opinion, having reviewed it, is that it would operate



            19   safely and effectively.



            20                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Thank you, Mr. Olivo.



            21                 I make Mr. Olivo available to the board



            22   and your professionals for additional questions.



            23                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Thank you.



            24                 I am going to start with our



            25   professionals first.
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             1                 Mr. Hipolit, do you have any questions



             2   or comments based upon the testimony you heard from



             3   Mr. Olivo?



             4                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I have one question.



             5                 The -- so you had your car parked in



             6   the gore stripe area.



             7                 THE WITNESS:  I did.



             8                 MR. HIPOLIT:  You were looking



             9   westbound on Grand Avenue.



            10                 THE WITNESS:  I was.



            11                 MR. HIPOLIT:  And you said you could



            12   see 900 feet.



            13                 THE WITNESS:  Yes.



            14                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Can you tell me where



            15   900 feet was about?



            16                 THE WITNESS:  It is -- it's past the



            17   first bridge abutment, the northbound Parkway



            18   traffic, and there is a -- I think it was by design,



            19   there's a pretty rusty section of guide rail and it's



            20   to the end and then beyond that section of guide



            21   rail.



            22                 MR. HIPOLIT:  How did you come up with



            23   900 feet?



            24                 THE WITNESS:  After I saw that and



            25   drove through it, I stopped down at CVS, then I swung
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             1   back around, I measured it on a Google aerial map.



             2                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Okay.  I have no other



             3   questions.



             4                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay, thank you.



             5                 And, Mr. Rached.



             6                 MR. RACHED:  Good evening, Chuck.



             7   Thank you for your testimony.



             8                 We had a discussion earlier today and I



             9   indicated to you that board members were very



            10   concerned about this driveway, mostly the right-turn



            11   movement.  And you and I discussed the operation of



            12   that right-turn movement.



            13                 And then I put my thinking hat on and



            14   asked myself what else can we do to further improve



            15   that movement, and I discussed with Mr. Hipolit



            16   earlier today the benefit of installing rumble strips



            17   in that area between the end of the ramp where the



            18   yield signs are and the driveway itself.  In other



            19   words, in front of the vacant wooded lot.



            20                 What is your opinion on putting rumble



            21   strips and what would be your opinion if we combined



            22   that with the lowering of the speed limit and the



            23   other things we discussed tonight?



            24                 THE WITNESS:  Well, I think the purpose



            25   of rumble strips, and as long as yourself and the
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             1   borough engineer and the county who has jurisdiction



             2   over the roadway is agreeable to that, I think that



             3   my understanding and having proposed and certainly



             4   driven through rumble strips is that now we're



             5   starting to engage the sense of touch, right?



             6                 A lot of what we do when we drive is we



             7   use our eyes.  We also use our ears.  And now we're



             8   starting to engage tactile senses, or touch, which,



             9   in every case when we use rumble strips, is to slow



            10   vehicles down and make drivers more alert.



            11                 That, combined with speed limit



            12   reductions potentially in the area, I think what that



            13   does is it improves driver alertness and acuity, and



            14   I certainly think that it could be something that I



            15   could get behind as a recommendation to further



            16   improve what's happening here.



            17                 And I think that it could have the



            18   added benefit of, once again, just further signaling



            19   to drivers that this is the rightmost deceleration



            20   lane, whether it's for DePiero or the driveway, and



            21   what we're looking for vehicles to do within this



            22   lane is slow down.



            23                 MR. RACHED:  Thank you.  That's all I



            24   have, Mr. Chairman.



            25                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  Thank you.
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             1                 Board Members, and I guess I'll start



             2   with Mr. Zitelli.



             3                 MR. ZITELLI:  Really?  Okay.



             4                 That's fine, Mr. Chairman.



             5                 So, Mr. Olivo, I do appreciate your



             6   credentials and your research on this.  I am going to



             7   question the ten years of data that we are looking at



             8   here because we're looking at a much different site.



             9                 So I'll accept that there are ten years



            10   worth of data, but it's based on a whole different



            11   environment there.  We had a farm there and we had



            12   the Mercedes property.



            13                 We've now developed this thing where



            14   we've got Wegmans, we're putting in several other



            15   businesses.  You've got -- you know, the whole thing



            16   has changed.



            17                 THE WITNESS:  I do.



            18                 MR. ZITELLI:  So as far as I'm



            19   concerned, the ten years worth of data is fine.  It's



            20   nice to start with.  It's not worth anything to me in



            21   the future.



            22                 So I appreciate what you've done, but



            23   I'm going to say -- I'm going to disagree with you.



            24   You're entitled to your opinion and I'm entitled to



            25   mine.  I do not want a left turn in there.

�



                                                                    38







             1                 I would consider a left turn in the



             2   future after we have some -- maybe after a couple of



             3   years and we can see how this goes and we have data



             4   based on the site that is based on the environment



             5   that we have there.



             6                 But right now, that ten years worth of



             7   data doesn't mean anything to me.  I think -- if this



             8   were a scientific thing, if we were to bring this in



             9   front of, you know, a physics or a chemistry board or



            10   something like this and we said, we have all this



            11   data and it's based on a different set of environment



            12   here, they'd just throw us out.  And so I appreciate



            13   it, but -- okay.



            14                 So my opinion is what I would like to



            15   see you do is perhaps to the east of the site, have



            16   some signs there that would point out that we've got



            17   Valley Medical and the other things that are going to



            18   be in there to alert drivers in advance that they can



            19   make that left in on DePiero Drive, I would want them



            20   to do that, and then you could have signage within



            21   the site there so people know how to navigate it to



            22   get over to that other building.  That is what I



            23   would prefer.



            24                 THE WITNESS:  If I may ask,



            25   Mr. Zitelli, what -- and I agree with you.  The ten
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             1   years of data does not necessarily help us understand



             2   whether or not the left-turn lane will work.



             3                 In fact, I don't know that it helps us



             4   at all.



             5                 But what it does help us understand is



             6   have traffic volumes have changed over the course of



             7   ten years.  That's a different analysis.  That has to



             8   do with traffic impact and things like that.



             9                 But if I may ask, what is the concern



            10   about the left turn in at this location?



            11                 MR. ZITELLI:  Safety.



            12                 THE WITNESS:  And how so --



            13                 MR. ZITELLI:  There's a lot of



            14   accidents that happen there.



            15                 THE WITNESS:  Is there something about



            16   the left turn, where it's being made from, that



            17   concerns you with regard to safety?



            18                 MR. ZITELLI:  Yes, right -- making that



            19   left turn into that new driveway that we're -- and I



            20   know it was an existing driveway at one point, but



            21   making that across several lanes of traffic, I just



            22   don't see it.  Okay?



            23                 So again, it's an opinion.  Right?  And



            24   none of us -- I mean, we're all making judgments



            25   based on what we've seen so far and, you know, we
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             1   know.  And traffic is going to change over the years.



             2   The number of residences that are being put into our



             3   town here is continuing to -- we're getting more and



             4   more residents in town.  Things are going to change.



             5   Our business flow has changed here.  We used to have



             6   a lot of corporations.  Some of them have moved out



             7   here.



             8                 Things are changing.  So, you know, we



             9   can't use -- we can look at the past, but the past is



            10   not a guarantee of what the future is going to be.



            11                 THE WITNESS:  Well, the past --



            12                 MR. ZITELLI:  I don't want to debate



            13   this with you.



            14                 THE WITNESS:  No, of course.  Of



            15   course.



            16                 MR. ZITELLI:  You heard my opinion.  My



            17   opinion is I don't want a left turn there.



            18                 And that's it, Mr. Chairman.  That's my



            19   two cents here.



            20                 THE WITNESS:  Understood.



            21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay, very well.



            22                 Let's move on.



            23                 Mr. Lintner?



            24                 MR. LINTNER:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.



            25                 Mr. Olivo, thank you for that
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             1   presentation, it was actually very enlightening.  I



             2   was -- some of the things you mentioned about, you



             3   know, not having an active lane, making a left turn



             4   there I thought was very interesting and didn't --



             5   didn't think about it initially myself.



             6                 If we were to go ahead and allow these



             7   turns, what happens if it doesn't work?  What happens



             8   if we have issues?  What's the next step we would do?



             9                 THE WITNESS:  What I've seen is that



            10   board engineers and board professionals immediately



            11   go back to -- in some cases you don't have very



            12   responsive -- I've worked all over the state, and I



            13   am sure Maurice can attest to this, you don't always



            14   have responsive jurisdictional agencies.



            15                 And if this were the Port Authority, no



            16   offense, Port Authority, it would take a while and



            17   you would have to go through many levels of



            18   bureaucracy to get an answer.  You can -- Andy or



            19   Maurice could pick up the phone and call the county



            20   engineer tomorrow if there is a concern here.



            21                 And I'll just say this, I respect



            22   Mr. Zitelli's opinion completely and I -- I won't



            23   challenge it because I understand where it comes



            24   from.



            25                 But I will say this, what we have seen
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             1   in the past doesn't necessarily tell us about what is



             2   coming in the future, but as a traffic engineer my



             3   charge is to remove the emotion out of it and to



             4   study how a site and a driveway could potentially



             5   operate using the whole toolbox and checklist of what



             6   we do to tell us whether or not something can operate



             7   safely.



             8                 Maurice has the same charge.  Betsy has



             9   the same charge.  Eric Timsak and his staff have the



            10   same charge.  Because nobody has a crystal ball.



            11   What you would do is you would immediately call the



            12   county and you would even potentially look to



            13   temporarily close that driveway if it was a safety



            14   issue.  And that could happen overnight.



            15                 MR. LINTNER:  Thank you.



            16                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Can I just --



            17                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Go ahead.



            18                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Mr. Lintner, to kind of



            19   help with your question a little bit, we had a



            20   situation about a little less than a year ago for a



            21   left-turn lane coming west on Grand Avenue at the



            22   light with Mercedes Drive --



            23                 MR. LINTNER:  Right.



            24                 MR. HIPOLIT:  -- we had three serious



            25   accidents there.
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             1                 On the first serious accident we



             2   notified the county there was a problem.  The county



             3   came out and did some traffic counts.



             4                 On the second serious accident the



             5   county came out and changed the timing.



             6                 On the third serious accident, the



             7   county came out and changed the timing to have a



             8   protected left lane, we've had no problems since.



             9                 To answer your question, it's not our



            10   road.



            11                 MR. LINTNER:  Right.



            12                 MR. HIPOLIT:  If there's an accident --



            13   if we -- if there's a left-turn or a right-turn lane



            14   something created and causes an accident problem,



            15   it's not the borough's problem to solve.



            16                 The county doesn't get any good PR with



            17   accidents and deaths on the road.  None.  They don't



            18   get any.



            19                 So they will react pretty quickly to



            20   three accidents at the intersection probably were two



            21   too many, but making a drastic change to a signal



            22   could potentially cause it -- this is what they told



            23   me, it could cause even more problems so they want to



            24   make sure they got it right.



            25                 Unfortunately there was two accidents
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             1   within like two days that was the two and three, and



             2   then they just said we're going to protect the lane



             3   and it was protected.  It's their decision to make,



             4   the borough really has no control over it.



             5                 MR. LINTNER:  Okay, thank you.



             6                 Nothing further, Mr. Chairman.



             7                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Thank you.



             8   Mr. Teagno.



             9                 MR. TEAGNO:  Yes.  Thank you,



            10   Mr. Chairman.



            11                 When you started I swore you had read



            12   my notes.  That's exactly what I wanted to talk



            13   about.



            14                 I don't know how to display this.  I



            15   don't think we have (indicating) --



            16                 THE WITNESS:  Maybe I'll try to narrate



            17   it.



            18                 MR. TEAGNO:  Well, I'm going to narrate



            19   it.



            20                 THE WITNESS:  Okay.



            21                 MR. TEAGNO:  But I don't know how



            22   everybody else is going to see it.



            23                 But this is Sheet L1.00 from the



            24   landscape, it's the biggest one we got in the



            25   package.
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             1                 I'd like --



             2                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I'm sorry.  Dante,



             3   what sheet are you looking at?



             4                 MR. TEAGNO:  L1.00.  That's it.  It's



             5   just this enlargement.



