
 
AGENDA FOR BOARD OF TRUSTEES REGULAR MEETING     

VILLAGE OF IRVINGTON, NY 
MONDAY, MAY 18, 2026 AT 7:00 PM 

** The Village Board Meeting will take place at 85 Main Street. Board members and staff will 
be present at 85 Main Street. The public may join in person or via Zoom ** 
 

Join Zoom Webinar 
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/84132958009 

 
Webinar ID: 84132958009 

 
Use Computer Audio or DIal-in Audio: (646) 558-8656 

  
1. Call to order by Mayor Arlene Burgos 

2. Pledge of allegiance to the flag of the United States of America 

3. Presentation of the Village’s Transit-Oriented Development (TOD) Zoning Study by 
representatives from VHB and its partner firms, Studio B and Beyer Blinder Belle 
Architects & Planners 

4. Announcements 

 a. Irvington Schools Budget Vote and Board of Education Trustee Election – Tuesday, 
May 19, 2026 at 7AM to 9PM 

 b. Memorial Day ceremony – Monday, May 25, 2026 at 10AM at the Main Street 
memorials    (parade lineup at ICC at 9:30AM; parade to Main Street memorials to 
begin around 9:45AM) 

 c. Check over $25K 
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5. Correspondence 
Any member of the public who wishes to have written communications delivered to the 
Village Board prior to a regular meeting must submit a paper copy to the Village 
Administrator’s Office by noon on the Friday preceding the meeting. The submission 
must be clearly labeled “Written Communications” in the subject line or title.  
 
Alternatively, written communications may be submitted by email to 
writtencommunications@irvingtonny.gov by noon on the Friday preceding the meeting.  
 
Written communications received by the deadline will be included in the Village Board 
agenda packet. Submissions received after the deadline will be included in the agenda 
packet for the next regular Village Board meeting.  
 
Please note that written communications will not be read aloud during the meeting. 
However, members of the public who wish to speak about their submitted written 
communications may do so during the public comment portion of the meeting, either in 
person or via Zoom. 

 a. Brandon Goodwin 

 b. Carlyn Bochicchio 

 c. Thomas D. Ryan 

 d. Timothy Barry 

 e. Ling Rice 

 f. Kevin O'Halloran & Sonia Lizan 

 g. Chet Kerr 

 h. Cathy Sears 

 i. Donna Gasparri 

 j. Kevin O'Halloran & Sonia Lizan 

 k. Marilyn Collins 

 l. Michael Hanna 

 m. Usha Nohar 

 n. Loretta Tularzko 

 o. Jordan Wolff 

 p. Kevin O’Halloran & Sonia Lizan 

 q. Kay O'Keeffe 

 r. Mitchell Bard 
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 s. Erin Dawson 

 t. Marty Lipp 

 u. Nina Newby 

 v. Randall Shepherd 

 w. Daniel J. Mcelligott 

 x. Tara Smith 

 y. Lauren Billings 

 z. Samantha Savarese 

 aa. Christopher Timmel 

 bb. Christine McKenna 

 cc. Thomas D. Ryan 

 dd. Ilanit Aguirre 

 ee. Kristina Dimitrakakis 

 ff. Kay O'Keefe 

 gg. Dina Friedman 

 hh. Kevin O'Halloran 

 ii. Suzy Timmel 

 jj. Jack Doyle 

 kk. Maureen Gomez 

 ll. Michael Hanna 

 mm. Cathy Sears 

 nn. Samantha Savarese 

6. Public comment (please limit comments to no more than 3 minutes) 

7. Consent Agenda 

 a. Minutes of the Village Board from the Regular Meeting held on May 4, 2026  

 b. Approval of 2025-26 budget transfers and modifications 

8. Public Hearing to discuss EV charger installation in the Village of Irvington 

9. Resolutions 
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 a. Authorization to include unpaid water rents and penalties in the 2026-27 annual tax 
levy 

 b. Approval of 2026/27 Tax Warrant 

 c. Non-union salary modifications for 2026/27 

 d. Volunteer appointments 

 e. Award of contract for heavy equipment (#2026-23) 

 f. Approval of the Farmers Market Manager contract (#2026-21) 

 g. Approval of agreement for landscape maintenance at the O’Hara Nature Center 
(#2026-22) 

 h. Approval of the Sustainability Director contract (#2026-28) 

 i. Authorizing application to the Resilient Investments through Support and Capital – 
Infrastructure Program 

 j. Authorizing tax certiorari settlement – WFHA Westchester Restoration, LP 

 k. Approval of proposal from McGrath & Co Real Estate Appraisers   (#2026-36) 

 l. Authorization to approve Change Order #1 for the O’Hara Nature Center EV 
installation project 

 m. Acceptance of the 2026 Organics Management Plan 

10. Reports of Boards, Standing Committees and Officers 

 a. Trustee Liaisons reports 

 b. Village Administrator's report 

 c. Village Clerk-Treasurer's report 

 d. Village Attorney's report 

11. Public comment (please limit comments to no more than 3 minutes) 

12. Review of action items 

13. Adjournment 
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From: Erin Dawson
To: Written Communications
Subject: Written communications-EV chargers Half Moon North
Date: Friday, May 15, 2026 8:36:38 AM

Dear Mayor and Members of the Village Board,

I am writing to formally express my concern regarding the lack of transparency about the
recent installation of electric vehicle (EV) charging stations on South Buckhout Street. I would
like to address why and how this location was chosen, the strain this poses to the community,
and accessibility and safety issues it creates.

Residents were not adequately informed of this installation; no prior notice or opportunity for
public comment was provided. For a project that fundamentally alters the character and traffic
patterns of a residential street, the lack of communication between this administration and its
residents is concerning. Furthermore, these units were placed in a residential area, not on a
public lot or main road. This invites non-resident traffic in an area where parking is already at
a premium for residents* and often unassigned.

Additionally, placing these charging units immediately adjacent to a
crosswalk compromises both accessibility and safety. By obstructing the pedestrian right-of-
way, these units create a hazard in a high-traffic area, reducing egress for pedestrians–
particulary the elderly or those with mobility issues using walkers or canes, those with
strollers, and students walking to nearby schools. These obstructions force pedestrians into the
street or through confined spaces, creating an unsafe environment where none existed before. 

While I support the expansion of green infrastructure, this specific location is poorly suited for
such a high-concentration installation. I strongly urge the Board to pause operations and
consider relocating these units to a more appropriate area, specifically public space
closer to Main Street or the street-side parking across from the DPW. These alternative
locations offer the necessary space and existing parking infrastructure to support high-use
charging without compromising the safety of pedestrians or the integrity of a residential block.
These issues can and should be addressed in a public meeting, and Half Moon residents should
be expressly informed and invited to attend. I look forward to your prompt response regarding
this urgent matter.

