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CHAIRMAN KEILSON: All right, good evening,
ladies and gentlemen. Welcome to the Lawrence
Board of Zoning Appeals. Please turn off your
cell phones. If you have need for conversation,
please take it into the hall.

We welcome Mr. Tom Rizzo this evening,
sitting in for the Building Department for our
wonderful Chairman Mike Ryder who is out with a
family illness. And we'd also like to welcome an
alternate tonight; Joel Ganz is sitting in for
Lester Henner.

Do we have proof of posting?

MR. RIZZ0O: Mr. Chairman, proof of posting
and publication for the public meeting (handing).

CHATRMAN KEILSON: Thank vyou.

Before we begin, I'd just like to make one
comment for the record. It's with great regret
that we announce that tonight will be the final
appearance of Mr. Tom Pantelis as counsel to the
Board of Zoning Appeals. ITt's difficult to
believe that Tom has elected to choose to retire
in sunny Florida and his daily golf game over his
continued presence on behalf of our Board. It 1is
equally difficult to capture in words the

professionalism, knowledge and erudition that Tom
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has graced us with these past several years. Tom,
your eguanimity even under the most trying of
circumstances has served to be a calming influence
when emotions would have otherwise misdirected us.
We cannot thank you enough for your contributions,
and you will be sorely missed. Our offer to fly
you in monthly remains open, and you can feel free
to exercise it. Stay healthy, get bored and
return to us ASAP.

MR. PANTELIS: Thank you very much. And
there is such a thing as Skyping, I understand, so
I could do it probably by phone.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: At a 50 percent fee we can
understand that.

MR. PANTELIS: I've also tremendously enjoyed
working with this Board. As a zoning attorney
working with boards, and more often on the other
side, what very often is missing on the part of
boards is not only an understanding of the law and
what you're here to do, but alsoc a certain amount
of compassion, which I find that this Board always
tries to inject in its deliberations, keeping in
mind the preservation of the Village and at the
same time trying to accommodate the needs of your

fellow, you know, residents, and that I think is
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also to be very much commended. Thank you.

CHATIRMAN KEILSON: Thank you very much. How
about the last preamble from counsel.

MR. PANTELIS: Well, as far as the applicants
are concerned, one of the things the Board would
like to hear tonight is very specifically the
relief that yvou're requesting, what you're
required to have, and what you are requesting from
the Board, a little bit about what you perceive 1is
the need for whatever relief you're asking for.
The Board is very, very familiar with each and
every of the applications, and in most cases they
are familiar with the individual subject
properties and know something about the
topography. So we would just ask you to stay to
that, and hopefully we'll have a short evening.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: From your mouth, vyes,.

The first matter will be an extension request
from Wilson at 1019 New McNeil Avenue.

MR. PANTELIS: I think there are adjournments
to announce.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: In case there's anyone
here for that, there's an adjournment request from
Jacobowitz of 43 Lawrence Avenue, reguesting an

adjournment to the next available date which would
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be October 29th. I assume from the Board's
perspective that's a nonissue.

Likewise, Augenbaum of 64 Lord Avenue also
requests an extension from tonight to October
29th. Once again, I'm sure there's no issue in
terms of adjourning it.

(Whereupon, the hearing concluded at

7:35 p.m.)
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Certified that the foregoing is a true and
accurate transcript of the original stenographic

minutes in this case.
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CHAIRMAN KEILSON: The matter of Wolfson,
1019 New McNeil Avenue, a request from the
architect for an additional 24 months. They
submitted a letter of explanation regarding some
extenuating circumstances regarding certain cellar
water was found that inhibits construction; the
HVAC system was found to be inadequate; the
elevator needs to be reconfigured. So they're
asking for an additional twenty-four months.

Can I hear some discussion from the Board on
that. It's not the first extension that they've
asked for.

MEMBER GOTTLIER: I would consider a 12-month
extension.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Okay. Does anyone else
from the Board want to comment?

MEMBER WILLIAMS: I just want to know 1f
there's any reason why they would not be able to
complete it in twelve months. Is there anyone
here representing them?

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: I don't think there's any
representation.

MEMBER WILLIAMS: In that case, I'd say
twelve months.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: In light of the fact we've
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had several extensions on this project, I think
we'll extend it for the year, and if the need
arises we'll address it at the time. So from the
Board's perspective, Mr. Schreck.