             6                 So I'd just like to --



             7                 THE WITNESS:  Go ahead, I'm sorry.



             8                 MR. TEAGNO:  I'm sorry.



             9                 So, basically, what we have is exactly



            10   what you expressed.



            11                 THE WITNESS:  Yes.



            12                 MR. TEAGNO:  And I just took -- made



            13   some notes on it, because I have some concerns, I



            14   think this is probably the best solution to the



            15   configuration of this roadway and adding turns in and



            16   out of the property.



            17                 THE WITNESS:  Okay.



            18                 MR. TEAGNO:  But I do have some



            19   concerns.  And they're safety concerns.



            20                 First of all, can we agree that these



            21   roads, as was testified to before, right now have a



            22   45 mile an hour speed limit on them?



            23                 THE WITNESS:  In this section, yes.



            24                 MR. TEAGNO:  Okay.  So you would



            25   imagine that people are going to go -- hopefully, not
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             1   exceed 45 miles an hour, but my experience is they



             2   come out from under that overpass like (indicating).



             3                 So anyway, they're going to be going up



             4   to 45 miles an hour, I'll say 40.



             5                 If you're coming off the Parkway,



             6   you're accelerating from the yield sign to that.  And



             7   just a few feet further, if you wanted to make a



             8   turn, you're decelerating.



             9                 So what you're doing is you're merging



            10   into a lane that people behind you are going to be



            11   accelerating and you're going to be decelerating with



            12   no warning.  Except maybe a right-turn signal, but I



            13   don't know.



            14                 The other two lanes there, because it's



            15   three lanes wide, people are going up to 45 miles an



            16   hour.  And if this person decided they couldn't stop



            17   in time, they might try to go in the other lane.  So



            18   I accept that it creates an area for potentially



            19   difficult situations.  Okay?



            20                 THE WITNESS:  I see.



            21                 MR. TEAGNO:  The second thing is this



            22   -- I like the area this -- where you were parked with



            23   your blinkers and everything and there's a left-hand



            24   turn lane here, and I know there is all kinds of



            25   controls that are going to be implemented hopefully
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             1   with this.  My concern is that you've got a stopped



             2   vehicle here, you've got two lanes at least of people



             3   going up to 45 miles an hour, and this person who is



             4   going from a stop to make the left-hand turn has to



             5   cross three lanes of traffic.  I don't think that's



             6   -- I think that's a dangerous situations as well.



             7                 So I guess my concern is, I think they



             8   have done a good job in presenting this and



             9   presenting a solution to the existing conditions, but



            10   I see two things that I don't know how to solve



            11   because I'm not an expert, but I think they're



            12   potentially dangerous situations that could cause



            13   problems in the future and cause bodily injury to the



            14   people involved in the cars in that area.



            15                 THE WITNESS:  So if I understand,



            16   Mr. Teagno, it's the right-turn movement going into



            17   the site because it's decelerating there between the



            18   Parkway ramp and between DePiero --



            19                 MR. TEAGNO:  Well, accelerating from



            20   the parking --



            21                 THE WITNESS:  And then decelerating --



            22                 MR. TEAGNO:  -- and then decelerating,



            23   the guy behind you, when you go up to the next exit.



            24                 THE WITNESS:  Right.  And then the left



            25   turn because of the crossing of the lanes.
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             1                 MR. TEAGNO:  Three lanes, 40 miles an



             2   hour.



             3                 THE WITNESS:  And so the way that we,



             4   when we review whether or not those movements, and



             5   the county likely uses a similar system, the DOT as



             6   well, whether those movement can be safely accepted



             7   by sight, is by looking at the exact same parameters



             8   that you have.



             9                 When you're crossing additional lanes



            10   of traffic, you think of a conventional left turn you



            11   cross one lane.  Now you're crossing a second and



            12   you're crossing what we sometimes call an exit lane



            13   or a deceleration lane.  Now, if you watch the video



            14   out there, you'll see the large majority of traffic



            15   is using those two through lanes.



            16                 MR. TEAGNO:  Yes, but the third lane,



            17   which is the turn lane, that person could also be



            18   going straight.



            19                 THE WITNESS:  They can if they're --



            20                 MR. TEAGNO:  So that's another person



            21   going 45 miles an hour.



            22                 THE WITNESS:  Right.



            23                 MR. TEAGNO:  So that's three lanes,



            24   45 miles an hour.



            25                 THE WITNESS:  So what we do is for
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             1   every lane, we add more time to the gap.



             2                 So we look at a base gap to say if it



             3   were just one lane, you would only require a gap of



             4   about five seconds in terms of a vehicle and a



             5   successive vehicle.



             6                 So for every lane of traffic, you add



             7   another half a second.  So here we have added those



             8   additional times, one full second, which I know



             9   doesn't seem like much, but you and I both know,



            10   driving cars, that's a lot of time when you're



            11   driving a car at speed.  And then we look to see if



            12   there's enough gaps in traffic.



            13                 And what I could tell you at 6:00 at



            14   night during the evening peak hour, there were



            15   periods of time where I was -- and I was sitting in



            16   there momentarily, there were gaps of ten seconds in



            17   that lane.



            18                 I understand the concern about safety



            19   and this location, but we have to look at the numbers



            20   of cars, the numbers of gaps and what we're



            21   proposing.  That's what we have to do as engineers.



            22                 And I respect the opinion of you and



            23   other members of this board and I understand the



            24   concern.



            25                 We are the ones that have to ultimately
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             1   decide whether or not this can operate safely and we



             2   have to stand by it.



             3                 And I appreciate you sharing your



             4   opinion and that is simply mine with regard to



             5   whether or not this driveway can operate safety.



             6                 MR. TEAGNO:  Now, piggybacking on



             7   Mr. Zitelli's comments, whatever data you have and



             8   whatever gaps you see are based on today's traffic



             9   situations and traffic counts and all that other



            10   stuff, and we know that in this immediate area



            11   there's probably both sides of the highway and the



            12   surrounding area, there's a couple thousand new



            13   residences that are going in, which will add an awful



            14   lot of traffic to that area because it's a main



            15   thoroughfare, plus the -- I love Wegmans and I love



            16   this whole thing, the development is very well



            17   planned, but that is going to attract people.  It



            18   already does.



            19                 So this -- the traffic volume is going



            20   to continue to increase, and I am not sure that this



            21   problem that I have just described is not going to



            22   get worse.



            23                 THE WITNESS:  Well --



            24                 MR. TEAGNO:  That's my opinion.



            25                 THE WITNESS:  -- Dolan and Dean did
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             1   model those volumes.  KPMG, Horn Rock, other



             2   development projects in the area then grew on top of



             3   that, taking 2022 volumes from earlier this year.



             4                 So besides using a crystal ball, which



             5   we all recognize is not the authoritative and



             6   technical way to do it.  We've taken every bit of



             7   info, present day, not 2011 info.  We've taken 2022,



             8   with growth, with all the projects that we're talking



             9   about.  And then we deliver you the results of the



            10   future study.  And we've done all of that in accord



            11   with industry standards.



            12                 MR. TEAGNO:  Okay.



            13                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Do you know what growth



            14   factor you used.



            15                 THE WITNESS:  I believe that the county



            16   required is 1.5 here; .5 was used, along with all of



            17   the site-specific development projects.



            18                 There's hundreds of additional vehicles



            19   added into this corridor as a result of what was done



            20   in the study.



            21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I'm sorry.



            22                 Mr. Cohen, did you want to say



            23   something?



            24                 MR. COHEN:  No, I am just peaking



            25   around.

�



                                                                    52







             1                 MR. TEAGNO:  So I guess in closing then



             2   I could say that I think between the speed of the



             3   vehicles, the amount of vehicles and the turning



             4   potentials for an accident of some sort, I still see



             5   these two things I've outlined as potentially



             6   dangerous situation in each case that, hopefully, is



             7   taken care of, but if not, we're in trouble.



             8                 Okay?  Thank you.



             9                 MR. RACHED:  May I make a comment,



            10   Mr. Chairman?



            11                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes.



            12                 MR. RACHED:  Okay.  I just want to



            13   clarify to the board a couple things.  In terms of



            14   the traffic increase, if you look at the 2011, 2012,



            15   2018 and 2022, there hasn't been any significant



            16   difference on West Grand.  And in this direction, the



            17   traffic has been always between 900 and 1100, going



            18   back and forth, depending on the year and the day.



            19   So I just wanted the board to be aware of that.



            20                 The other issue that the board should



            21   also consider as you're deliberating and in view of



            22   your comment, Mr. -- is it Teagno?



            23                 MR. TEAGNO:  Teagno.



            24                 MR. RACHED:  Teagno, Mr. Teagno -- if



            25   the gaps were close to the demand, I'd be worried and
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             1   I would say, well, what if traffic was up by ten



             2   percent, by 20 percent.  But the gaps are ten times



             3   the demand.  So keep that in your minds as you're



             4   evaluating this request, okay?  That's all.



             5                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Thank you.



             6                 Mr. Teagno, anything else?



             7                 MR. TEAGNO:  No, that's it.



             8                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Thank you.



             9                 Mr. Culhane?



            10                 MR. CULHANE:  Yeah, last week I made a



            11   statement so I'll make it again concerning the gaps.



            12   I believe most of the gaps identified in this study



            13   occur when the eastbound traffic on Grand Avenue has



            14   a red light to allow the Parkway exiting going



            15   westbound on Grand.



            16                 So I believe most of those gaps occur



            17   during that interval of time.  So the only conflict



            18   with the left turn then would be the exits heading



            19   eastbound on Grand.  And if I remember the counts on



            20   an hourly basis on the peak, I believe it's 240 cars



            21   coming off the Parkway heading east, or four per



            22   minute.



            23                 Last week we were told that the



            24   distance from the point where you complete the right



            25   turn, I'll say, to the driveway is about 320 feet.
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             1   And if you use an average speed of about 30 miles an



             2   hour, assuming it's a yield sign, that's about a



             3   seven minute travel distance.



             4                 MALE VOICE:  Seven seconds.



             5                 MR. CULHANE:  Seven second, sorry,



             6   seven second travel distance.



             7                 So my question is, if we put a stop



             8   sign there, would that improve the gap time available



             9   for left turns.



            10                 The other aspect, too, is if the speed



            11   limit, again, this is now dealing with the Parkway



            12   eastbound, is reduced to, say, 40 miles an hour,



            13   would that also improve the gap situation?



            14                 THE WITNESS:  The stop sign that you



            15   refer to at the exit --



            16                 MR. CULHANE:  The proposed stop sign.



            17                 THE WITNESS:  The proposed stop sign at



            18   the exit of the ramp?  Yes.  Combined with what



            19   you've spoken about, the reduced speed, would improve



            20   the quality of these gaps, yes.



            21                 MR. CULHANE:  I have another question



            22   which doesn't deal with this, it deals with the state



            23   and what Mr. Regan said earlier.  I want to make



            24   sure.  You said the Mayor and Council have to apply



            25   directly to the --
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             1                 MR. REGAN:  A letter request from the



             2   Mayor and Council.



             3                 MR. CULHANE:  Do they have to do that



             4   with the equivalent of the county, seeing how it's a



             5   county road.



             6                 MR. REGAN:  I think that would add more



             7   weight to the application, but I don't think they



             8   would necessarily need the county to send a letter.



             9                 MR. HIPOLIT:  You should get



            10   concurrence with the county.  It's a county road, we



            11   want concurrence from the county.



            12                 MR. CULHANE:  That's what I am trying



            13   to get clarified.  You have the Mayor and Council



            14   just do it themselves or they do it in conjunction --



            15                 MR. REGAN:  It would be better to have



            16   a joint application or a joint request.  That would



            17   add a lot more weight, I think.



            18                 MR. CULHANE:  No other question at this



            19   time, Mr. Chairman.



            20                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Thank you.



            21                 Mr. Stefanelli.



            22                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Good



            23   evening.  I heard everybody's thing so I don't have



            24   too many questions, but I guess I am proposing when



            25   we originally had this site we did a traffic model
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             1   where we had modeled, you know, the car movements on



             2   Grand Avenue, and I am wondering if we should have



             3   that same model done showing the various improvements



             4   in the existing and with the new turn in showing this



             5   gap analysis.  And I think seeing the visual of when



             6   we had that traffic thing would probably --



             7                 MR. REGAN:  The synchronization.



             8                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Yes, yes.