Sincerely,

Erin Dawson
Resident of Half Moon North
[EXTERNAL] This email is from outside the Village of Irvington- Please use caution when
opening links and attachments!
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From: Marty Lipp
To: Written Communications
Subject: EV Charger Plan on South Buckhout Street
Date: Friday, May 15, 2026 9:22:55 AM

Dear whom it may concern:

I applaud the Village’s desire to encourage EV use and its recent decision to put the South
Buckhout installation on pause to hear from the community.

My impression is that the plan did not take into account the impact of installing EV chargers
and the accompanying panel in a densely-populated residential area as opposed to a public
parking lot.

The current plan would place a large, unsightly electric panel in the middle of an otherwise
green area and just a few feet away from many homes and patios. The property has a
wonderful view of the Hudson River, but it is also stunning in its bucolic landscape and the
open space there is between buildings. That is one of the major reasons many shareholders
chose to live at Half Moon North and have continued to stay for decades.

While I understand that changing the plan would incur some costs, I urge the board to take
the time and expense to rethink the design and placement of the chargers and panel. The
panel in particular should be moved and designed so it is not an eyesore and disrupt the
otherwise beautiful area that all of our residents treasure. Even a quick online search shows
how other communities design their panels to fit into the landscape, such as encasing them in
wood slats and surrounding them with greenery. The chargers in the Irvington Library parking
lot and the lot around the Sambal restaurant have no nearby panels that are visible.

This was a well-intentioned project and I and many other residents of the coop would love to
have access to EV chargers. I do not currently own an EV, but if there were charging stations
nearby, I would absolutely get one as my next car. That said, the plan should take into account
where and how it is placed within the neighborhood. With some more thought, this could be a
win for the entire Village – and even be a model for other communities.

Please follow through on the intention of this grant and plan and bring EV chargers to the Half
Moon North area, but do so in a way that does not diminish the reason we all live here.

Marty Lipp

212 South Buckhout Street

(917) 774-8159

 

 

 

 

[EXTERNAL] This email is from outside the Village of Irvington- Please use caution when
opening links and attachments!
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From: Nina Newby
To: Written Communications
Subject: This isn’t
Date: Friday, May 15, 2026 9:50:47 AM

Making me very happy how all of this has been handled
There are charging stations at the top of main street I believe
I’m not crazy about having them in our back yard for the convenience of a few

Nina Newby
[EXTERNAL] This email is from outside the Village of Irvington- Please use caution when opening links and
attachments!
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From: Randall Shepherd
To: Half Moon Co-Op Apartments North, Inc; Written Communications
Subject: Re: EV Charger arborist report
Date: Friday, May 15, 2026 9:58:21 AM

Given the value of our trees, both esthetic and monetary, plus the fact the board hasn’t
replaced the 5 plum trees we lost to disease, these chargers oughtta go somewhere without
interference to trees.
How about that parking lot next to the DPW?
We are tree city USA.
Randall Shepherd
111 South 

On Fri, May 15, 2026 at 9:44 AM Martin Lipp <notify@buildinglink.com> wrote:
Good morning
I was just sent this report from the Village by its arborist regarding the trees near the
proposed EV charging system on Buckhout, so I wanted to pass this along.
A reminder that the deadline for written comments to the Village is today at noon. The email
address to send comments to is writtencommunications@irvingtonny.gov
 

[EXTERNAL] This email is from outside the Village of Irvington- Please use caution when
opening links and attachments!
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From: Tara Smith
To: chessller@irvingtonny.gov; Written Communications
Cc: Marty Lipp
Subject: Halfmoon Coop
Date: Friday, May 15, 2026 10:17:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png

SouthBuckhoutStreetTreeReview05142026.pdf

Good Morning Charles,
 
We received the report from the Village by its arborist regarding the trees near the
proposed EV charging system on Buckhout. There are a few questions in regard to
the report.
Since the report clearly states the arborist highly recommends the trenching be
moved to avoid the root damage to the tree, how will we know this will actually
happen. The other
question the community has, is who will be responsible for the trees in question if the
trees start to die. The report states they are currently in good health, but if the roots
are
damaged during the construction, which we may not notice immediately, what is the
guarantee if needed the Village will remove at no cost to the community. Another
question is
who will be maintaining the stations? The location will almost seem that these stations
are actually a part of the community. What kind of signage will the stations have?
The stations signage should clearly state they are owned and operated by the Village
of Irvington.  Please advise.
 
Thank you
 

 
Tara Smith
Senior Property Manager & Real Estate Salesperson
 
Westchester Property Management Group, Inc.
Tarrytown Corporate Center
520 White Plains Road,Suite 450
Tarrytown, New York 10591
 
Phone: (914) 686-9500, Extension 148
Office Facsimile: (914) 686-3391
 
Visit us on the web at www.wpmginc.com
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Tree Risk & Impact Assessment Report 


Prepared by: 
CJ Reilly III 
Director, O’Hara Nature Center | Village Naturalist 
O’Hara Nature Center 
170 Mountain Rd, Irvington, NY 10533 
Phone: (914) 727-2349 


International Society of Arboriculture Certified Arborist | Cert. ID: NY-6693A 
MPS, Natural Resource Management, Cornell University 


Assessment Date: May 13, 2026 
Site Location: 230 South Buckhout Street, Irvington, NY 10533 


 


Subject Trees 


1. Pin Oak (Quercus palustris) 


DBH: 98.5 cm (38.8 in) 
Tree canopy perimeter: 61.8 meters (202.8 ft) 
Approximate canopy area: 274 sq. meters (2,949 sq. ft) 
Estimated tree height: 22.4–27.5 meters (73.5–90.2 ft) 


2. Pin Oak (Quercus palustris) 


DBH: 92.5 cm (36.4 in) 
Tree canopy perimeter: 56.5 meters (185.4 ft) 
Approximate canopy area: 238 sq. meters (2,562 sq. ft) 
Estimated tree height: 22.4–27.5 meters (73.5–90.2 ft) 


 


Assignment 


I was requested to assess the potential impacts associated with proposed trenching work along 
the sidewalk corridor of South Buckhout Street in Irvington, NY, for electric vehicle charging 
station infrastructure. The proposed trench dimensions are approximately 1–2 ft wide by 1–2 ft 
deep. 


The purpose of this assessment was to evaluate the potential effects of root disturbance on the 
health, structural stability, and long-term viability of the subject trees. 


 







Background & Site Conditions 


• USDA soil classification: Urban Land Complex (UrB), based on Westchester County 
GIS.  


• The subject trees are mature urban street trees growing within a constrained sidewalk and 
roadside environment.  


• Proposed trenching is located within the anticipated Critical Root Zone (CRZ) of both 
subject trees.  


• Assessment was conducted visually from ground level, consistent with ISA TRAQ Level 
2 visual assessment principles.  


 


Tree Condition at Time of Inspection 


At the time of inspection, both Pin Oaks appeared to be in good overall physiological and 
structural condition. 