MEMBER SCHRECK: I'm going to vote for the
12-month extension.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Mr. Gottlieb.

MEMBER GOTTLIEBR: For.

CHATRMAN KEILSON: Mrs. Williams.

MEMBER WILLIAMS: For.

CHATRMAN KEILSON: Mr. Ganz.

MEMBER GANZ: For.

CHATRMAN KEILSON: And I vote for as well.

(Whereupon, the hearing concluded at

7:36 p.m.)

L i e S b S 3
Certified that the foregoing is a true and

accurate transcript of the original stenographic

minutes in this case.
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CHAIRMAN KEILSON: The first matter this
evening is that of Scharf, 15 Keewaydin. Will
they or their representative please step forward.
Please 1dentify yourself for the record.

MR. SCHARF: David Scharf. I'm the owner of
15 Keewaydin Road. I'm here representing myself.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: So we've heard the matter
before.

MR. SCHARF: Yes. So I want to thank
Chairman Keilson and the rest of the Board for
agreeing to reopen this application. We're here
seeking relief of Section 212-12.1 and Section
212-55.B.

The first relief we're reguesting is the lot
coverage, which was already granted to us at the
last -- at the last hearing. I guess we're over;
we have an overage of about 300 square feet. The
surface coverage should be 7,132 square feet;
we're actually at 7,432 square feet. So it's an
overage of 300 sguare feet. Like I said, it was
already granted at the last hearing.

Just to reiterate, initially, we had been
granted an overage that was even more than that
because we were goling to construct a swimming

pool. We decided to abandon the swimming pool
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plan and we went down to a basketball court. So
what we had asked for last time and had been
granted was actually less lot coverage than we had
initially been granted when we got approved for
our home.

The second matter that we're dealing with
here is we have another Section 212-55.B that
states that no recreational structure shall be
constructed less than twenty feet from any
property line. So after we had been granted the
last variance, we went ahead and we actually
constructed the basketball court which we thought
was 1in compliance with this 20-foot setback. A
mistake, an honest mistake was made on our end.
The way the property is situated is the basketball
court is kind of on the left-hand side of the
property, the left rear. So we measured the 20
feet from the two neighbors that it affected,
which 1s one to the left, which would be Pockriss,
and then Mr. and Mrs. Indig, which would be our
neighbor right behind us on Juniper Circle, which
was the neighbor that we were most concerned with,
which we had discussions with at the last meeting.
Mr. and Mrs. Indig were concerned with the noise

level, so on and so forth.
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I guess what we did not take into account 1is
that the property line kind of is a diagonal, so
there is a point where actually the setback is not
20 feet, it's closer to 15 feet.

The other thing I didn't realize was that
because the property behind me belongs to me, I
didn't realize that there was a setback regulation
with regard to my own property line.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: That's the Esplanade
Holding Group 239.

MR. SCHAREF: Right, which is owned by myself.
So because the property is owned by me, I just
didn't even take that into account. So I guess
the combination of the property line kind of being
on a diagonal, and just not even realizing that I
had to take that into account, you know, 1t was an
honest mistake that was made. So although it's
compliant with regard to the two neighbors that it
affects, i1it's not compliant with regard to the
property behind me, like I said which is owned by
me. So we're seeking relief to, you know, reduce
the setback just on that property line from
20 feet to 15 feet.

In anticipation of this meeting, I am very

happy that Mr. Indig is here who is I guess the
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only neighbor that's really affected by this. And
we've had numerous conversations about, you know,
kids playing in the backyard, so on and so forth,
and noise levels, and he actually came here
tonight to show support for what we've done.

And, I guess, just to add onto that, you
know, we've already constructed the court. It
costs a lot of money to move the court. It is not
as simple as just chopping a few feet off because
there's a basketball hoop that was anchored into
the ground, and it's just very, very costly to go
ahead and move it at this point in time.

CHATRMAN KEILSON: Okay. At the last hearing
there was some conversation about the placement of
the pole. Was the pole placed consistent with
whatever was agreed?