             9   That whole thing.  I thought that was pretty



            10   interesting and I think it convinced a lot of people.



            11   You know, seeing is -- it's better seeing something



            12   than talking about it, so I thought that that would



            13   help resolve, I think, showing the gaps and all that.



            14   So I would propose that.



            15                 I am seeing, you know, with the -- I'm



            16   leaning that I would -- I would look at, you know,



            17   passing the left-turn lane going in if there were



            18   certain conditions and I see, you know, the stop sign



            19   and the other things.



            20                 One of the things I have is -- I'm



            21   still getting my hands around is how do we come up



            22   with 40 -- what's the traffic on the site?  I'd like



            23   to hear that.  I'd like to hear with how we came up



            24   with 40 cars per hour coming there.



            25                 Because here's my analysis.  We had
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             1   improvement on Craig Road.  We put in a townhouse



             2   development and we also put in a -- we put in a, what



             3   was it, a KinderCare.



             4                 MR. ZITELLI:  Yes.



             5                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  And we had



             6   more traffic cutting across, making a left-hand turn



             7   cutting across, which I saw almost on an hourly



             8   basis.  I bet you it was 40 cars sometimes.



             9                 But, you know, how do we know it's



            10   going to be 40 cars?  What happens if it's -- was it



            11   designed for Building 3?  Was it designed for the new



            12   building?  What about a further phase, which I still



            13   have an issue with?



            14                 But I don't see -- what happens if you



            15   put a Chick-fil-A there?  I could see 40 cars in ten



            16   minutes hanging there.



            17                 MR. RACHED:  Well, let me first



            18   clarify.  Excuse me, Chuck.



            19                 THE WITNESS:  Yes.



            20                 MR. RACHED:  I testified briefly to the



            21   numbers last week.  I don't have the study in front



            22   of me now, but I do -- I think I remember that the



            23   right-turn in, in the traffic study was 51 in the



            24   a.m. peak and 53 in the p.m. peak, again --



            25                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Regardless
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             1   of that --



             2                 MR. RACHED:  My recollection.  But that



             3   is --



             4                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  -- how do



             5   you come up with 50 cars.



             6                 MR. RACHED:  I'm getting to your



             7   answer.



             8                 But then you have the left turn in



             9   which is another number; similar number, by the way.



            10                 So let's assume the left turn in is



            11   also 50, so now you have 100.  So the way you come up



            12   with this number, there are national standards and



            13   they're published by the Institute of Transportation



            14   Engineers.  We all use them all over the county.



            15                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  I don't



            16   disagree with that.  I've heard that 100 times.



            17                 MR. RACHED:  Okay, all right.



            18                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Show me --



            19                 MR. RACHED:  I'll let Chuck do -- you



            20   know, I got the difficult part, so I'll leave it for



            21   Chuck.



            22                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  You gave me



            23   the difficult part.  I want to know --



            24                 THE WITNESS:  Mr. Stefanelli, what I'll



            25   say --
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             1                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  -- 1100 cars



             2   --



             3                 THE WITNESS:  It's many more than 40



             4   cars.  And I think what Maurice was getting at is



             5   that it's many more than 40 cars.



             6                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Not in his



             7   traffic.



             8                 THE WITNESS:  In the traffic for this



             9   project, if you look at the trip generation tables,



            10   it's -- in the p.m. peak hour, which is the highest



            11   peak hour, what's projected is about just over 500



            12   peak hour trips.  That's what the real numbers are.



            13                 Now, when you have multiple driveway



            14   access points, you have to distribute the traffic, is



            15   it going to use the southerly driveway, the one



            16   closer to Grand, or the one that we're proposing on



            17   Grand?  That's how you come up with the amount of 40



            18   or 50 that you and Maurice have talked about.



            19                 So you're right, it is many more than



            20   40.  But the site is much bigger than one driveway.



            21   The site has multiple parking fields.



            22                 And so those vehicles are then



            23   distributed across those driveways.  What we have to



            24   look at is can all of the intersections, all of the



            25   parking fields, everything operate and accept and
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             1   then release that amount of vehicular traffic.



             2   That's the goal.



             3                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  So I guess



             4   the question I have, and still I see -- I see Valley



             5   being very popular.  We have a lot of seniors coming



             6   in there.  You know, you're telling me 51 cars,



             7   whatever number of cars, that's what you're



             8   predicting based on your distributed -- distribution



             9   on the site.



            10                 But I could see if it's mainly for this



            11   building, people going westbound are going to want to



            12   make that left-hand turn in, and I just want to make



            13   sure that if you tell me it's 51 cars, but now tell



            14   me what is the maximum that you think could handle in



            15   the busiest hour.  Is it 100 cars?  Is it 30 cars?



            16                 Because I'd like to know now before we



            17   make a decision on what's going to go in there on



            18   what the maximum based on the gap analysis.  And



            19   that's why I'd rather see the model and see what's



            20   going to prevail there.



            21                 THE WITNESS:  The maximum is about ten



            22   times that 50.  That's --



            23                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Well, you



            24   say that, but I want to see it on the report.  I want



            25   to see it because I want to make sure that, you know,
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             1   I agree with some of the board members is that we



             2   looked at ten years, and you mentioned ten years and



             3   you just mentioned -- but we just went through COVID.



             4   There's been nobody on the road for two years.



             5                 THE WITNESS:  Correct.



             6                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  And you're



             7   saying, well, that was '17/'18, but again, you know,



             8   and I -- 1.5 percent increase or whatever the



             9   increase was that I thought I heard, I'm just



            10   concerned about future.  And I think that we should



            11   know what it is currently per planning, what's the



            12   maximum, what that gap analysis is.  And I think



            13   having a model and seeing that for the whole board



            14   could convince me that a left-hand turn is



            15   acceptable.



            16                 MR. RACHED:  If I may clarify for the



            17   board, so we don't leave here with the wrong idea



            18   about traffic growth, so the trip generation



            19   theoretically will not change in one, two, three, ten



            20   years.



            21                 Of course, if the use changes then the



            22   trip generation will change.



            23                 But what I'm trying to say, if you put



            24   a housing development and we say it's going to



            25   generate 100 trips, that's the case more or less next
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             1   year or the year afterward, year after.  The trips on



             2   West Grand may increase because of other



             3   developments.



             4                 And that's why I wanted to remind the



             5   board that between 2011 and 2022 there hasn't been



             6   much of an increase, it's been pretty steady over all



             7   these years.



             8                 So I wanted to make sure that the board



             9   understands that so there is no confusion as to what



            10   is the increase.



            11                 And I'll tell you again, being that the



            12   gaps are ten times what we need, even if we have an



            13   increase on West Grand for ten percent, 20 percent,



            14   30 percent, it's still insignificant given the number



            15   of gaps we have.



            16                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  And I see



            17   lowering the speed limit and I agree, but nobody has



            18   told me what people are driving on that road.  You



            19   say it's 45, but I think they're doing 50 coming down



            20   the ramp, you know.  They're trying to beat one light



            21   to the next light.  'Cause they don't want to stop at



            22   Mercedes.



            23                 MR. RACHED:  I could tell you they are



            24   not driving 50 down the ramp because I -- today I did



            25   it, I tried to go fast.  You cannot.
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             1                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  No, I said



             2   Grand, I meant really underneath the overpass.



             3                 MR. RACHED:  Okay.  I got it.



             4                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  You know.



             5   Because, like you said, you could see -- you come in



             6   view and see the light at Mercedes and they're going



             7   to try to beat that light.



             8                 MR. RACHED:  And again, regardless of



             9   the growth on West Grand, you still have the traffic



            10   signal that stops the traffic by the Parkway and



            11   gives you a gap.  Even if the number doubles, you're



            12   still going to have gaps.



            13                 But then, like other board members



            14   said, we still have to deal with the traffic coming



            15   off the ramp.  But that's a low number, so it's not a



            16   significant number.



            17                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Listen, I am



            18   fairly convinced that I would look in favor if we did



            19   the model and it shows board members, I would be -- I



            20   would consider the left-hand turn.



            21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay, thank you.



            22                 With respect to that model, what would



            23   be required in order to produce a model addressing



            24   the concerns that were expressed by Mr. Stefanelli



            25   and others?
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             1                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  I think the model



             2   resides in Colliers archives, because if my memory



             3   serves me correct --



             4                 MR. HIPOLIT:  We have it.



             5                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  -- Maurice and his



             6   team put together the model utilizing the data



             7   collected by the applicant.



             8                 MR. HIPOLIT:  That was around



             9   2013/2014.



            10                 MR. RACHED:  Yes.



            11                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  So now the model is



            12   the property of Colliers?



            13                 MR. RACHED:  We have it, Mr. Chairman.



            14   It's an old model.  It has to be redone.  It's not a



            15   big deal.  I am not sure if Betsy has an updated



            16   model, she may.



            17                 MR. HIPOLIT:  We shared it with her,



            18   she had a copy of it.



            19                 MR. RACHED:  Say that again.



            20                 MR. HIPOLIT:  We shared the model with



            21   Betsy when they were doing --



            22                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  When did you share



            23   that with Betsy?



            24                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Probably a few years



            25   after -- when they came in for Phase II of Phase I,
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             1   I/II, whatever that was called, that phase, Betsy



             2   updated her model, if you remember there was



             3   discrepancy with the board on whether the traffic



             4   counts were -- the projections were good or bad.



             5   Betsy had done more counts and at that time she had



             6   said their projection of traffic in the future of



             7   what they thought it would be after opening was not



             8   even close to it.



             9                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Here --



            10                 MR. HIPOLIT:  So she took the model and



            11   ran with it.



            12                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Here's my read on



            13   this.  We have a real challenge with Betsy not being



            14   here.  We received from Maurice this evening, I



            15   think, some promising information with respect to



            16   lowering the speed limits along Grand Avenue, the



            17   possibility of getting a stop sign to replace the



            18   yield sign coming off of the Parkway.



            19                 I think we heard some positive things



            20   based upon the inquiries that he made during the past



            21   week.



            22                 I think other things that came to light



            23   last week was this synchronizing of the lights, the



            24   proficiency of the new synchronization relying on GPS



            25   versus mechanical methods.  I think putting this all
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             1   together, speed limit, stop sign, synchronization of



             2   the lights, the projection of growth, I don't know if



             3   Betsy's report included the residential development



             4   occurring in Park Ridge right now.



             5                 THE WITNESS:  It did, it did.



             6                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  It did?  I think



             7   that, too, has to be put in.



             8                 Plugging this all in on the model, I



             9   don't think, based upon what I heard, there's no one



            10   sitting here saying hell no, it's terrible, scrap it.



            11                 But I think they need a little bit more



            12   convincing that all of this information has been



            13   taken into consideration by all of those that are



            14   experts in the field.



            15                 Am I correct, Frank?



            16                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Yes, I



            17   agree.



            18                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And Dante on the



            19   other side.



            20                 MR. TEAGNO:  Yes.



            21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  So I think we need a



            22   little bit more information.  I think we're close,



            23   but we need a little bit more information.



            24                 We're not looking to hold you up.  One



            25   of the things that I was concerned about, let's say
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             1   we approve it as shown and we are dead wrong.  The



             2   left turn in, the right-turn in, the projected gaps,



             3   let's say all of that turns out, big mistake on our



             4   part; can we, in fact, shut that down if need be?



             5                 MR. REGAN:  I am not as confident as



             6   Mr. Hipolit is.  I hate to say it.



             7                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Could we put a condition



             8   in?



             9                 MR. REGAN:  We can, but keep in mind



            10   when this board grants site plan approval it confers



            11   upon the developer certain vested rights under the



            12   Municipal Land Use Law.



            13                 Okay.  Now, obviously the condition of



            14   approval is county requirements, county planning



            15   board and so on.



            16                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I think --



            17                 MR. REGAN:  I just don't think the



            18   borough would be in a position to shut it down.



            19                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  No, I understand.