Observed conditions included: 


• Full canopy development and normal seasonal leaf emergence  
• Good trunk taper and branch architecture  
• No visible indicators of significant decay, canopy decline, root plate instability, or major 


structural defects  
• No observable indicators of elevated likelihood of failure at the time of inspection  


Using 2019 New York State LiDAR data, estimated canopy heights for the subject trees ranged 
between approximately 22.4–27.5 meters (73.5–90.2 ft), indicating mature canopy structure and 
substantial ecological, landscape, and streetscape value. 


 


Impact Analysis 


Although the proposed trench dimensions are relatively limited, trenching near mature trees can 
result in significant root disturbance depending on trench location, depth, excavation method, 
and the number and diameter of roots severed. 


The subject trees are mature Pin Oaks with substantial canopy spread and ecological value. 


Tree 1 


• DBH: 98.5 cm (38.8 in)  
• Approximate canopy perimeter: 61.8 m (202.8 ft)  
• Approximate canopy area: 274 m² (2,949 sq. ft)  
• Approximate distance from curb to trunk flare/root crown: 13.5 ft  







Tree 2 


• DBH: 92.5 cm (36.4 in)  
• Approximate canopy perimeter: 56.5 m (185.4 ft)  
• Approximate canopy area: 238 m² (2,562 sq. ft)  
• Approximate distance from sidewalk/trench corridor to trunk flare/root crown: 18 ft  


Although portions of the proposed trenching may occur outside the immediate trunk flare area, 
excavation within the anticipated Critical Root Zone may still result in severance of structural 
and absorbing roots. 


Potential impacts associated with trenching within the CRZ include: 


• Loss of structural and absorbing roots  
• Reduced water and nutrient uptake  
• Increased susceptibility to drought stress and secondary pests/pathogens  
• Reduced physiological vigor over time  
• Elevated likelihood of delayed decline and/or structural instability if major roots are 


impacted  


If trenching occurs during the active growing season, particularly in late spring or early summer, 
the impacts may be compounded. During this period, trees are actively allocating energy toward 
leaf expansion, photosynthesis, transpiration, and root function. Root disturbance during this 
time may increase physiological stress and elevate the likelihood of delayed canopy decline, 
drought stress, and secondary pest/pathogen susceptibility. 


The degree of long-term impact will depend primarily on: 


• Final trench location  
• Excavation depth  
• Number and diameter of roots severed  
• Whether excavation is performed mechanically or through lower-impact methods such as 


air excavation or hand digging  


 


Standards Reference 


According to the International Society of Arboriculture’s Best Management Practices for 
Managing Trees During Construction: 


• Trenching should avoid the root crown and Critical Root Zone whenever feasible.  
• Severing major structural roots near mature trees is strongly discouraged.  
• Root pruning, when unavoidable, should be clean, limited, and performed outside the 


CRZ whenever possible.  







• Mechanical trenching near mature trees increases the likelihood of physiological decline 
and structural instability over time.  


Based on ISA BMP guidance, excavation activities within the CRZ of mature trees should be 
minimized whenever possible, and alternative routing options should be evaluated prior to 
construction. 


 


Risk & Prognosis 


At the time of inspection, both subject trees exhibited good physiological vigor and no 
observable indicators of elevated immediate failure risk. 


Current Risk Rating: Low 
Potential Future Risk: Moderate, depending on the extent of root disturbance associated with 
trenching activities. 


Because mature Pin Oaks can be sensitive to root disturbance, severance of significant structural 
roots may contribute to delayed decline over a multi-year period. Potential symptoms may 
include canopy thinning, branch dieback, reduced vigor, secondary pest/pathogen susceptibility, 
and eventual structural instability. 


The mature size, estimated age class, and proximity of the subject trees to sidewalks, roadways, 
parked vehicles, and nearby residential infrastructure increase the potential consequences 
associated with long-term structural decline should significant root disturbance occur. 


While the exact timeline of potential decline cannot be predicted, mature trees impacted by root 
loss may not exhibit symptoms immediately, with decline sometimes occurring gradually over 
multiple growing seasons. 


 


Recommendations 


Based on ISA BMPs and observed site conditions, consideration should be given to evaluating 
alternative trench routing options that would further reduce impacts to the Critical Root Zones of 
the subject trees. 


Additional recommendations include: 


• Avoid trenching within the CRZ whenever feasible.  
• Utilize air excavation or hand digging near roots instead of mechanical trenching.  
• Minimize severance of roots greater than 2 inches in diameter.  
• Conduct clean root pruning where root severance is unavoidable.  
• Maintain adequate soil moisture during and after construction.  







• Install mulch within appropriate rooting areas where feasible.  
• Monitor tree condition for a minimum of 3–5 years following construction activities.  
• Reassess both trees following major storm events or if canopy thinning, dieback, soil 


heaving, or changes in lean are observed.  


Given the mature size, estimated age class of approximately 60–80 years, and landscape value of 
the subject trees, preserving long-term root stability and physiological health should be 
considered an important component of project planning and implementation. 


 


Assessment Limitations 


This assessment was limited to visual observations made from ground level at the time of 
inspection. No invasive testing, root excavation, decay testing, or subsurface investigation was 
performed unless otherwise noted. 


Tree conditions can change over time due to weather events, site disturbance, soil conditions, 
construction impacts, pests/pathogens, and other environmental factors. Conclusions and 
recommendations presented in this report are based on conditions observed at the time of 
assessment. 


 


Conclusion 


Both subject Pin Oaks were observed to be in good overall physiological and structural condition 
at the time of inspection. However, the proposed trenching work is located within the anticipated 
Critical Root Zone of both trees and may result in root disturbance that could affect long-term 
tree health and structural stability. 


In accordance with ISA BMPs and TRAQ principles, alternative routing or lower-impact 
excavation methods should be considered to reduce potential impacts to these mature trees. If 
trenching proceeds, arborist oversight, root-sensitive excavation methods, and long-term 
monitoring are recommended. 


 


Appendices 


 


 


 







Appendix A: Site Map and Canopy Data 


 


Figure 1. April 2025 orthoimagery of the two subject Pin Oaks at 230 South Buckhout Street, 
Irvington, NY 10533, overlaid with 2019 NYS LiDAR canopy data. The red and yellow outlines 
identify the two Pin Oaks located near the proposed Con Edison EV charging station trenching 
work. 







Appendix B: Site and Trenching Reference Image  


 


Figure 2. Site reference image showing the approximate location of the two subject Pin Oaks in 
relation to the sidewalk corridor and proposed EV charging station trenching area. This image is 
provided to document site context, tree proximity, and potential root zone conflicts associated 
with proposed construction activity. 
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YOU CAN ACCESS A GREAT DEAL OF INFORMATION & ANSWERS TO YOUR
QUESTION(S) FROM OUR WEBSITE:  www.wpmginc.com & THE WPMG
OWNERS PORTAL LOCATED ON THE WEBSITE.
 