MR. SCHARE: Yes.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Obviously, the Board has
to take into consideration that the property at
239 Juniper Circle East may not always be 1n your
control, and there could be a new neighbor at some
point if you sold off the property. And even 1if
today you don't object, it could be that it could
be inconvenient to the new neighbor if the setback

is not an appropriate setback.
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MR. SCHARF: So in anticipation of that, I
would agree to sign something that would state
that 1f I were to sell the property at any point
in time, which I don't plan to do, but if it ever
happens I would either move the court at that
point in time or have —-- before the sale goes
through have the neighbor sign whatever
documentation needs to be signed, you know, that
would basically state that they're okay with the
fact that it's only 15 feet and not 20 feet.

CHATIRMAN KEILSON: I think one of the
concerns of the Board is the implementation in
years hence. So normally there can be a request
for some sort of restrictive covenant.

Mr. Pantelis, do you want to weigh in on this
to see how we could enforce 1it?

MR. PANTELIS: Well, a restrictive covenant
would be something, a document that would be
recorded so that when a title search was done in
anticipation of a sale the restrictive covenant
would appear and, therefore, there would be a
question raised by a prospective purchaser saying
I see this basketball court has to be removed. So
if vyou're willing to accept that restriction, keep

in mind that that will run with the land, and when
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you are -- when you're ready to sell that that's
going to come up as an issue.

MR. SCHARF: Well, when you say it will come
up, do they have the ability to -- in other words,
do I have to move 1t or do they have the ability
to take it along with --

MR. PANTELIS: No, I don't think the Board is
going to at that point want to start worrying
about whether a neighbor now consents and so on.
If we're going to have a restrictive covenant,
that would be that that structure is made to
comply or be removed. Or that could be the
alternative too.

See, one of the interesting things here, I'm
not sure if the Board notices, that you do have
that angled property line. So at what point --
are you familiar with what point you actually
reach a 20-foot setback on that court?

MR. SCHAREF: It's at what point on my
property?

MR. PANTELIS: Is it fourteen feet, that
number that's indicated here (indicating)? See,
you have the property line widens so at some point
here.

CHATRMAN KEILSON: Off the record.
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(Whereupon, a discussion was held off the
record.)

MR. SCHARF: We're asking for five feet, but
it's less than four feet.

MR. PANTELIS: You might be able to say that
the majority of that line is actually compliant
now with the setback.

CHATRMAN KEILSON: Certainly, the area that's
contiguous to Mr. Indig's property is compliant
and beyond that. As to how far we don't know. I
think the gquestion really becomes is 1f there's a
restrictive covenant can't they get consent from
the purchaser at that time?

MR. PANTELIS: Well, if you want to draw up a
restrictive covenant that's going into effect and
lay out that opportunity, vyes, the Board could do
that. What is another alternative which you may
consider at this point, and I don't know what the
screening is along that line, if there's heavy
vegetation, if there are arborvitae or anvthing
that can just screen it off, and perhaps call it a
day.

MR. SCHARE: Well, there are bushes all along
there.

MR. PANTELIS: When you say bushes, we think
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more traditionally the kinds of screening that
would be, you know, taller arborvitae.

MR. SCHARF: I mean, there's a tree, and I
mean, 1t's pretty significant bushes at this
point, and there's a fence.

MR. PANTELIS: You have those options whether
it's a restrictive covenant.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: At that point in time who
knows what's going to be whenever that comes to
prass.

MEMBER GOTTLIEB: I have a side question,
which is how did you find out you were not in
compliance? How did it come about that you're
here?

MR. SCHAREF: I got I think it was a call into
the Village or something, or someone came down to
take a look at it.

MR. PANTELIS: Inspect?

MR. SCHARF: Yeah.

MEMBER GOTTLIEB: And you were notified?

MR. SCHARF: I was notified it's not in
compliance, yeah.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Any other questions from
the Board? If you wanted to change the property

line --
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MEMBER WILLIAMS: Go to the Planning Board
and move the property line five feet into the
other property to solve the problem.

MR. PANTELIS: I think a restrictive covenant
would ultimately be less punitive than that.

MR. SCHAREF: I mean, obviously, I'd love for
you to approve it without any covenant, but 1if
that's the condition I would just request that at
least give me the option when the new buyer buys
it, if he doesn't care because, you know, like I
said, it's not likely, but whenever it happens,
it's a pretty big job to move that court.

MR. PANTELIS: Excuse me. I think vou're
saying something different now. I thought what
you had suggested initially was that at the time
you sell that you would get the consent of whoever
the adjacent neighbor was to maintain it.