            20   But I think --



            21                 MR. HIPOLIT:  It's not our road.



            22                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I think if we were



            23   dealing with a raw piece of land with no other



            24   development around and dealing with a developer that



            25   we've never worked with before, that is not the case.
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             1   The case is we know who the developer is, we know



             2   what he has done and what he is proposing to do.



             3                 If we were to move forward with an



             4   approval and condition that approval with the



             5   understanding and acceptance of the applicant that if



             6   it doesn't work and we have measurable standards to



             7   say it doesn't work, it gets shut down.



             8                 MR. REGAN:  I think you have to define



             9   in the resolution, spell it all out what those



            10   measurable standards are, with the help of Andy and



            11   Maurice.



            12                 And I think the developer would have to



            13   sign onto that, it would be within a time period --



            14                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Now --



            15                 MR. REGAN:  -- X number of years after



            16   a CO is issued, that the driveway condition could be



            17   reviewed and if it's deemed to be unacceptable to the



            18   borough, to public safety officials, the police



            19   department, the borough would have a right to --



            20                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Let's go back to the



            21   history of that drive.  We all know that there were



            22   periods of time when the drive was open and utilized



            23   by Mercedes-Benz, and there were times where it was



            24   chained off at the request or demand of the borough



            25   for whatever the reasons might have been at that
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             1   time.  We were controlling that point of access.



             2                 My way of looking at this is no one is



             3   saying stop the project, but everyone wants the



             4   assurance that if these experts are wrong, we have



             5   recourse.  I don't want the applicant to say, hey,



             6   you gave it to me, tough luck, Charlie.  Not that I



             7   think that he would.  But we have to deal with our



             8   concerns and we have to deal with our interest.



             9                 MR. TEAGNO:  Can I make one more



            10   comment.



            11                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure.



            12                 MR. TEAGNO:  I just want to make one



            13   more comment.



            14                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure.



            15                 MR. TEAGNO:  If I understand this



            16   correctly, this whole -- the success of this depends



            17   on those gaps that you say are going to be created so



            18   that it allows timing for the traffic to flow, okay.



            19                 That is something that I don't know



            20   much about, but you guys are the experts.  I'm just



            21   saying that I don't want to approve something that I



            22   see that has potentially dangerous situations, but



            23   you guys are the experts, the guys that put this to



            24   GPS, whatever system is going to create the gaps and



            25   adjust the traffic accordingly, very smart people
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             1   probably put that together.



             2                 But, you know, Teslas were supposed to



             3   drive themselves and a lot of smart guys put that



             4   stuff together and that's not working out.  And I



             5   would hate to see something that we put the onus on



             6   this electronic or whatever the right explanation is



             7   for the term, this GPS is, that that's where we're



             8   really putting our money.



             9                 MR. HIPOLIT:  With the system the way



            10   it is right now today, nothing was to change, you



            11   have ten times the gaps you need, when the GPS system



            12   is installed you'll be at ten times plus some



            13   number -- remember, you have a light on both sides of



            14   the driveway.



            15                 MR. TEAGNO:  Like Frank said, I haven't



            16   seen that.  I haven't seen one gap.



            17                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I think it's in the



            18   model.



            19                 MR. TEAGNO:  I can't see a gap.  Did



            20   you see the gap.



            21                 MR. HIPOLIT:  No, but if you go out



            22   there and there's a light on both sides that turns



            23   red.



            24                 MR. TEAGNO:  You have a lot of traffic,



            25   the gap -- without this electronic control.
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             1                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Exactly.



             2                 MR. TEAGNO:  I'm just telling you --



             3   I'm not --



             4                 MR. RACHED:  To answer your question,



             5   Mr. Chairman, to go back to your idea, there are



             6   metrics we can quantify we can put on paper.



             7                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.



             8                 MR. RACHED:  If we need to go that



             9   route.



            10                 MR. REGAN:  That's what we need.



            11                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I mean, we could



            12   debate the workability of this thing forever, and



            13   that's not what we're here to do.  We have our



            14   experts saying based upon the information they



            15   developed, they believe that there could be safe



            16   ingress to the property in both an eastbound and



            17   westbound direction going into the Grand Avenue



            18   drive.



            19                 Okay, I buy that.  It's the what-if



            20   factor.  What if, in fact, it does not work?  A, if



            21   you have a measurable standard, that's the point you



            22   could pull the plug and say it ain't working, the



            23   chain goes up like it went up on Mercedes-Benz, until



            24   such time as it can work.



            25                 I mean, it's -- I'd rather we sat here
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             1   and all said oh, this is all perfect, but I am not



             2   hearing that right now.  And I think it's important



             3   to update that model, look at it one more time, and



             4   even with that, get the cooperation of the applicant



             5   to say here's the what-if scenario.  If we're --



             6                 MR. REGAN:  Mr. Chairman, I would want



             7   the applicant to sign off on the metrics for those



             8   standards that would be developed, I guess, by



             9   Maurice and Andy.  It would be incorporated in the



            10   Resolution.



            11                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  So Andy DelVecchio,



            12   what do you have to say about this?



            13                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  I'm just listening.



            14                 MR. ZITELLI:  Mr. Chairman?



            15                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure, sure.



            16                 MR. ZITELLI:  Let me add something.



            17                 I am hearing this discussion about the



            18   model, all right, and typically what the model would



            19   get updated to.



            20                 And one of my original things just



            21   before when I was speaking is what data we're putting



            22   into it.  Putting data into it that's ten years old



            23   doesn't buy it for me, okay?  Because that site is so



            24   different.



            25                 So you can't put any data in there
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             1   that, in my mind, is more than two or three years



             2   old, because everything has changed since then.  So



             3   you don't have a history that is more than two or



             4   three years old.  And it's continuing to evolve as we



             5   see because now, I just heard -- Mr. Culhane



             6   testified before that we have what, 40 people -- or



             7   40 residences have started and we've got 156 there,



             8   right?  So there's going to be more.  So the change



             9   is happening here.



            10                 I am not opposed -- obviously I am not



            11   opposed to this development at all, I am just opposed



            12   to the left turn.  That is my key thing.  I am



            13   opposed to that left turn.  And, you know, we're



            14   talking about things here that are speculation.



            15   We're talking about a stop sign that doesn't exist



            16   right now, a speed limit change that doesn't exist



            17   right now, synchronization that hasn't taken place



            18   right now.  So all of these things we're talking



            19   about, all speculation, we don't have any of it.



            20                 So I would rather go the approach,



            21   Mr. Chairman, of no left turn initially until such



            22   time as we feel it's comfortable to make that left



            23   turn and then grant it.  But I would rather start out



            24   and say uh-uh, no left turn.  You know, let the



            25   history show us that it's going to be a safe thing
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             1   that we can do.



             2                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  But I think --



             3                 MR. ZITELLI:  That's just my opinion.



             4                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  But I think we heard



             5   last week that if we don't allow that left turn in,



             6   and let's go with that --



             7                 MR. ZITELLI:  Sure.



             8                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  -- that left-hand



             9   turn heading south is going to occur at the



            10   intersection of Grand and DePiero.



            11                 MR. ZITELLI:  Right.



            12                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And it's going to



            13   direct all the traffic --



            14                 MR. ZITELLI:  Correct.



            15                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  -- down to that



            16   intersection of the two sides of the street.



            17                 MR. ZITELLI:  Yes.



            18                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  What's happening



            19   over by Wegmans and what's happening here.



            20                 MR. ZITELLI:  Right.



            21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And I believe what



            22   we heard from Maurice last week, you were not -- and



            23   correct me if I am wrong, Maurice, you were not



            24   comfortable with all of the traffic going to that one



            25   central point.
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             1                 Is that correct?



             2                 MR. RACHED:  Yes, that is correct.



             3                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  So --



             4                 MR. ZITELLI:  No, I understand that.



             5   What I'm saying --



             6                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  What I'm fearful of



             7   is if we don't allow it, are we moving a problem



             8   further south and not have an opportunity to deal



             9   with it as easily?



            10                 MR. ZITELLI:  Yes, I understand that,



            11   Mr. Chairman.



            12                 I am looking at it as we're not -- what



            13   we're -- we're not crossing three lanes of traffic --



            14                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  No, I got that.



            15                 MR. ZITELLI:  Yeah, so I'm looking at



            16   it as -- I'm not saying that one situation -- it's



            17   like the choice of which one is the worse thing.



            18                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Here's where I



            19   disagree with you, when you're talking about data



            20   that is ten years old.



            21                 As we all know, ten years ago we had



            22   more occupied office buildings in both Montvale and



            23   Park Ridge.



            24                 The Grey Boulevard activity which



            25   primarily came out onto Mercedes Drive.  You don't
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             1   have that anymore.



             2                 The activity of the Marriott, you don't



             3   have what you had ten years ago.



             4                 So, yes, maybe we are adding more



             5   residences at the district and the Horn Run property,



             6   but we've eliminated probably in its day, between the



             7   two Mercedes buildings on Mercedes Drive, we probably



             8   had close to 2,000 people working there.  And those



             9   were the old-fashioned days where people went to work



            10   five days a week.



            11                 MR. ZITELLI:  Yes, I understand.



            12                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  So if you really



            13   want to analyze it, you can't just analyze it from a



            14   projected growth of .5 or 1.5.  I think there's a



            15   value to that ten-year analysis.  Maybe those days



            16   will come back with the office buildings being



            17   occupied.  I hope so.



            18                 MR. RACHED:  Mr. Chairman, let me



            19   clarify something.



            20                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I think there's



            21   value in considering it.



            22                 Yes, Maurice.



            23                 MR. RACHED:  Just to clarify to the



            24   board members, the data is fresh.  Data was taken in



            25   2022, specifically January 25, 2022.  Data was taken
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             1   in 2018 and prior.



             2                 So to say that the applicant didn't



             3   provide fresh data, that would not be true.  There is



             4   fresh data.



             5                 I do want to comment on the model.  I'm



             6   not sure it's going to be of any use.  The model is



             7   -- we're going to look at it and it's going to look



             8   good.  I think we will be wasting time having someone



             9   crank a model and come back here and display it and



            10   -- it's going to look good.



            11                 I do like the Chairman's proposal is to



            12   put some metrics to protect the Borough and to



            13   protect the community and see if it works.  And if it



            14   doesn't work, we have a backup plan.  That is my



            15   recommendation to you as your traffic engineer.



            16                 MR. ZITELLI:  Mr. Chairman, who would



            17   be responsible for enforcing those metrics and



            18   verifying that they are met or not met?



            19                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Well, if --



            20                 MR. ZITELLI:  Those are things we would



            21   have in our Resolution.



            22                 MR. REGAN:  Whoever the borough



            23   designates.



            24                 MR. ZITELLI:  Again, who might that be.



            25                 MR. REGAN:  It could be our experts.
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             1                 MR. HIPOLIT:  It's usually us.



             2                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes, it would be the



             3   borough engineer, I would believe, that would analyze



             4   it in conjunction with the police department, I am



             5   sure.  And there seems to be a good line of



             6   communication between the borough engineer and the



             7   police department as it relates to traffic and



             8   traffic control.



             9                 So I think we would charge both of them



            10   with respect to the enforcement.



            11                 MR. RACHED:  I think maybe it's time



            12   that I tell you what the metrics are because it's



            13   pretty simple and then you could see how this could



            14   be enforced.



            15                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure.



            16                 MR. RACHED:  And I'm not inventing



            17   these metrics, they're published nationally.  There



            18   is a national traffic standard booklet, it's called



            19   the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices.  For



            20   short, we call it the MUTCD.  It is what we use in



            21   all states, including New Jersey.



            22                 Title 39 requires its use when we do



            23   traffic signs and traffic control.



            24                 In that manual they have a metric for



            25   the installation of a traffic signal, and I know
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             1   we're not putting a traffic signal but give me a



             2   moment here.  And this manual says that if we have



             3   five or more crashes a year susceptible to



             4   improvement by a traffic signal, that that justifies



             5   a traffic signal.



             6                 We can apply the same logic and say if



             7   we have five or more accidents a year susceptible to



             8   elimination by closing this driveway, we will use



             9   that metric.  It's something that we've been using as



            10   traffic engineer for decades, it works, and enforcing



            11   it is straightforward and simple.  Every year we go



            12   to the police department, we look at the traffic



            13   accidents if there are any.  We look at whether or



            14   not there will be -- they would have been eliminated



            15   if that driveway wasn't there, and if we reach that



            16   threshold that's published in the MUTCD, then we will



            17   take the appropriate action.