 
[EXTERNAL] This email is from outside the Village of Irvington- Please use caution when
opening links and attachments!
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05/15/26 

 
Dear Members of the Board of Trustees, 
 
We are writing to you today as concerned residents to formally express our opposition to the 
proposed installation of electric vehicle (EV) charging stations on Buckhout Street. While the 
expansion of green infrastructure is a commendable goal for our village, the selection of this 
specific residential location presents significant logistical and environmental challenges that have 
not been adequately addressed. 
 
Our concerns, which are shared by many of my neighbors, focus on the following critical issues: 

 
●​  Loss of Essential Residential Parking: Buckhout Street already faces a high demand 

for parking. The conversion of existing public spaces into dedicated EV charging stalls 
effectively eliminates those spots for residents who do not yet own electric vehicles. In a 
dense residential area, this creates an undue burden on homeowners and their guests. 
 

●​ Public Safety and Risks to Children: Buckhout Street is a residential area where 
children frequently play and walk to nearby destinations. Introducing a high-density 
charging hub creates a “filling station” atmosphere, significantly increasing traffic flow 
from non-residents. This heightened vehicle activity poses a direct danger to local 
pedestrians. Furthermore, the presence of high-voltage electrical equipment in a 
residential play zone introduces unnecessary safety risks, including potential equipment 
malfunction or trip hazards from charging cables. 

 
●​  Environmental Impact on Local Flora: The installation process and the necessary 

infrastructure upgrades threaten the health of mature trees lining the street. These trees 
are vital to our neighborhood’s character, provide natural cooling, and contribute to local 
air quality. Compromising our existing green canopy to install new green technology is a 
counterintuitive trade-off. 

 
●​  Lack of Community Engagement: One of the most distressing aspects of this proposal 

is the lack of transparency and consultation with the people most affected. Decisions 
regarding permanent changes to residential streets should involve the direct input of the 
residents who live there. To date, our thoughts and concerns have not been integrated into 
the planning process. 
 

●​ Impact of the Cosmopolitan Building Redevelopment: With the approval of the 
boutique hotel and mixed-use project at 50 South Buckhout Street, our neighborhood is 
already bracing for a significant increase in traffic and commercial activity. It is highly 
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likely that hotel guests and visitors will utilize these residential chargers, effectively 
turning our quiet street into a commercial parking overflow for the hotel. Why aren’t 
these charging stations being integrated directly into the boutique hotel’s own site plan or 
placed in the immediate vicinity of that development, rather than further down into the 
residential sections of South Buckhout?  
 
We urge the Board to pause this project and consider more suitable locations that do not 

come at the expense of our neighborhood's parking and environmental health. We welcome the 
opportunity to work with the Village to find a solution that supports sustainability while 
respecting the integrity of our residential communities. 

 
Thank you for your time and for your dedication to our village. We look forward to your 
response regarding the selection process for Buckhout Street. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Daniel and Lauren Billings 
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Request to Pause and Reevaluate the Proposed EV Charger Location on S. Buckhout StreetSignatures submitted through Change.org: 102Petition Link: https://c.org/QySc9vpZnCPetition created: May 2, 2026
We, the undersigned residents of Half Moon North Co-op Apartments and the surrounding
South Buckhout area, respectfully request that the Village of Irvington pause and reevaluate the
planned installation of three EV charging stations, six preferred EV parking spaces, and related
electrical infrastructure, including a large electric box/panel, directly in front of residential
homes on South Buckhout Street.
We support the Village’s sustainability goals and the expansion of EV infrastructure.However, we have significant concerns about this specific location and believe affectedresidents should have an opportunity to review the plans and provide input beforeinstallation proceeds.
Our concerns include:
Limited notice and resident input: Affected residents were not clearly informed of the
proposed location, equipment, timeline, parking changes, or related infrastructure before
installation appeared imminent. A project of this nature, especially one placed directly in front
of homes, should include meaningful notice and an opportunity for residents to be heard
before work begins.
Reduced reliable parking for residents: Even if the six preferred EV spaces remain technically
open to other vehicles, they would no longer function as ordinary residential street parking.
This would likely change parking patterns, increase competition for limited spaces, and reduce
reliable access for residents who depend on South Buckhout Street for parking.
Pedestrian access and safety: The sidewalk/path in this area is regularly used by families with
young children, strollers, older residents, dog walkers, delivery workers, and neighbors walking
to town and the train. Charging cables, signage, utility equipment, and related infrastructure
could narrow, obstruct, or complicate safe passage in an area that already serves as an
important pedestrian route for the neighborhood.
Visual and residential impact: The three proposed charging stations, signage, cables, and large
electrical panel/box would be placed directly in front of homes in one of the greener and more
residential parts of Irvington. This could significantly affect the appearance, curb appeal,
residential character, and enjoyment of the street for the residents who live immediately
beside it.
Unclear site selection: We understand there may be electrical infrastructure reasons this
location was identified. However, convenience or proximity to existing power infrastructure
should not be the only factor in selecting a site, particularly where the impacts would be

Page 40 of 173

https://c.org/QySc9vpZnC


concentrated directly in front of residents’ homes. Residents should be shown whether less
disruptive alternatives were considered and why they were rejected.
We respectfully ask the Village of Irvington to pause installation, share clear information about
the full project scope, consider less disruptive alternative locations, and meet with affected
residents before moving forward.
Supporting materials attached:

1. Comments submitted through Change.org
2. Signature list downloaded from Change.org
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Name City State Postal Code Country Signed On

Samantha Savarese Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Kahmai Martin-Kirkland Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Monica Olmsted Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Kathleen McDonald Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Ling Rice Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Kathleen Sherbin Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

harry liang Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Judy Brazong Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Christen Lisanti Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Christopher Belloise Tarrytown NY 10591 United States 5/2/2026

David Lisanti Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Dava Balbo Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Casey Simyak Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Randy Scholnick Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Corinne Bonadies New York NY 10605 United States 5/2/2026

Chris Balbo Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Lauren Billings Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Karen McSweeney Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Victoria Raimondo Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Kristina Dimitrakakis Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Kathryn Johns Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Sonia Lizan Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Kevin O’Halloran Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Paul Mandry Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Barbara Cooney Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Carolyn Cullen Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Barbara Montaruli Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Elana Brody Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Mike Cooney Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

John Belloise Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Christine McKenna Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Dennis Montaruli Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Laura Gomez Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Marilyn Collins Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Timothy Collins Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Adrianna Kolanovic Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Julie Schrader Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Amy Marinis Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

John Marinis Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Kelly Belloise Tarrytown NY 10591 United States 5/2/2026