MR. SCHARF: Yeah, that's what I'm saying.

MR. PANTELIS: No, now you just said 1if the
buyer doesn't care, that's something different.
You, you're the buyer.

MR. SCHARE: The buyer would be the neighbor,
right?

MR. PANTELIS: We're talking about the sale

of your house; 1isn't that correct?




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

11
Scharf - 9/17/14

MR. SCHAREF: No, no, we're talking about the
sale -- I don't plan on selling my house. I don't
plan on selling either. Tt's more likely I think
what we're concerned with if T sell the Juniper
house. That's the more likely scenario because
I'm living in the house that I'm in. I think it's
more likely that the other house would be sold.

MEMBER WILLIAMS: Is there a house on the
Juniper property now?

MR. SCHARF: Yes.

MEMBER WILLIAMS: And is someone living in

it?
MR. SCHARF': It's rented out.
MEMBER WILLIAMS: Rented to a tenant.
CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Off the record.
(Whereupon, a discussion was held off the
record.)

CHATIRMAN KEILSON: Why don't we hear from
anyone else in the audience who would like to
speak to this. Mr. Indig, would you like to
address the group?

MR. INDIG: So my name 1is Barry Indig. I am
Mr. Scharf's new neighbor.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: What's your address?

MR. INDIG: 235 Juniper Circle East,
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Lawrence, New York 11559.

So as you recall, I was the one initially
making the major complaint about this court. T
wanted to make sure that it is within the
regulations, which Mr. Scharf did the job and
setting the court up the right way. The post 1is
the right way, the hoop i1s in the right place.
The kids are bouncing the ball in the right place,
and we've made an agreement that 1f there's any
kind of issues, that we would be very neighborly
and work things out well. So far that's exactly
the way it's taken place, and I would support the
court because this was really a mistake, an honest
mistake, because I remember when they were trying
to cut the court, when he had the people putting
it up, at least at my end of the section it was
done perfectly. So where it went off I wasn't
watching, but had I been watching I would have
made sure that he's not in this kind of position
right here.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Thank you very much.

MR. INDIG: Thank you.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Mr. Gottlieb, you wanted
to comment?

MEMBER GOTTLIEB: Just from what I can see of
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this, it's basically the piece that's over is a
triangle 14 feet in length, five feet in width and
the hypotenuse in between. In terms of square
footage it's sort of minimal. I don't have a
problem with this, Jjust letting it go. I don't
see the necessity of any covenants or any
difficulty that should be imposed should you
decide to sell the house behind.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Okay. Anyone else 1in the
Board who wants to comment?

MEMBER WILLIAMS: I'm in agreement.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Okay. So welghing the
benefit to the applicant as opposed to any
detriment to the community at large, the normal
criteria, and based on the comments of some of the
Board members, we will vote to approve as 1t is.
Okay, Mr. Schreck.

MEMBER SCHRECK: I'm going to vote for.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Mr. Gottlieb.

MEMBER GOTTLIEB: For.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Mrs. Williams.

MEMBER WILLIAMS: For.

CHATRMAN KEILSON: Mr. Ganz.

MEMBER GANZ: For.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: And myself.
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MR. SCHAREF': Thank you very much.
(Whereupon, the hearing concluded at
7:57 p.m.)
dok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ki ok ok kk ok ok k ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok k
Certified that the foregoing is a true and
accurate transcript of the original stenographic

minutes in this case.
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MR. SCHARF: Thank you very much.
(Whereupon, the hearing concluded at
7:57 p.m.)
Fohkk ok ok ok ok ok ok ke ok ok ok ok k ok ok ok ke k ok ok ok ok ke ke ke ok ok Kk
Certified that the foregoing 1is a true and
accurate transcript of the original stenographic

minutes in this case.
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CHAIRMAN KEILSON: The matter of Schulhof,

11 Merrall Drive. Please identify yourself for
the record.

MR. SCHULHOF: My name is Kenneth Schulhof.
I'm here with my wife Braha Schulhof. We are the
owners of 11 Merrall Drive, Lawrence, New York
1155¢. I'd like to thank the committee for
hearing the variance.