            18                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  So there is a



            19   measurable standard that could be utilized --



            20                 MR. RACHED:  Yes.



            21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  -- and not create



            22   reinventing the wheel.



            23                 MR. RACHED:  Yes.



            24                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I'm sorry, John, you



            25   had something.
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             1                 MR. CULHANE:  I'm still concerned that



             2   when we're talking about the left turn, the conflict



             3   left turns are going to have is minimized because



             4   they're only going to be in conflict with Parkway



             5   exiting eastbound.  That's 240 cars.  The two main



             6   through lanes have a red light.



             7                 MR. RACHED:  Yes.



             8                 MR. CULHANE:  There's no traffic coming



             9   on the two main lanes for that period of that red



            10   light.



            11                 So there has to be a period of time,



            12   and that's why I keep saying, the gap analysis does



            13   not apply when they occurred.  I think the majority



            14   occur when there is a red light for the exiting



            15   traffic heading westbound to exit.



            16                 MR. HIPOLIT:  The only conflicting



            17   traffic --



            18                 MR. CULHANE:  And there's 240 cars, if



            19   I remember correctly, coming off the Parkway during



            20   the peak hour, that's four a minute; on average,



            21   15 second gap.



            22                 So I think the concerns which we all



            23   have, I think there is a lot more safe left turn



            24   times available because there is no traffic heading



            25   eastbound for a period of time.  It's only the
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             1   Parkway traffic exiting eastbound that it's in



             2   conflict with.



             3                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Now, with respect to



             4   the signal, Andy, for the left-hand turn coming off



             5   of the Parkway, the timing of that signal, do we have



             6   any control over that or is that Turnpike Authority



             7   or is it the county?



             8                 MR. HIPOLIT:  It's the county.



             9                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  The county.



            10                 So if we felt that we needed more time



            11   to hold that red light another 10 or 15 seconds,



            12   which would, as John said, help with the gap



            13   situation, we would just have to discuss it with the



            14   county.



            15                 Is that correct?



            16                 MR. HIPOLIT:  On all county roads in



            17   Montvale and anywhere in the county, you have a -- if



            18   you want more time added to a phase, left, right,



            19   through, you ask the county and the county does one



            20   of two things:  Ask you to provide a study to



            21   determine what the best method to move through that



            22   signal is and where the timing needs to be or they



            23   come out and study themselves.



            24                 In a lot of cases like that, the county



            25   would say, Borough, give me a study to show if you
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             1   changed the time, and we're going to do our own study



             2   at the same time.  They use the same counters at the



             3   same time.



             4                 Just so the board understands, we deal



             5   with Bergen County all the time.  Every county is a



             6   little different.  Bergen County doesn't take their



             7   roads lightly.



             8                 Bergen County doesn't take their



             9   signals lightly, they don't take their accident



            10   history lightly.  They're very in target and have a



            11   very big traffic bureau that deals with it.



            12                 The county has said with no uncertainly



            13   the left-turn lane is going to work.  There's so many



            14   gaps it's not even an issue.



            15                 I've talked to Eric Timsak, he says I



            16   am not sure why your Board is worried about this.



            17   The -- the through traffic is stopped at the Parkway



            18   and your only conflict is the right-turn lane from



            19   off the Parkway.  They don't have -- when I say no



            20   concern, they have no concern.



            21                 Because if there was a left-turn out, I



            22   think Chuck said it, he said if there was a left-turn



            23   out, it would change because we have a left and a



            24   left going on at the same time.  And we're a little



            25   concerned, the sight distance may become a problem

�



                                                                    83







             1   with that left out because of where that driver sits.



             2                 He says but a one-way drive in with a



             3   left and a right in, yeah, I'm not -- he doesn't



             4   understand what the concern was.



             5                 I've tried to convey to him your



             6   concerns and he keeps coming back to me with, the



             7   through traffic on Grand is stopped.  It's not going,



             8   it's under a red light.  The only conflict is the



             9   left and the Parkway traffic.  And that's coming



            10   down, it slows down, it speeds up.  There's -- the



            11   gaps are -- you keep hearing the testimony -- ten



            12   times the amount of gaps needed.



            13                 It's not even close.  It's not like



            14   we're saying there's -- you know, it's just, it's



            15   close.  Like, hey, guys, it's close.  If it was close



            16   the county would never approve this.



            17                 MR. TEAGNO:  So the cars making a left



            18   aren't waiting for anything other than a gap.



            19                 MR. HIPOLIT:  That's it.



            20                 MR. TEAGNO:  They don't have a light.



            21                 MR. HIPOLIT:  No, they're waiting for a



            22   gap for a Parkway car to not come off and just cut



            23   across a red light.  There's no -- the double through



            24   traffic lanes are coming, they're not making a left



            25   turn, they're going to wait.  They're going to wait
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             1   in that lane that -- what Eric said was he said, and



             2   I think Chuck aligns with it, if the car is waiting



             3   at a through lane heading westbound, he said we would



             4   -- the county would never approve the left turn.



             5                 MR. TEAGNO:  I understand.



             6                 MR. HIPOLIT:  The car's making a



             7   protected left turn.



             8                 It could stay there for 40 seconds.



             9   Who cares.



            10                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  What is the capacity



            11   of that left-hand turn in, the stack capacity?



            12                 MR. RACHED:  Mr. Chairman, I am looking



            13   at the aerial as we speak and --



            14                 MR. HIPOLIT:  It's going to be



            15   different because they're going to have to make --



            16   it's moving.



            17                 MR. RACHED:  It is moving, but I would



            18   measure this one and use that as an example or at



            19   least as a starting point in the discussion.



            20                 MR. TEAGNO:  It's not moving if they're



            21   waiting for the light to change.



            22                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  No, no, just it's --



            23   there's more cars.



            24                 MR. RACHED:  Right now, based on the



            25   aerial, it shows approximately 160 feet, which is
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             1   approximately, let's say, 25, 20 or 25 feet per car



             2   up to eight cars.  It's more than what we need.



             3                 MR. TEAGNO:  No.  A regular car is



             4   about 16 feet long.



             5                 MR. RACHED:  I'm sorry.



             6                 MR. TEAGNO:  Isn't a normal car about



             7   16 feet long?



             8                 MR. RACHED:  Right, but I am being



             9   conservative.



            10                 So, I mean, yes, if you stack them



            11   close, you could stack more than that, but I'm saying



            12   7 to 8 feet comfortably -- I mean seven to eight cars



            13   comfortably.



            14                 MR. TEAGNO:  Oh, okay.



            15                 MR. RACHED:  And we do not need



            16   anywhere near that kind of queue.



            17                 MR. TEAGNO:  Okay.



            18                 THE WITNESS:  The left-turn bay is



            19   about 120 to 140 feet that we're proposing to go into



            20   the driveway.  I believe that was the Chairman's



            21   question, how many can we fit in there.  And I would



            22   agree.  You can fit somewhere around seven to eight



            23   vehicles stacked.



            24                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  In your professional



            25   opinion, do you believe that that is adequate

�



                                                                    86







             1   stacking capacity given the projected counts of that



             2   point of access?



             3                 THE WITNESS:  It is more than adequate.



             4   You would not anticipate more than a vehicle or two



             5   in this lane waiting to make a left turn.  Even if



             6   those volumes, if we ran a sensitivity analysis to



             7   really test it as Mr. Stefanelli asked, what if it



             8   was twice as many vehicles, not 50, it was 100, what



             9   it if wasn't 50, it was 150, two to three vehicles,



            10   you can still accommodate seven to eight vehicles in



            11   that bay out of the travel way waiting to make a left



            12   turn with adequate sight distance.



            13                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  Any other



            14   questions?



            15                 MR. TEAGNO:  What's the name of that --



            16   let me ask Andy this -- GPS or whatever, what's the



            17   name of that system?  There's got to be a name for



            18   it.



            19                 MR. RACHED:  The generic name is



            20   time-based coordinator.  It's a GPS-based, time-based



            21   base coordinator.



            22                 MR. TEAGNO:  There's no, like, company



            23   name for that?



            24                 MR. RACHED:  There are several



            25   companies that make it.  It depends on what equipment
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             1   the county is using, we'll use something compatible.



             2                 MR. TEAGNO:  Okay, thank you.



             3                 MR. RACHED:  Sure.



             4                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  I just have



             5   two questions.



             6                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure, go ahead.



             7                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  So what kind



             8   of signage -- I am concerned about people coming up



             9   to the site and trying to get in there, so how do we



            10   coordinate people getting to the site and getting to



            11   that left-turn lane, you know.



            12                 THE WITNESS:  Well, I believe there's



            13   signage proposed on the building.



            14                 Is there corner --



            15                 MR. REGAN:  There are actually monument



            16   signs.



            17                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Is there



            18   going to be a monument sign on the -- 'cause I didn't



            19   see that.



            20                 Is that in the plan?



            21                 MR. REGAN:  I think you need some signs



            22   on the roads.



            23                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Yeah, that's



            24   where I was going to go.  It sounds like we should



            25   have some signs on the road alerting the drivers
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             1   ahead of time that, you know, this --



             2                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Like we do for Sloan



             3   Kettering.



             4                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Huh.



             5                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Like we did for Sloan



             6   Kettering.



             7                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Yeah, I



             8   mean, I would expect that we should have --



             9                 MR. HIPOLIT:  When you go up Summit and



            10   you come up Spring Valley, I agree.



            11                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI: -- there



            12   should be signs to the east, right.



            13                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I agree.  Absolutely.



            14                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Advising



            15   that this is coming up.



            16                 MR. RACHED:  Even to the west, that's



            17   the first driveway.



            18                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  And also at



            19   the west.



            20                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Agree.



            21                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  I think we



            22   should also have signs so that cars know that, hey,



            23   this is a driveway here.



            24                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I think if you look at --



            25                 MR. ZITELLI:  I heard what Mr. Olivo
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             1   said that, you know, oh, you have 600 feet, but, you



             2   know, you're going to be right there or going past



             3   the driveway before you realize, oh, my gosh, you



             4   know --



             5                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I think we learned a lot



             6   from Sloan Kettering.  So Sloan Kettering went in



             7   with the three driveways and it became a problem



             8   right away for them.  They came back to us with this



             9   way finding project which needed county approval



            10   because county road, and once they did that



            11   wayfinding, all the problems went away.  People knew



            12   which -- the deliveries went to the west driveway and



            13   the other two driveways were for patient drop-off,



            14   long-term parking.  You need to do that here.



            15                 MR. ZITELLI:  I'd like to see some



            16   signs on the roads advising that --



            17                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes, I think what we



            18   had planned to do was once we got through the site



            19   plan application process we would go into more detail



            20   with respect to the signage.



            21                 Is that correct?



            22                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  That's correct.



            23                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  So, yes.  And



            24   I think, based on the discussions we have been



            25   having, that we all agree it is imperative that there
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             1   be directional signage --



             2                 MR. ZITELLI:  Yes, correct.



             3                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  -- everything else



             4   that's going to take place.



             5                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  My last



             6   question, my last question.



             7                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure.



             8                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:



             9   Synchronization, does that include the Parkway sync.



            10                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Yes, so I think I was



            11   telling Dante, it was off the record but on the



            12   record, I think if you were to approve this and if



            13   your deliberations, you would include the time-based



            14   coordinator system as part of your approval.



            15                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Right, but I



            16   just want -- and that will be listed on the --



            17   lights, or how are we going to do that.



            18                 MR. HIPOLIT:  It's going to be -- right



            19   now it's proposed to be five lights.  I had added in



            20   two more lights.  Two more make it seven.



            21                 MR. REGAN:  You have 125,000 for --



            22                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Right.  The five lights



            23   are just -- coming down the Parkway signal, coming



            24   down Grand and DePiero, Grand and Old Mercedes, then



            25   Grand and Phillips and Spring Valley and Summit.  I
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             1   added in Summit and Spring Valley and Chester Ridge



             2   and Summit if the money -- the test -- because, you



             3   know, the other part is bigger development that we



             4   don't focus on now is, is the truck traffic coming



             5   from the north, coming down Chestnut Ridge Road



             6   making a left on Summit, making the right down



             7   Phillips, you know -- at all, in my opinion.



             8                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  All right.