Debra Santora Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/2/2026

Melanie Roberts Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/3/2026

Deryl Pina Elmont NY 11003 United States 5/3/2026

Madeline Billings Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/3/2026

Karen Thomas Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/3/2026

Eleanor Orlando Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/3/2026
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deborah rogan Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/3/2026

willam trask Rochester NY 14450 United States 5/3/2026

Catalina Alvarado Yonkers NY 10705 United States 5/3/2026

Cathy Sears Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/3/2026

Maureen Gomez Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/3/2026

Loretta Tularzko Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/3/2026

Stephen Bundrick Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/3/2026

Catherine O'Keeffe Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/3/2026

Daniel McElligott Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/3/2026

Lisbet Oley Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/3/2026

Alfred Gomez irvington. NY 10533 United States 5/3/2026

Michael Gonzalez Newtown CT 6470 United States 5/4/2026

Suzy Timmel Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/4/2026

Jon Emmet Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/4/2026

Elijah Williams New Rochelle NY 10801 United States 5/4/2026

Andrew Florez Flushing NY 11367 United States 5/4/2026

Timothy Barry Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/4/2026

DL Hopkins Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/4/2026

Christine milano Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/4/2026

john veglak irvington NY 10533 United States 5/4/2026

Layla Lynn Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/4/2026

Emma Tashoff Hastings on HudsonNY 10706 United States 5/4/2026

Giampiero Mariani Brooklyn NY 11223-2744 United States 5/4/2026

Leone Dieujuste Spring Valley NY 10977 United States 5/5/2026

Laurel Kossow Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/5/2026

Howie Stern Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/5/2026

Dora Witte Irvington NY United States 5/5/2026

elissa kurland Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/5/2026

DAvid Graeber Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/5/2026

Kiley De La Rosa Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/5/2026

Julian De La Rosa Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/5/2026

Loring Bush Westwood NJ 7675 United States 5/6/2026

Kathleen Guglielmo Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/6/2026

John Bulatao Woodhaven NY 11421 United States 5/6/2026

Tarik Basu Huntington NY 11743 United States 5/6/2026

Ilanit Aguirre Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/6/2026

Debra Bobson Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/6/2026

Carlyn Bochicchio Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/6/2026

Cheri Uberman Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/6/2026

Usha Nohar Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/6/2026

Gabriella Manzullo Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/6/2026

Kurt Doller Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/6/2026

A Bergman Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/6/2026

Christina Bochicchio Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/6/2026

Kathleen Guglielmo Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/6/2026

Amie Roe Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/6/2026

Parker Reilly Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/7/2026
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Rebekah FioRito Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/7/2026

Kiera Gibbons Warrenton NC 28209 United States 5/7/2026

Ante Kolanovic Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/7/2026

Tara Fitzpatrick Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/7/2026

Quintan Dar New York NY 10522 United States 5/7/2026

Lisa Weltman Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/7/2026

Ben Weltman Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/7/2026

Laurie Pyburn Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/8/2026

Marilyn Zanetto Irvington NY 10533 United States 5/8/2026
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From: Christopher Timmel
To: Written Communications
Subject: No EV Chargers on S. Buckhout St.
Date: Friday, May 15, 2026 10:27:27 AM

Good Morning - my main is Christopher Timmel. I live at 208 South Buckhout Street. 

I do not support installation of EV chargers on South Buckhout Street.  South Buckhout is a beautiful and
bucolic street with some of the most august and striking oak trees in Irvington.  The trenches threaten
these invaluable trees and the semi-industrial and garish charging stations are not in character with our
street. 

The town is already well-served by EV chargers - thank you for that! We do not need on Buckhout. It
would be a tragic destruction of the corridor's lovely character. 

Thank you, 
Christopher Timmel
208 S. Buckhout St. 
Irvington, NY 10533. 
[EXTERNAL] This email is from outside the Village of Irvington- Please use caution when
opening links and attachments!
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From: chris christinemckenna.com
To: Written Communications
Subject: Meeting, May 18 -- Proposed EV Installation on Buckhout
Date: Friday, May 15, 2026 10:32:31 AM

Dear Board Members,

I am writing to address the proposed installation of three EV charging stations on South
Buckhout Street. Thank you for your willingness to pause the installation and hear our
concerns and ideas. I live at 232 South Buckhout, directly across from the proposed site. I have
spoken with four of the five other apartment owners in my building, and all are strongly
opposed.

Their central objection is straightforward: our building is being asked to absorb the conversion
of our regular parking spots into public charging infrastructure, without consultation and
without any assessment of the impact on residents. Access to nearby parking is one of the
genuine appeals of this co-op, not just for convenience, but for the practical demands of daily
life: deliveries, moving, and errands. While daytime parking on this block can be adequate,
neighbors report spending considerable time searching for spots when they return home in
the evening. This should be studied before any permanent installation proceeds.

None of my neighbors own an electric vehicle. I don't currently own a car, but if I do purchase
one, it will likely be electric. Even so, I would prefer to use an existing charging location in
Irvington rather than compete daily with the broader community for parking in front of my
own home or risk damage to our landscape.

That concern about our landscape is not abstract. This week's arborist report raises a concern:
"Trenching near mature trees can result in significant root disturbance depending on trench
location, depth, excavation method, and the number and diameter of roots severed." Any
damage to trees of this maturity could be irreversible and would represent a permanent loss
for the block and the co-op.

Supporting the transition to electric vehicles is a worthwhile goal and one many of us share.
But a more effective approach would be to begin in neighborhoods where demand exists and
community support is clear. Our petition demonstrates that a meaningful number of residents
— 125 as of this writing — object to this proposed installment. These are people who support
the village's environmental goals but do not believe it is fair to sacrifice limited neighborhood
parking for a decision made without their input.

I'd ask the Board to consider a simple question: if any homeowner or renter in Irvington were
told that the parking in front of their residence was being converted to public charging
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stations — without their consent — would they accept it? This decision appears to have been
driven primarily by infrastructure logistics. The interests of Con Edison in cost efficiency should
not outweigh the legitimate concerns of the residents most directly affected. I'm confident
that Half Moon can find a workable plan for siting EV chargers on our property. We are asking
the Board to trust that and to help us do so in a way that benefits the entire community.

Sincerely,
Christine McKenna

[EXTERNAL] This email is from outside the Village of Irvington- Please use caution when
opening links and attachments!
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From: Thomas D. Ryan
To: Written Communications
Subject: Ev Chargers on S Buckhout St
Date: Friday, May 15, 2026 10:37:20 AM

To the point,
EV Batteries are affected by the cold weather. Last winter I saw vehicles lined up on long
waiting lines to use EV chargers at Moms organic market. To put EV charging stations along
S Buckhout St is going to cause traffic issues during cold weather. As it is traffic enforcement
is not addressing speeding and vehicles blowing past pedestrians in the painted crosswalks on
S Buckhout St, so I don’t expect they would respond to traffic issues that will be created by
vehicles that will be double parking waiting to use the chargers in cold weather. 
Furthermore, Half Moon Co-op is a small Neighborly community with a mix of families with
young children & elderly residents  we don’t need strangers hanging around the area. 
I would suggest you consider putting your EV chargers in the Public Works parking area on
Astor St. 