We are seeking relief from Section
212-39.1.A, Section 212-39.1.B, and 212-39.1.C
which state that no attic should be heated or
alr-conditioned, no attic shall be dormered, and
it should not be -- it states attic shall be used
exclusively for storage and not contain any
habitable space.

Let me just explain we are not looking to do

any alterations to the existing house as it 1is

now. We had done construction in 2006 where we
had -- we had primarily -- when we had purchased
this house -~ let me step back a little bit. When

we purchased this house in 2006, the attic was
already finished and completed. We had done work.
We ended up redoing the entire electric and
plumbing in the entire house.

CHATIRMAN KEILSON: I'm sorry. In 2006 vyou
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moved 1n?

MR. SCHULHOF: We purchased the house in
February of 2006, and we moved in in October of
2006.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: The attic was already --

MR. SCHULHOF: Was finished when we purchased
it.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Finished, meaning heat?

MR. SCHULHOF: There was heating, electric.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Air conditioning?

MR. SCHULHOF: Air conditioning, bedrooms.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Plumbing?

MR. SCHULHOF: There was plumbing as well in
there. There's a room set up for a bathroom as
well.

MEMBER SCHRECK: Was there a bathroom?

MR. SCHULHOEF: There was no fixtures, but it
was set up with plumbing already. Because we had
redone all the electric and the plumbing in the
entire house and we had redone all the sheetrock
in the house, we ended up having to pull all that
out. At the time we had spoken to --

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: When you purchased the
house I assume you got a C of 0O°7?

MR. SCHULHOF: Yes, the house had a C of O
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when we purchased 1it.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Did it show a finished
attic?

MR. SCHULHOF: Not that I'm aware of. When
we had done the work, we ended up redoing the
attic as well because we were re-sheetrocking,
putting new plumbing, putting new electric and
then at that time finished off the attic.

CHATRMAN KEILSON: You came 1in for variances
at the time?

MR. SCHULHOEF: We had come for variances at
the time of the initial construction.

MEMBER GOTTLIEB: That was in 20067

MR. SCHULHOF: Yes.

CHATRMAN KEILSON: Okay.

MR. PANTELIS: Do vou recall what your plans
showed at the time you made your prior application
to the Board for variances?

MR. SCHULHOF: It didn't have really any
attic plans at the time.

MR. PANTELIS: So the plans weren't attic
plans representing the building as it was at that
point in time?

MR. SCHULHOEF: Well, vyes. What happened was

when we originally were doing the work we weren't
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planning on redoing all the electric and all the
plumbing. We ended up redoing 1it. So there
wasn't originally plans to redo the attic at that
time. We were Jjust going to leave it as 1is.

MR. PANTELIS: No, but my gquestion really is
was the attic shown as finished or unfinished on
the plans that you submitted when you came to this
Board?

MR. SCHULHOF: I don't think there was any
attic plans at all submitted. So I don't think it
showed either.

MEMBER GOTTLIER: Do we know what the
variances granted were at the time?

MR. SCHULHOF: I can tell you there was
definitely setbacks, lot coverage. It was a few
variances.

MEMBER GOTTLIEB: I just might have it here.

MR. SCHULHOF: There you go.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Just for the record, the
plans were in February of '06, drawn by John
Novello, and showed an existing attic,
nonhabitable, and there's some handwriting on the

1A

plan reading "not finished space. I guess nobody
went up there to check.

So what occurred? You got your variances and
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you rebuillt the house?

MR. SCHULHOF: We rebuilt the house. We did
the construction. While redoing that we ended up
redoing more of the plumbing and electric than we
needed to. So by doing that we had to pull out
all the existing sheetrock and redo it. So when
we were doing that we had spoken to the building
inspector at the time. My contractor, Jason
Teramo, had spoken to Danny Herron, and he had
indicated that we can just sort of put it back and
finish it -~ finish off the attic.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Did you personally have
any conversation with Mr. Herron about the attic?

MR. SCHULHOF: I did not.

CHATIRMAN KEILSON: Okavy. All right, so after
the -- after the reconstruction, did you get a C
of O or a temporary C of O or =--

MR. SCHULHOF: After the reconstruction we
got a temporary CO and have been living in the
house with a temporary CO. I recently wanted to
refinance the property, so I came to the Village
and asked them how I can get the permanent CO, and
that's what's started this.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: It triggered the

discussion about the --
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MR. SCHULHOF: Attic.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: -- attic.