             9                 MR. ZITELLI:  Mr. Chairman, one more



            10   question for you or --



            11                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure.



            12                 MR. ZITELLI:  -- just in general?  Do



            13   we have agreement that, you know, if we do go forward



            14   with the Resolution here that we will have a



            15   contingency based on certain metrics about



            16   potentially closing that --



            17                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Well, I think before



            18   we do that we have to see what the applicant's



            19   position is going to be.



            20                 MR. ZITELLI:  That's what I -- so



            21   essentially, through you, I'm asking should we ask



            22   the applicant will they agree to that.



            23                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Unless we have any



            24   other questions, but before we open it again to the



            25   applicant, I do want to open it up to the public.
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             1                 Would anyone care to make a motion to



             2   open the meeting to the public?



             3                 MR. LINTNER:  So moved.



             4                 MR. CULHANE:  Second.



             5                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Motion Mr. Lintner,



             6   seconded Mr. Culhane.



             7                 All in favor?



             8                 (Whereupon, all present members respond



             9          in the affirmative.)



            10                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Anyone from the



            11   public wish to be heard.



            12                 MS. KELLY:  I'm the public.  I'm here.



            13                 MR. REGAN:  Could I have your full name



            14   and address, please.



            15                 MS. KELLY:  Sure.



            16                 Cheryl, C-H-E-R-Y-L.  Kelly, K-e-l-l-y.



            17   My address is Cheryl Kelly 138 Green Way, Montvale.



            18                 MR. REGAN:  Could you raise your right



            19   hand, please.



            20                 Do you swear or affirm that the



            21   testimony you will give in this proceeding shall be



            22   the truth so help you God?



            23                 MS. KELLY:  Yes.



            24   C H E R Y L   K E L L Y,



            25       138 Green Way, Montvale, New Jersey, having been
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             1       duly sworn, testifies as follows:



             2                 MR. REGAN:  Thank you.



             3                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay, thank you.



             4                 MS. KELLY:  My questions are, you know,



             5   pretty similar to what Mr. Zitelli said about the



             6   traffic volume.  I've lived in Montvale for 15 years.



             7   I live off of Summit.  You cannot make a left-hand



             8   turn, there are no gaps in traffic.



             9                 I'd like to see data that takes into



            10   consideration if Valley Hospital is building 86,000



            11   square feet, how many physicians, what is their



            12   business plan, what's the patient volume going to be?



            13   They're going to be drawing from all of Bergen County



            14   to put all of those patients there in Montvale.



            15   That's a really valuable spot for them, the fact that



            16   it's right off the Parkway.  It's incredibly valuable



            17   to them.



            18                 There's a daycare going in there.



            19   You're also going to have elderly and sick people who



            20   are going to be making a left-hand turn there.  I



            21   almost had an accident two times today on Grand



            22   Avenue at 2:00 in the afternoon.



            23                 Traffic and the problem -- in this town



            24   is a significant problem, and I'd like to see the



            25   data.  I have to admit that I'm not really informed
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             1   about this, this is my first meeting.  I'm starting



             2   to do some research.



             3                 But having lived here for 17 years...



             4                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And we share those



             5   concerns.  And as you may or may not know, we, too,



             6   are all residents of Montvale.  Many of us have lived



             7   here for that period of time.



             8                 MS. KELLY:  And longer, I'm sure.



             9                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  So we've been



            10   through the same thing.  Many of us have served on



            11   this board for a long time.  We know the traffic



            12   problems.  We do share your concerns relative to the



            13   projection of vehicles that will be used.



            14                 I think Mr. Hipolit's suggestion of



            15   tying in the traffic lights on Summit Avenue would



            16   benefit your development as well to help create more



            17   gap times based upon this new -- Andy, why don't you



            18   explain how this GPS signal or synchronization works?



            19                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I'd prefer if Maurice



            20   does it.



            21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure.



            22                 MR. RACHED:  So when we look at this



            23   particular proposal we're discussing tonight, the



            24   driveways between the signal and DePiero, which used



            25   to be Mercedes Drive, and the signal at the Parkway,
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             1   right now, because these signals are operating based



             2   on their own internal clocks, their timing would go



             3   out of synchronization --



             4                 MS. KELLY:  No, conceptually I



             5   understand it.



             6                 MR. RACHED:  Yeah, okay.



             7                 So when we install the new equipment,



             8   it will keep all these clocks linked to the atomic



             9   clock, which is a national clock, so it keeps them



            10   always synchronized so they would operate as



            11   intended.  That's the whole idea is to have them



            12   operate as intended.



            13                 Right now, once they go out of sync,



            14   they do not operate as intended.



            15                 As intended, for example, means we



            16   would provide the red at the Parkway signal, we



            17   provide the red at DePiero, and that creates gaps in



            18   between.  And we could do the same at other



            19   locations.  So that's what is meant by



            20   synchronization of signals.



            21                 MS. KELLY:  No, I understand.  I



            22   understand.



            23                 If I were a member of a committee, I



            24   would want to see simulation software to see how it



            25   works, I think, probably --

�



                                                                    96







             1                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  I think



             2   that's consistent with what Mr. Stefanelli was



             3   saying.



             4                 MS. KELLY:  Like put it -- there's



             5   screens all over here.  Put it up on the screens and



             6   let's see a simulation with the traffic patterns that



             7   your ten years of data represent, carving out the



             8   COVID years, adding in a daycare center, adding in



             9   Valley Hospital, adding in the thousands of new homes



            10   that are being developed in this community.  I think



            11   it can't be understated.



            12                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Thank you for your



            13   comments.



            14                 Anyone else from the public?



            15                 (No response.)



            16                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Motion to close the



            17   meeting to the public?



            18                 MR. CULHANE:  So moved.



            19                 MR. LINTNER:  Second.



            20                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Mr. Culhane.



            21                 Mr. Lintner.



            22                 All in favor?



            23                 (Whereupon, all present members respond



            24          in the affirmative.)



            25                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.
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             1                 Mr. DelVecchio, share with us your



             2   pearls of wisdom.



             3                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  What are we doing?



             4                 MR. HIPOLIT:  The whole list is out.



             5                 MR. REGAN:  Let's just be careful



             6   there.



             7                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  The post-construction



             8   condition is something that, if the immediate remedy



             9   to a trigger is the closing of the driveway, that's



            10   something I can't give you an answer to tonight.  It



            11   has ripple effects across tenants, across leases.



            12   There are not too many tenants that I am aware of



            13   that will sign on a dotted lease with a site that



            14   could change while they're in occupancy.



            15                 For purposes of this evening, what we



            16   could agree to is that if there is a trigger that,



            17   you know, we agree on what that trigger is and the



            18   trigger occurs, you know, we would agree to



            19   immediately meet with whoever we need to meet with



            20   and come to a remedy or a solution for that



            21   condition, whatever it may be, and work towards it,



            22   very similar to what you see in, traditionally in the



            23   lighting world, where you install lighting, there is



            24   a problem, six months, you test it and you come back



            25   and you make the adjustments that need to be made to

�



                                                                    98







             1   fix it.



             2                 We're committed to fixing it.  We're



             3   confident that the condition will prove itself out



             4   after installed, given the margin of safety factors



             5   that many of you have expressed will exist.



             6                 But in terms of committing tonight to



             7   shutting that exit down at some point in the further,



             8   that is not something I can give you an answer to.



             9                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And with respect to



            10   having your professionals work with the borough



            11   professionals in fine-tuning the traffic study,



            12   including the growth projections from projects that



            13   we all know received within the past year or two



            14   approvals, such as the district, such as the Horn



            15   Rock properties, the Toll Brothers --



            16                 MR. REGAN:  Village Springs --



            17                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  -- right, taking



            18   these into consideration, are you prepared to



            19   authorize your professionals to undertake those



            20   studies and prepare the model, or a modified model?



            21                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  I think what we're



            22   talking about in earnest is actually just updating



            23   the model.  I think what you have just said as the



            24   precursor is not factually necessary for the



            25   following reason.
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             1                 Most of all of those developments were



             2   encompassed and anticipated in the reports.



             3                 And as alluded to by Mr. Rached, yes,



             4   the data goes back ten years, but it's not ten years



             5   old.  Every time this applicant has appeared, whether



             6   it was for the original PUD approval for Wegmans,



             7   whether it was for Phase II of the Wegmans project,



             8   whether it was for North Market, whether it was for



             9   Phase II DePiero down below with the daycare center,



            10   every time we appear, your engineers demanded and



            11   required, and we complied, that we provide a new



            12   fresh set of study to add a layer to the base that



            13   was created ten years ago.



            14                 I hate to say this, and we're happy to



            15   do it, but I am going to tell you that I'd be shocked



            16   if that model doesn't produce traffic volumes that



            17   are less than what your experts charged us to do when



            18   we were the unknown quantum and Wegmans was walking



            19   in the door.  Because the Wegmans traffic was so



            20   overestimated in that model, we haven't yet realized



            21   it.



            22                 So what's going to happen is we're



            23   going to put in a couple of extra developments, we're



            24   going to account for the overestimation that never



            25   materialized and you're going to see a result that's
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             1   actually less.



             2                 And we're happy to do it.  We'll go



             3   through, you know, the process of updating the model,



             4   but I don't want you to be surprised and I don't want



             5   to be tagged with, you know, you put your hands on



             6   the scale in creating the model.



             7                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Right.  And that may



             8   well be the case.  But if that's the comfort --



             9                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Happy to do it.



            10                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  -- that the board



            11   needs in order to move forward with the application,



            12   I think it should be done.  Because my sense is there



            13   is a discomfort right now that we have to overcome.



            14                 MR. HIPOLIT:  And, Mr. Chairman, if I



            15   can just say, when they did -- and Betsy's not here



            16   does pose a problem -- when they did these two, the



            17   lower part, the daycare and the offices --



            18                 MR. REGAN:  At Dulles Parkway.



            19                 MR. HIPOLIT:  -- right, we gave Betsy



            20   that model.  So she took that model and made changes



            21   to it because, again, we made a recount --



            22                 Mr. DelVecchio's right, we made a



            23   recount to traffic because Wegmans was now open,



            24   lifestyle center was now open.  So she has it.



            25                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  If the model that
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             1   you have is updated -- and quite frankly, I wouldn't



             2   rely on Ms. Dolan, unfortunately --



             3                 MR. HIPOLIT:  You're right about that.



             4                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  We don't have the



             5   time -- I mean, I feel very sorry for whatever that



             6   problem might be, but I would imagine that Mr. Olivo



             7   could adjust the model, has the capability.



             8                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Yes, I was just



             9   confirming with him what I already knew, but yes.



            10                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And I believe when



            11   that model is adjusted, displaying it on the monitors



            12   to show how, in fact, the gap occur -- Mr. Olivo, if



            13   you were to adjust the model, what could the board



            14   and the public expect to see on this model?



            15                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:



            16   Mr. Chairman, I just -- one question.



            17                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure.



            18                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  With all due



            19   respect, Andy, we haven't heard any testimony that we



            20   were five times over at Wegmans or any of that.  This



            21   is the first time we're hearing anything.  We didn't



            22   hear her testimony.



            23                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Right.



            24                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  So all I am



            25   saying is that we want to be assured.  And whether
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             1   it's a model or somebody giving us some testimony



             2   saying that this development, that development will



             3   add this amount of cars, we haven't heard -- has any



             4   board member heard that.



             5                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  No.



             6                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  No.



             7                 All we want to do it hear the



             8   information so we can make a decision.



             9                 End of story.



            10                 THE WITNESS:  To answer the question



            11   about the model and that question as well,



            12   Mr. Stefanelli, is that by updating the model and



            13   comparing it to, again, I think what has been



            14   clarified a number of times, because we have all



            15   these data points up to fresh data from this year, we



            16   would be able to quickly compare and show you this is



            17   what we projected it to be, this is what it actually



            18   is, and you would be able to see dynamics like gap,



            19   synchronization of signals, things like that in



            20   realtime.