[EXTERNAL] This email is from outside the Village of Irvington- Please use caution when
opening links and attachments!
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From: ilanit1@aol.com
To: Written Communications
Subject: EV Chargers/S Buckhout Street
Date: Friday, May 15, 2026 10:42:59 AM

I'm sure you might be tired of hearing from S Buckhout Street residence on this topic,
but I feel it necessary to express my thoughts of appreciation and concerns.

I'm happy to hear about the EV projects you have planned for Irvington.  However, I
want to share what it's like to live on S Buckhout Street in Irvington in Half Moon
North.

I love living here, despite the stresses of small apartment living, lack of space for
anything, sharing 1 bathroom; we have a beautiful, well-maintained outside property. 
We are fortunate to get to escape our little hovels with the beauty of nature all around
us.  The trees, bushes, grass, the river, the birds, etc.  It's lovely.  It's the main benefit
of living here and it's one of the most affordable options in Irvington.

As for our street itself, it's overcrowded as it is, we have commuters that come here
early in the morning every day, park their cars here and walk to the train to avoid
paying for a spot.  

We also have commercial vehicles that leave their cars/trucks/vans here from around
4pm until around 7-8am.  Their workers come, leave their personal cars here, and
then take the truck off to work for the day and then return it in the evening.  

Adding yet another reason for people to come and occupy our spots will surely cause
issues for people here but most importantly it will be an absolute eye sore.  As
mentioned, we get to escape our stresses of living in tight spaces by coming outside
and enjoying the beauty.  We don't have a backyard to escape to.  The property in
front of our units are our escape and provides a mental peacefulness to us.  

It also seems a bit inequitable, as I wonder if it would even be considered putting EV
stations on Half Moon Lane or W Clinton.  All other plans for new stations are in
commercial areas or Parking lots.  The S Buckhout Community is not an extension of
a parking lot for the Irvington community, despite people treating it like one on a daily
basis.  We live here; our families live here.

Again, I am happy to have EV chargers throughout the town, but from a community
who is constantly fighting for every square inch of space we have, to add more
congestion to our area, is stressful and upsetting to our community members.

EV chargers should be on more 'commercial' type areas, such as on S. Buckhout
Street, the spaces across from DPW, by the USPS Mailbox, where it wouldn't impact
residences as there are no houses over there. 

Please take this all into consideration when deciding where you will be placing these
stations.  

Page 51 of 173

mailto:ilanit1@aol.com
mailto:writtencommunications@irvingtonny.gov


I appreciate you taking the time to read my email.

Ilanit Aguirre
186 S Buckhout Street
[EXTERNAL] This email is from outside the Village of Irvington- Please use caution when
opening links and attachments!
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From: krisdimis@optonline.net
To: Board
Subject: Concerns Regarding Proposed EV Charging Station on South Buckhout Street
Date: Friday, May 15, 2026 10:58:21 AM

Dear Mayor and Village Board Members,

I am writing regarding the proposed EV charging station planned for South Buckhout Street. I
live directly across the street at 240 South Buckhout Street.

I signed the petition (https://c.org/HJMjfNtByP) asking the Village to pause and reevaluate the
proposed EV charger installation because, while I support expanding EV charging
infrastructure in Irvington, I do not believe this is an appropriate location for the project.

My primary concern is the lack of communication and transparency surrounding this initiative.
Many nearby residents were not adequately informed before plans moved forward, and there
appears to have been little consideration given to neighborhood input or the direct impact on
those living closest to the proposed site.

In addition, this section of South Buckhout Street is already a high-traffic area for both
pedestrians and vehicles and contains some of the busiest parking spaces on the street. The
proposed installation could further increase congestion and create additional safety and
accessibility concerns for residents, pedestrians, and drivers alike.

I fully support the Village’s efforts to promote sustainability and accommodate EV adoption.
However, I believe projects of this nature should involve meaningful community engagement
and a careful evaluation of alternative locations that may better serve the broader public while
minimizing disruption to residents.

I respectfully ask the Village to pause the current proposal, engage with residents, and
reevaluate whether this location is the best fit for the community.

Kind regards,

Kristina Dimitrakakis

[EXTERNAL] This email is from outside the Village of Irvington- Please use caution when
opening links and attachments!
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From: Kay O"Keeffe
To: Written Communications; Charles Hessler
Subject: EV chargers
Date: Friday, May 15, 2026 11:14:11 AM

Good morning. I hope that you have had the opportunity to read the arborist report regarding
potential damage to the trees on South Buckhout St. 

“Both subject Pin Oaks were observed to be in good overall physiological and structural
condition at the time of inspection. However, the proposed trenching work is
located within the anticipated Critical Root Zone of both trees and may result in
root disturbance that could affect long-term tree health and structural stability.

In accordance with ISA BMPs and TRAQ principles, alternative routing or lower-
impact excavation methods should be considered to reduce potential impacts to these
mature trees.

An arborist assessment was not done during the initial planning. Mature trees provide
significant environmental benefits — carbon storage, cooling, stormwater absorption,
air filtration, and habitat — and damage to their root systems can create long-term
decline that may not be immediately visible. If sustainability is a core value driving this
project, then protecting existing mature canopy should also be treated as a priority

Yours truly, 
Kay O’Keeffe
171 S Buckhout St, Irvington, NY 10533
[EXTERNAL] This email is from outside the Village of Irvington- Please use caution when
opening links and attachments!
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From: Dina Friedman
To: Written Communications
Subject: EV Charging system on South Buckhout St
Date: Friday, May 15, 2026 11:15:55 AM

Greetings - 

I am a resident of the Half Moon North Coop community.  While I support the installation of
EV stations as a way to preserve air quality and cut back on greenhouse gasses and our
dependence on fossil fuels, the current plan concerns me. After reading the Tree Risk &
Impact Assessment Report, I fear for the longevity of the large shade trees that provide habitat
for wildlife, cool the apartments and beautify the landscape. I think we'd be potentially
destroying one environmental asset for the benefit of another. Please consider as stated in the
report "alternative routing or lower-impact excavation methods."

Thank you,
Dina
Dina R Friedman

dinarosefriedman@gmail.com 
www.linkedin.com/in/dinarosefriedman
914 815 7285

[EXTERNAL] This email is from outside the Village of Irvington- Please use caution when
opening links and attachments!
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May 15, 2026 

Subject: Written Communications - Supplemental Written Comment – Arborist Report 
and Site Documentation (EV Charging Installation – South Buckhout Corridor) 

Dear Members of the Board and Village Administration, 

We acknowledge receipt of the arborist report dated May 13, 2026 regarding the proposed EV 
charging installation along South Buckhout Street. 

The report confirms that the subject Pin Oak trees are currently in good condition with low 
immediate failure risk. However, it also identifies that the proposed trenching occurs within the 
Critical Root Zone of both trees, where root disturbance may result in long-term physiological 
decline and structural impacts depending on excavation methods and root severance. 