MR. SCHULHOEL: Correct.

MEMBER GOTTLIEB: According to the document
that Mr. Rizzo handed me, I think there were six
variances granted back in 2006.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Any gquestions from the
Board?

MEMBER SCHRECK: What we're a little
concerned about is had the Board known at the time
there was an attic, bedrooms and livable space,
they may not necessarily have granted you all of
the variances that were requested.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Just to clarify, when you
bought the house, the attic was finished?

MR. SCHULHOF: Yes.

MS. SCHULHOF: There were two bedrooms.
Their kids slept there.

MR. SCHULHOF: Two bedrooms.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: The fact that the plans
are at variance with what the reality was 1is not
astonishing, okay, without even suggesting who
drafted the plans.

MR. PANTELIS: Your house I assume was

multiple listed and --




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Schulhof - 9/17/14

MR, SCHULHOF: Yes, i1t was a broker.

MR. PANTELIS: Was it listed with a finished
attic?

MS. SCHULHOF: Yes, and listed as five
bedrooms.

MR. SCHULHOEF: It included the bedrooms that
were listed.

CHATIRMAN KEILSON: At the present time, the
bathroom is a full bathroom?

MR. SCHULHOF: The bathroom is a full
bathroom, correct.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: All right. So again, to
your knowledge, the Village was aware of the fact
that it was a finished third floor when you did
the reconstruction?

MR. SCHULHOF: Correct.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: And then nobody brought to
vyour attention that there was some variance with
the plans?

MR. SCHULHOEFE: I think the feeling was and
based on my conversation with the contractor that
it was already finished and we were just really
redoing existing space.

MR. PANTELIS: Why did you have a temporary C

of O or do you?




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Schulhof - 9/17/14

MR. SCHULHOF: I do.

MR. PANTELIS: Why?

MR. SCHULHOFE: We got -~ because of the
mortgage. When we applied for the mortgage, I
asked for a CO. They had issued me the temporary
CO because I needed to be living there and I did
refinance the mortgage.

MR. PANTELIS: No. What was missing that
caused the Building Department --

MR. SCHULHOF: Only the attic.

MR. PANTELIS: At that point when the
building inspector came, he indicated you have a
finished attic, we don't have plans on file, and
now you have to get a C of O for that?

MR. SCHULHOF: Exactly.

MR. PANTELIS: When did that take place?

MR. SCHULHOEFE: It took place a number of
years ago, and then there was Jjust very little
follow-up. We actually initiated the follow-up to
get it closed down.

MR. PANTELIS: So apparently, it was the
attic which caused the -- I guess the Village not
to issue the C of 0, and that's why they've had a
temporary C of O, as I understand the applicant's

testimony.
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MEMBER WILLIAMS: It was only temporary
because of the attic, even then.

MR. SCHULHOF: Yes.

CHATRMAN KEILSON: Is there anyone in the
audience that wants to speak to the matter?

MS. KINZLER: I do.

CHAIRMAN KEILSON: Step up and we'll be happy
to listen to you. Identify yourself for the
record.

MS. KINZLER: Hi, my name is Lydia Kinzler.

I 1live on Merrall Drive, right across the street.
I'm also a real estate broker for the past
twenty-five years in the neighborhood.

A few things. Firstly, when the house was
listed, and at this point I really don't remember
if it was listed on MLS, since I lived across the
street I got the house immediately.

Mr. Hirschman, who lived in the house at the
time, was very, very handy, and he proudly showed
me how he himself finished the attic. That was
number one. There you go. He was very, very
proud of it, along with his gardening which was
out front; it was very pretty.

So I don't know and I don't have firsthand

knowledge whether he had permission or the
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variance of the Village. He just kind of did it,
as a lot of people do.

I have a problem with this, and here is what
my problem is. It stems back to the famous
Septimus house on Lord Avenue. Are you aware of
what happened there? The Septimus family had a
house on Lord Avenue. There was a horrible Friday
night fire, and it flew up. It was raging all the
way up. And they had finished a bathroom and
finished I think two or three bedrooms in the
attic. There was -- to my knowledge, there was no
zoning, there was no C of 0O, and there was a
problem with the insurance.

Every day as I show houses, more and more
people come in and they all want to finish their
attics, everyone. As I understand it, it 1is 