            21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  And I think that's



            22   what's so important right now.



            23                 I agree with you, Frank, and the other



            24   board members that have those concerns.



            25                 Mr. DelVecchio indicated that he was
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             1   not in a position right now.  Obviously, he has to



             2   speak to his clients, the what-if factor, and to see



             3   what their position would be on that.



             4                 What else?



             5                 MR. ZITELLI:  Mr. Chairman, I am going



             6   to throw one more suggestion out, if I may?



             7                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Sure.



             8                 MR. ZITELLI:  Sorry to do this, but



             9   could we consider a traffic signal there with a left



            10   turn?  I mean, that would make me feel so much better



            11   if there was a left-turn signal there.



            12                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Do you have the



            13   warrants?  That's the problem.



            14                 MR. HIPOLIT:  You can't just put a



            15   signal there.



            16                 MR. RACHED:  It wouldn't meet the



            17   required warrants.  To put a signal there is



            18   something called warrants, which consist of number of



            19   vehicle trips.



            20                 To give you a very quick idea what they



            21   are, at a regular intersection you need to have over



            22   500 trips on the main road, which we do, but you need



            23   to have over 150 trips on the minor road, which we



            24   don't, for eight hours, not just for the p.m. peak



            25   and the a.m. peak.  We're not even close.  We're not
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             1   even a quarter of that number in this case on a daily



             2   basis.



             3                 MR. ZITELLI:  You're telling me we



             4   wouldn't be allowed to put a signal there?



             5                 MR. RACHED:  That's correct, yes.



             6                 MR. REGAN:  The county would have to



             7   make the call on that anyway.  We're not even close.



             8                 MR. RACHED:  Yes.



             9                 MR. REGAN:  They won't go anywhere with



            10   it.



            11                 MR. ZITELLI:  I'll tell you, I'm



            12   thinking of a situation in Paramus, of all places,



            13   right, because I grew up there, and fashion center on



            14   East Ridgewood Avenue there, there's a left-turn



            15   signal that allows you to get into the fashion



            16   center.  There's one -- you know, they've got a



            17   stacking lane there and specifically a light that



            18   allows you to make -- exist anymore, but I thought



            19   that was, you know -- to me that -- I would feel



            20   really comfortable if we had that kind of situation



            21   there and I would have no objection at all.



            22                 Again, I am concerned about the left



            23   turn.  I am concerned about, you know, even though



            24   we've got a stacking lane there, we're still hearing,



            25   you know, that there -- I mean, I wouldn't want to be
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             1   sitting in a car there myself and having cars going



             2   eastbound at 45 miles an hour, two lanes and then



             3   where I'm sitting.  I would feel like a sitting duck.



             4   You know, that's just how I would feel about it.



             5                 So again, I'm approaching this from a



             6   safety concern.  I mean, I'm all in favor for this



             7   development, I just have one issue, which is that



             8   left turn, all right.  And, you know, so if we can do



             9   -- a light would be wonderful in my mind.



            10   Eliminating or not eliminating that left turn would



            11   be my other thing.



            12                 Do the study.  Do the study.  Let's go



            13   see what it is.  But I'm telling you what my concern



            14   is.



            15                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.



            16                 MR. ZITELLI:  Right on the table.



            17                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Mr. DelVecchio,



            18   where do you want to go with this.



            19                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  We're happy to, you



            20   know, advance the model if that aids in the



            21   deliberation.  You know, we've obviously done it



            22   before, we're happy to do it again.



            23                 In terms of the traffic testimony this



            24   evening, I think we've reached a natural conclusion.



            25                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  With regard to the
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             1   model, Mr. Olivo, you don't have a copy of that



             2   model, I presume.



             3                 THE WITNESS:  I don't, but as far as



             4   the underlying foundation of the model, you actually



             5   have it, or Colliers has it.



             6                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Right.



             7                 THE WITNESS:  And that can be shared



             8   and we can simply download it.



             9                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  If you get the call



            10   from Mr. DelVecchio to adjust the model, Andy, you



            11   could have Maurice forward that, too.



            12                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  And we're still



            13   engaged with Dolan and Dean, so to the extent they



            14   have it, we have no issues with being able to --



            15                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Well, I hate to



            16   schedule another meeting and not have the author of



            17   the report.  If there's any doubt that we're not



            18   going to hear direct testimony from Betsy Dolan, I



            19   think we're going to have to ask for another report



            20   from someone who can stand behind whatever the report



            21   says.



            22                 I mean, this whole traffic thing, we're



            23   kind of doing backwards.  Now, it's true, it's very



            24   unfortunate with Ms. Dolan, whatever -- whatever that



            25   problem might be, but I don't know how long the
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             1   applicant could tolerate this, and I know the board



             2   is losing patience because they want answers to their



             3   questions, and rightly so.



             4                 Maybe you should just send --



             5                 MR. HIPOLIT:  We're going to send them.



             6   But I have a couple of -- I just want to make sure



             7   that -- I wrote down a lot of notes, I want to make



             8   sure I got the right stuff for us.



             9                 The GPS sync over the time-based



            10   coordinator, at least in my opinion and Maurice's



            11   opinion, if you were to approve this, it should be a



            12   requirement.  And we will have a discussion with the



            13   county about that so we have more detail on the five



            14   versus seven.



            15                 The speed limit reduction, that's



            16   really a Mayor and Council request.  It's 45 now.  I



            17   have a Mayor and Council meeting tomorrow and I will



            18   bring this up and ask them to make a request, if the



            19   board wants me to.



            20                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes.



            21                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Okay.  We have to ask the



            22   county to make a -- so you can't just -- you're not



            23   allowed to just reduce speed, they use data that will



            24   be done and it will be supplied to Colliers --



            25                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  You have a meeting
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             1   tomorrow.  You can certainly --



             2                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Yes.  They have to



             3   authorize us to do some work on that which, then



             4   we'll come up with what the speed should be reduced



             5   to.



             6                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.



             7                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Growth projections, I



             8   think Maurice and Mr. Olivo need to work a little



             9   better.  Have Mr. Olivo explain what projections



            10   they're using so you'll understand what those growth



            11   projections are.  And there's testimony -- I wrote



            12   that more than once.



            13                 Is rumple strips as we come off the



            14   Parkway, so you come off the Parkway, you hit the



            15   yield sign, you now make a right turn going past the



            16   vacant property, the wetland area; is the board



            17   desirous of me investigating rumble strips there or



            18   not.



            19                 MR. TEAGNO:  No.  I hate those.



            20                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I just was mentioning



            21   that.



            22                 MALE VOICE:  They wear out, nobody



            23   replaces them.



            24                 MR. HIPOLIT:  The new model -- Maurice



            25   is going to coordinate with Chuck tomorrow the new
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             1   model.



             2                 The stop sign, Colliers is still



             3   pursuing the stop sign with the Turnpike Authority.



             4   There's going to be a request from the Mayor and



             5   Council, we will ask the county as they said they



             6   would do it, the county would concur, and that



             7   request will be sent in; that's the desire of the



             8   board?



             9                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes.



            10                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Okay, that's good.



            11                 I am going to talk to the chief



            12   tomorrow about getting a speed study done somewhere



            13   between the DePiero's light and the Parkway light



            14   about what the speed of cars either coming through



            15   traffic cars, one, and the police can only do so



            16   much, so give us some data -- it'll be a short -- and



            17   the second one would be just give a speed of cars



            18   coming off the Parkway and as they accelerate, what



            19   speed are they going between the Parkway ramp and



            20   let's say halfway up the property.



            21                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.



            22                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I mean, again, the police



            23   have limited data.  If the data they get is good



            24   enough, great.



            25                 If not, you can always request the
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             1   applicant does it similar to what we did on Fox Hill



             2   Road, we put -- actually put speed monitors out



             3   there.



             4                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Right.



             5                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  And do we do



             6   that during the busy peak hour.



             7                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Yes, that's what I'm



             8   going to tell them.  Tell them to do it in the p.m.



             9   peak and -- is the way we want it.



            10                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Just wanted



            11   to clarify it.



            12                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Yeah, it'd be right



            13   around 5:00 is when we want to sit.  They'd probably



            14   sit around 295 West Grand and then get it from there.



            15                 Traffic counts for the right-turn lane,



            16   I don't know, are we doing anything with traffic



            17   counts to the right-turn lane?  As far as the right



            18   turn coming off the Parkway and cars making a right,



            19   how did we come up with the projection how many cars



            20   are making that right?  I don't know if I got the



            21   answer yet.



            22                 MR. RACHED:  I think we have these



            23   numbers.



            24                 MR. HIPOLIT:  The applicant should



            25   really present that at the next meeting so the board
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             1   can hear that.



             2                 MR. ZITELLI:  You mentioned the



             3   Parkway.  Is that the one at the intersection of



             4   Grand and Chestnut Ridge?  Is that where you're



             5   talking about.



             6                 MR. HIPOLIT:  No, I'm saying when cars



             7   -- cars that come off the Parkway, make a right turn,



             8   how many cars are going to turn right into the site.



             9                 MR. ZITELLI:  Yeah, you mentioned the



            10   Parkway light, I think, right?  Did you say that,



            11   Parkway light?  What light are we talking about?



            12                 MR. HIPOLIT:  The light at the Parkway



            13   and Grand Avenue.  So you come down the ramp, just at



            14   like -- when you come off 172, there's a light right



            15   there.  That light.



            16                 MR. ZITELLI:  Okay.  Okay.



            17                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I am going to ask the



            18   chief to have the police department pull hopefully



            19   what will be a ten-year history, so ten years ago or



            20   more, when the driveway was open, the previous



            21   driveway, what was the accident history?



            22                 And if there wasn't accident history,



            23   what was the type of accident.



            24                 So hopefully when the driveway was open



            25   it had a lot of lefts in, rights in, whatever.  I'll
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             1   see what data they have.  I don't know what data they



             2   have.  I know that -- go farther back, I'll ask that



             3   question.



             4                 And then the last thing I have is



             5   recent mention MUTCD test of five accidents per year,



             6   but I think the applicant is saying that they



             7   wouldn't agree to that.



             8                 MR. REGAN:  That would be one of the --



             9                 MR. HIPOLIT:  A metric.  I don't know



            10   if the board wants to pursue that.



            11                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  That's something for



            12   the board to decide.



            13                 But I think all the other points that



            14   you've come up with or based on your notes are



            15   accurate.



            16                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Okay.  Except for the



            17   rumble strips at that --



            18                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Correct.



            19                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Good.



            20                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  You okay with that,



            21   Mr. DelVecchio?



            22                 MR. DELVECCHIO:  In terms of



            23   Mr. Hipolit's notes, I think, you know, they



            24   represent the discussion.



            25                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  We still have

�



                                                                   113







             1   a little bit of time.  What else would you like to



             2   try and cover this evening?



             3                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  I'd like to cover



             4   Ms. Rodriguez's testimony, which is landscaping.



             5   There is not a lot of testimony there, but she did



             6   travel to get here and I'd like to try to resolve



             7   that area.



             8                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Let's take a



             9   five-minute break and then we will get to her.



            10                 And then with respect to Mike Dipple's



            11   letter of today, which is pretty extensive --



            12                 MR. REGAN:  We just received it.



            13                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  We just received it.



            14                 MR. DELVECCHIO:  Yes, we had promised,



            15   if you remember at the last meeting, that we would --



            16   we said we would comply.  We wanted to put it in



            17   writing as to how and give you detailed documentation



            18   to do that.



            19                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  The problem is



            20   Mr. Hipolit hasn't had an opportunity to read it.



            21                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Understood.



            22                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  But let's take a



            23   five-minute break.



            24                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Sure.



            25                 (Whereupon, a brief recess is taken.)
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             1                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  This meeting will



             2   come to order.



             3                 Mr. DelVecchio?



             4                 MR. DELVECCHIO:  Yes.  Thank you,



             5   Mr. Chairman.



             6                 As I had indicated just before the



             7   break, my intention is to call Ms. Trini Rodriguez of



             8   ParkerRodriguez who is the landscape architect on



             9   this portion of the project and the entirety of the



            10   project so familiar face, I guess.