The report further references International Society of Arboriculture Best Management Practices 
(ISA BMPs), which recommend minimizing excavation within the Critical Root Zone and 
utilizing lower-impact methods such as air excavation or hand digging, along with protection of 
significant structural roots and arborist oversight during construction activities. 

Accordingly, we respectfully request that any approval to proceed include enforceable conditions 
requiring strict adherence to ISA BMP guidance, including minimization of root severance, use 
of non-mechanical excavation methods within the Critical Root Zone where feasible, and 
qualified arborist oversight during construction activities. 

We also request that all mitigation and monitoring measures referenced in the arborist report be 
incorporated as binding implementation requirements and included in the public record prior to 
construction. 

We further understand from Village administration that the EV charging units could be 
distributed across other already-approved Village locations; however, doing so would require a 
change order of approximately $70,000. Within that context, the South Buckhout corridor 
represents a deliberate design selection, and we respectfully note that this creates a design 
tradeoff between implementation complexity at this site and the cost and scope implications of 
alternative configurations. 

Given that the South Buckhout location is therefore the selected site for this installation, we 
respectfully request that the Board ensure implementation at this location fully reflects the 
arborist findings and associated ISA BMP standards, with appropriate safeguards for long-term 
tree health. 

A consolidated and clearly labeled site diagram would also help ensure clarity in the public 
record regarding the final placement of chargers, trenching, and related infrastructure. 

We also note that multiple address references appear across public materials and the arborist 
report, including variations such as 230, 240, and 254 South Buckhout. While these may reflect 
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parcel mapping or project staging references, we respectfully request that a single consolidated 
site diagram be included in the public record to avoid continued ambiguity regarding the precise 
work area. 

We appreciate the clarification that the proposed spaces are designated as EV-preferred, allowing 
use by non-EV vehicles when not actively needed for charging. We respectfully request 
clarification regarding how this designation will be managed over time, including whether any 
future change to EV-only designation, signage, or enforcement policy would require additional 
Board review, public process, or formal action. 

Respectfully, 
 
Kevin O’Halloran 
Sonia Lizan 
Half Moon North 
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From: Suzy Timmel
To: Written Communications
Subject: Half Moon North EV chargers
Date: Friday, May 15, 2026 11:21:44 AM

Dear Mayor Burgos and Trustees,

I truly appreciate the Village’s efforts to add electric vehicle chargers. However, I
do not believe six chargers at Half Moon North are necessary.

Even without these six chargers, approximately 38 chargers would still be available
throughout our small Village. Within walking distance of the co-op (roughly half a
mile), residents can use the four chargers at the library, the eight going in at the
Ardsley train station and the eight at Scenic Hudson. There is no evidence of a
shortage or waitlist that justifies concentrating so many chargers in one area.

The original plan I saw stated chargers would be placed at both Half Moon North
and Half Moon South, which are two separate co-ops, but no numbers were
associated with that proposal. Without actual usage data being shared with
residents, I assumed maybe each location might receive one charger. Instead, this
proposal places three chargers taking up six parking spots in one location, along
with electrical boxes, bright green poles signage, and the other unsightly visual
impacts that come with them. 

It is one thing to place this infrastructure in a parking lot tucked behind trees. It is
another to place it in the middle of this tree-filled block. This is what residents will
see when they open their front door or look out their windows.

I am even more concerned about the impact on the trees, which are one of the best
parts of living in this neighborhood. These are not small ornamental trees — they
are mature trees estimated to be 60–80 years old that define the character of the area
and provide significant environmental value. The arborist’s report, completed only
two days ago, should alone give pause. 

The report warns that the proposed trenching would occur within the Critical Root
Zones of both trees and could lead to long-term decline, canopy loss, structural
instability and increased vulnerability to disease and drought stress. The arborist
specifically recommends evaluating alternative routing options to reduce impacts on
these trees.

Do we really want to risk harming 80-year-old trees for chargers when there are
other possible locations — and when chargers are not currently in short supply? For
people who care about the environment — like I know you all do because I see and
appreciate your work – that seems like the wrong decision.
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I support EV infrastructure, but it should be thoughtfully located in places that do
not threaten mature trees or negatively impact residential areas. Why not place
additional chargers in existing parking lots — or simply recognize that, in our tiny
village, roughly three dozen public chargers may be enough for right now. Then
revisit this proposal — and future grants, which will inevitably become available
again — if demand grows.

I appreciate the hard work of all of you, as well as the Irvington Green Committee,
but this proposal deserves more thoughtful consideration.

Sincerely,

Suzy Byrne Timmel

208 South Buckhout St

[EXTERNAL] This email is from outside the Village of Irvington- Please use caution when
opening links and attachments!
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From: Jack Doyle
To: Written Communications
Subject: Written Communications
Date: Friday, May 15, 2026 11:39:03 AM

My name is Jack Doyle and I have resided at 250 South Buckhout Street for more than forty
years.
I am writing regarding the planned installation of EV charging stations on South Buckhout
Street.
Having read the arborist report and for many years having valued the presence of the many
beautiful, mature and environmentally and aesthetically beneficial trees on and adjacent to the
Half Moon North property,
I believe a priority for the Village as it relates to this matter is acting very conservatively to
ensure no risk of damage to the long term health of the two pin oak trees or any other healthy
and mature trees in any area considered for the installation 

Thank you.
Jack Doyle 
250 South  Buckhout Street
Jackdoyle250@gmail.com
[EXTERNAL] This email is from outside the Village of Irvington- Please use caution when
opening links and attachments!
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From: maureengomez11@aol.com
To: Board; Maureen Gomez; srsavarese@gmail.com
Subject: EV Station Location on South Buckhout
Date: Friday, May 15, 2026 11:53:13 AM

Maureen E.

Gomez                                                                                                                            
May 15th 2026 

        

197 South Buckhout Street 
Irvington, NY 10533 
 
 
Dear Mayor and Village Board Members, 
 
My name is Maureen Gomez and I signed the petition asking to pause and reevaluate
the proposed EV charger installation on South Buckhout Street. 
 
I support expanding EV charging in Irvington, however I am concerned about this
specific location and lack of clear notice and resident input. Was the proper protocol
followed?  
 
Irvington is a designated Tree City USA, and there are two 80 year old trees in this
location. Was a SEQRA assessment performed? Was an Arborist consulted?
Can you provide the reports to the community.  
 
Was a traffic assessment performed? South Buckhout already is very narrow with
alternate side street parking and a busy throughway from Main Street to
Clinton. Especially busy when used as alternative route to accommodate construction
on Station Road. What is the impact to adding additional traffic to this area? 
 
According to the late notification posted on social media. This is the only residential
location on the list and I happen to live 100 feet of this location. A location that is a
pedestrian through-pass to Dows Lane school where children from 5 –10 years of age
pass through and PLAY daily from Sept through June. Would any Board members
consider placing an EV station on their home street where people will be parked for
hours at a time and loitering in the area where there are no public venues and
children play? This is a very safe area and now the location will be publicized on EV
maps for anyone to charge. Will more police presence be required?  
 