            11                 MR. REGAN:  You want her swear here in?



            12                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Yes, please.



            13                 MR. REGAN:  Do you swear or affirm that



            14   the testimony you will give in this proceeding shall



            15   be the truth so help you God?



            16                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  I do.



            17   T R I N I    R O D R I G U E Z, AICP, PLA



            18       101 North Union Street, Suite #320, Alexandria,



            19       Virginia, having been duly sworn, testifies as



            20       follows:



            21                 MR. REGAN:  And for the record, state



            22   your full name, please, and spell your last name.



            23                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Good evening, my name



            24   is Trini Rodriguez with the firm of ParkerRodriguez.



            25                 MR. DelVECCHIO: Ms. Rodriguez
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             1   previously testified --



             2                 MR. REGAN:  She's previously been



             3   qualified in the field of landscape architecture on



             4   several occasions before the board.



             5                 We have accepted her.



             6                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  That's correct,



             7   Mr. Regan.



             8                 If the board is comfortable with her



             9   credentials I'll proceed.



            10   DIRECT EXAMINATION



            11   BY MR. DelVECCHIO:



            12          Q.     Ms. Rodriguez, we marked prior to this



            13   evening as A-15 a set of drawings entitled "Landscape



            14   Architecture Plan" prepared by ParkerRodriguez



            15   consisting of four sheets and having a revision date



            16   through June 23, 2022.



            17                 Those plans are on the table next for



            18   you and I right now.



            19                 Were those drawings prepared by you or



            20   under your supervision?



            21          A.     Yes, they were.



            22          Q.     You had also prior to this hearing this



            23   evening received a -- actually you received several



            24   review letters from various professionals concerning



            25   this project.
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             1                 And those review letters contained



             2   certain comments concerning landscaping and



             3   screening, correct?



             4          A.     Correct.



             5          Q.     And in anticipation of appearing here



             6   this evening you had collaborated with Mr. Dipple who



             7   prepared a letter dated -- with today's date dated



             8   July 11, which included certain responses to



             9   landscaping comments regarding this project, correct?



            10          A.     Yes.



            11          Q.     Now that we've got the formalities



            12   done, let's deal with practicality.



            13                 You were the landscape designer for



            14   this project, many of the comments that were raised



            15   were really focused on the screening nature of the



            16   landscaping for certain areas of the project that



            17   required landscaping, screening, light loading, like



            18   trash enclosures in relation to those comments your



            19   responses contained in Mr. Dipple's letter, the



            20   intent is just to essentially upsize all of the



            21   screening to a compliant height so that we fully



            22   comply with the code in those areas?



            23                 Is that correct?



            24          A.     Correct.



            25                 So what we did is we actually up-sized
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             1   the plans.  We actually revised the site lighting



             2   just to make sure that it was, sort of, an



             3   intentional, sort of landscaping around the utilities



             4   created what we've kind of called a utility cord



             5   which actually kind of allowed for those utilities to



             6   sit there surrounded by this new screening not -- not



             7   new screening, it was there, it was just up-sized and



             8   then it was softened up with some additional planting



             9   in front to provide some softer textures and seasonal



            10   interest.



            11                 And those were actually the -- the



            12   plans that the planner had, sort of, requested



            13   heights, which we have actually updated on our plans.



            14          Q.     Now, you are the designer and architect



            15   of the landscape plan for Buildings 1, 2 and 3, that



            16   are either complete or virtually complete as we here



            17   today correct?



            18          A.     Correct, yes.



            19          Q.     You had an opportunity to visit the



            20   site and see the results of your planning and design



            21   in bloom so to speak?



            22          A.     Exactly, yes.



            23          Q.     Is the intent that the next phase that



            24   is being applied for here this evening coordinating



            25   with the existing work that you've done to date?
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             1          A.     Correct.  Yes, we used, you know, the



             2   same palette of plant material there.



             3                 And the idea is that it feels like a



             4   seamless project.  I mean I have to admit I've been



             5   up at the site doing a lot of punch work and working



             6   with the construction company and I just wanted to



             7   congratulate all of you because I think as -- overall



             8   as the place has really come to fruition and I think



             9   this will be a great addition to -- to that.



            10          Q.     There was, I recall, a comment



            11   concerning the wall material for the hardscape?



            12          A.     Correct.



            13          Q.     What is the intent?  And I tread very



            14   lightly into color areas, but what is the intent with



            15   the --



            16          A.     So --



            17          Q.     -- the color of the wall blocks that



            18   are shown in the details on your plans?



            19          A.     Right.



            20                 So the -- the details show three colors



            21   which is what the manufacturer provides, manufactures



            22   three different palettes.



            23                 And what we suggested in the documents,



            24   which is spelled out, is a mix of them.  It's a



            25   30 percent, I forget the name ledger/legend, 40 and
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             1   40 I believe they're on -- in the drawings.



             2                 And it's the same palette that has been



             3   used on all of the walls on Phase I so it's already



             4   there, yes.



             5                 It's 30 percent -- 30 percent that's



             6   Silverado, 40 percent Lafayette and 40 percent



             7   Kodiak.



             8                 And the idea is to get a much more



             9   natural mix of colors instead of a more solid either



            10   red or gray or brown.  So it's a -- it's a much more



            11   softer look.



            12                 And that's what on-site already.  And I



            13   believe you may have seen those.



            14          Q.     So the intent is to match what is



            15   already been constructed and utilized in the earlier



            16   phases?



            17          A.     Correct, it's exactly the same.



            18          Q.     Okay.



            19                 Now, there are certain metrics in the



            20   Montvale Ordinance concerning having sufficient



            21   number of planting areas for the parking for each



            22   number of parking spaces on-site.  The number of



            23   trees.  All of that has been factored into your



            24   design?



            25          A.     Right.  And we have been coordinating
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             1   with L2A and the civil engineers on that.



             2          Q.     And based upon your design you believe



             3   that the plans fully comply with those requirements?



             4          A.     Yes.



             5                 And the planner did make one comment



             6   there were four spaces at the corner that were



             7   actually missed.  And it was really a problem of



             8   coordination that was a change that was made to the



             9   site plan at the last minute and it was just missed.



            10          Q.     And that's --



            11          A.     That's been updated and added.



            12          Q.     And I guess just so we're clear on the



            13   record that will be added and updated because the



            14   board hasn't seen those plans --



            15          A.     Correct.



            16          Q.     -- it may be done in your shop but we



            17   haven't submitted the plans yet?



            18          A.     Yes.  Correct.



            19          Q.     And that's part of the response



            20   contained in Mr. Dipple's letter, correct?



            21          A.     Correct.



            22                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  At this point,



            23   Mr. Chairman, I don't have any further questions of



            24   Ms. Rodriguez.



            25                 I make her available for any remaining
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             1   question by the board.



             2                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.



             3                 Mr. Hipolit, have you had an



             4   opportunity to review the plans with respect to



             5   landscape architecture?



             6                 MR. HIPOLIT:  So I didn't, but as the



             7   board knows we used Gus DeBlasio to do that --



             8                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I'm sorry.



             9                 MR. HIPOLIT:  We used Gus DeBlasio to



            10   do it.



            11                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yeah.  Can you --



            12   yes.



            13                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Yes, so Gus has looked at



            14   it.  There was two things that happened with Gus,



            15   one, he was away initially then he got COVID, but now



            16   he's back -- he's back in action now.  He did look at



            17   it.  He has very few little -- literally a very few



            18   limited comments, but I think Darlene covered most of



            19   them.  His biggest comment centered around caliper of



            20   trees.  He thought the caliper of trees could be a



            21   little larger.  And I think there was a few -- and I



            22   think a very few of -- a few species he wanted



            23   changed from something to something, I'm not the



            24   expert, but I will have that for you by next week.



            25                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  I know Ms. Rodriguez
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             1   and Gus have spoken in the past.



             2                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Yes.



             3                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Correct.



             4                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  If the board is okay



             5   with it we're happy to have her reach out and



             6   coordinate.



             7                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Why don't we do that



             8   in the interest of time --



             9                 MR. HIPOLIT:  His comments were minor.



            10                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes.



            11                 Why don't you communicate directly with



            12   him.



            13                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  I will.



            14                 MR. HIPOLIT:  That's fine.



            15                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Yes.  Thank you.



            16                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I'll tell him that



            17   tomorrow.



            18                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Yes, I'll call him.



            19                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Anyone have any



            20   questions?



            21                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Yes.



            22                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Comments?



            23                 Frank?



            24                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  The only



            25   comment or question I have is what are we going to do
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             1   with the Phase II future development area in the



             2   meantime?  How are we going to...



             3                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  That's intended to be



             4   --



             5                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Yes, it will be graded



             6   and seeded.



             7                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Grass.



             8                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  I mean I know that



             9   probably from the planning standpoint that they would



            10   love to get somebody in.



            11                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  You're going



            12   to seed it?



            13                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Yes.  We'll stabilize



            14   it and seed it, that's usually what we do.



            15                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Well, I'd



            16   like to see some trees in there too, if you can.  So



            17   if we can consider that.



            18                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Like perimeter trees?



            19                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  Yeah, just a



            20   couple of them.



            21                 MR. HIPOLIT:  To break it up a little



            22   bit?



            23                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.



            24                 Anyone else?



            25                 (No response.)
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             1                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  I think



             2   that's it for now, Mr. DelVecchio.



             3                 Thank you.



             4                 MS. RODRIGUEZ:  Thank you, good to see



             5   you all again.



             6                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Thank you.



             7                 MS. HUTTER:  Carry.



             8                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes.



             9                 I think we're going to call it an



            10   evening, Mr. DelVecchio.



            11                 Question is when will you be returning?



            12                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  If the board will have



            13   us, August 2nd would be our preference.



            14                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.  And hopefully



            15   we'll be able to get a wrap on the traffic issue.



            16                 Mr. Hipolit, will you'll have an



            17   opportunity to review Mr. Dipple's letter of this



            18   date.



            19                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I will.



            20                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Revised plans that



            21   were referenced will be sent in by then I presume?



            22                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Revised plans map that



            23   were referenced?



            24                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Didn't you say that



            25   --
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             1                 VICE CHAIRMAN STEFANELLI:  The



             2   landscaping plan.



             3                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO: -- there will be



             4   revised plan coming?



             5                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  I don't --



             6                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  No.  We're okay?



             7                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Yes, we said we put



             8   how we going the address that in the letter.



             9                 I'm not sure Mr. Dipple or



            10   Ms. Rodriguez will have an enough time the submit



            11   plans in advance.



            12                 MR. HIPOLIT:  So, I'm not here on the



            13   2nd, I'm going on a college tour.



            14                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I'm sorry.  You're



            15   not --



            16                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I'm at a college tour,



            17   I'm not here on the 2nd, not that you necessarily



            18   need me, but I'm not here.



            19                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  I think we should be



            20   okay.



            21                 MR. HIPOLIT:  I will have a review



            22   letter.



            23                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Right.



            24                 We will have Chris here --



            25                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Yup.
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             1                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  -- and I think we're



             2   going to need Maurice again.



             3                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Yes, I think Maurice has



             4   to come again.



             5                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Right, yes.



             6                 MS. HUTTER:  We need the simulation



             7   model.



             8                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Yes, right.



             9                 MR. HIPOLIT:  What?



            10                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  The model.



            11                 MS. HUTTER:  The simulation model, I



            12   think Maurice needs to be here.



            13                 MR. HIPOLIT:  Yes, Maurice is coming.



            14   I think Maurice is planning -- I'll text him, he's



            15   planning on coming back.  Yes.



            16                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Okay.



            17                 What else do we have, anything?



            18                 (No response.)



            19                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Mr. DelVecchio,



            20   anything else on your side?



            21                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  No, other than to



            22   officially announce for the record the carry date so



            23   I avoid the notice issue.



            24                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Thank you.



            25                 The meeting will be carried to
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             1   August 2nd, no further notice will be provided.



             2                 Thank you for coming in.



             3                 MR. DelVECCHIO:  Thank you.



             4                 CHAIRMAN DePINTO:  Thank you.



             5                 We'll see you soon.



             6                 (Whereupon, this matter will be



             7          continuing at a future date.  Time noted:



             8          10:35 p.m.)
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