Because none of the above points were considered, please reevaluate
alternative options such as expanding the current EV stations to accommodate more
vehicles. In addition, please provide and complete the SEQRA assessment for the
remaining nonresidential locations identified.  
 

Page 61 of 173

mailto:maureengomez11@aol.com
mailto:board@irvingtonny.gov
mailto:smoeg11@aol.com
mailto:srsavarese@gmail.com


[EXTERNAL] This email is from outside the Village of Irvington- Please use caution when
opening links and attachments!

Thank you in advance, 
Maureen E. Gomez RN, MPH 
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From: Michael Hanna
To: Written Communications
Subject: Please Pivot to a new EV Charger Plan for South Buckhout St
Date: Friday, May 15, 2026 11:59:16 AM

﻿
Dear Mayor and Trustees,

I’m deeply disappointed to have learned this morning that the potential negative effects to nearby pin oak tree roots
from trenching for the electrical installation were not assessed prior to finalization of the site plan.

I remain deeply appreciative of the village’s effort and firmly supportive of EV charger installation at an appropriate
new site(s) on S. Buckhout St. I would recommend that instead of scrapping the process, the village revisit with its
funding sources opportunities and also consider a one time use from its fund balance to continue moving forward
this innovative initiative. In doing so it can execute the process with involvement of area residents and a
consideration of aesthetics solutions.

Instead of this becoming a might have been, consider the long term community benefit of getting it right with a
reset. Let 2020 hindsight guide us to a better future.

Sincerely,

Michael Hanna
Pronouns: He/Him
917-750-8790
[EXTERNAL] This email is from outside the Village of Irvington- Please use caution when opening links and
attachments!
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Dear Mayor Burgos and Irvington Village Trustees: 

 I’m impressed with your interactive program to enlist the community in figuring out where 
to relocate our fire, police, DPW and add affordable housing.  Surprisingly, EV stations 
were missing from that productive process. So, last week the village shared (after 
residents spoke out at an opaque-named April mtg) their FAQ: “where’s Waldo – aka EV 
locales. All in public parking lots. All small: One dual port here and there. But there is one 
exception: The Village is “gifting” S. Buckout St residents a 24/7 “EV filling station” for six 
cars. Six? And you are doing it when -NOW? And btw, it’s “eminent domain”- 16 ft in for 
village work, and you knew about it. Some of you for quite a while: This grant process 
(signed last September), I’m told, goes back two or three years. During that time some of 
you served as a trustee or on myriad committees.  So some were in the know with nary a 
word to the community.  As for our forced “gift”? Well, the rest of our street. is still finding 
out about it.  

Now, other speakers will speak of laws ignored and broken; a locale right next to back 
entrance of Dows Lane; clearly no transparency. These are legitimate reasons for rejecting 
this site. My family, like others, concur: We like EV but “gift” you back your 24/7 filling 
station. We will wait for another grant. Oh, yeah, there’s that $70K penalty on the village 
tab. That’s not part of your campaign promise, but it is your problem. Not ours. I have 
spoken to the Green Team many times. No mention of this. I’m profoundly disappointed. I 
do offer a $ suggestion: I was told your keen eyes found an anomaly in the new budget- a 
pricey water bill as it turns out for the Ardsley Country Club, which you permanently 
plugged. The country club owes IRV a lot of money.  

Thank you. My husband and I must return to our regularly scheduled “Seinfeld” effort to 
grab a parking space on our beautiful street before someone else does. 

Respectfully, 

Cathy Sears  

294 South Buckhout St. Half Moon North 
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May 15, 2026 
 
Dear Mayor and Members of the Board of Trustees, 
 
Thank you for pausing work on the planned installation of three dual-port EV charging stations on 
South Buckhout Street so residents can raise concerns before further work proceeds. I appreciate 
the Village’s responsiveness and the opportunity to provide feedback on a project that involves 
important community priorities. 
 
I also want to recognize the Village’s recent efforts to make planning more open, transparent, and 
participatory, including through the facilities planning workshops. That kind of engagement is 
meaningful and appreciated, and it strengthens planning for the whole community. 
 
The South Buckhout proposal is a clear example of why process matters. Thoughtful planning helps 
ensure that tradeoffs are weighed carefully, environmental assets are protected, solutions are co-
designed with the people they impact, and projects like this are ultimately successful. 
 
Before a final decision is made, I believe two concerns deserve particular attention: the risk to the 
mature trees near the proposed trenching, and the parking and accessibility impacts for residents 
who rely on South Buckhout street parking. 
 

1. EV charging supports cleaner transportation, and mature trees are part of Irvington’s 
environmental infrastructure too. They provide shade, cooling, stormwater absorption, 
carbon storage, and habitat. The arborist report confirms that the proposed trenching is 
within the anticipated Critical Root Zone of both mature Pin Oaks and may affect their long-
term health and structural stability. 
 
Given those findings, I do not believe avoidable risk to these trees should be accepted 
simply to preserve the current layout. The Village should give serious consideration to 
rerouting, reducing, or modifying this portion of the installation. If any work proceeds near 
the trees, it should be limited to root-sensitive methods, with arborist oversight, root-
protection measures, and long-term monitoring. 

 
2. Residents should be provided with the Village’s assessment of parking and accessibility 

impacts at this location. My family is fortunate to have an assigned space, so I know I will 
have a place to park at night or when I come home with my young children. Many neighbors 
do not have that certainty. This includes older residents who rely on already limited South 
Buckhout parking to reach their homes and manage daily needs. Their concerns deserve to 
be heard with care and reflected in any mitigation plan if the project proceeds. 
 
Because the project is intended to support increased EV adoption, residents should also 
understand what it means to concentrate six EV-preferred spaces on this short residential 
block. How will growing demand from Half Moon North, Half Moon South, and nearby 
neighborhoods affect parking availability, turnover, and pedestrian access over time? 
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I understand that modifying the current plan may cost more and involve grant, utility, or change-
order constraints. Even so, a modified installation on South Buckhout is worth serious 
consideration, including an option that preserves the middle charging station while avoiding 
impacts to the two mature Pin Oaks. The remaining chargers could be relocated, if feasible, to 
locations with existing or easier-to-expand infrastructure. A cost analysis would help residents and 
the Board weigh the option clearly. 
 
At its best, Irvington can bring these priorities together: expanded EV access, protection of existing 
environmental resources, care for affected neighbors, and a public process residents can trust. 
These goals do not need to compete. When tradeoffs are clearly understood and thoughtfully 
weighed, they can reinforce one another and lead to a stronger outcome for the whole Village. 
 
Thank you again for your service to our community, and for taking the time to hear resident 
feedback before a final decision is made. 
 
Sincerely, 
Samantha Savarese 
191 South Buckhout Street 
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RESOLUTION 2026-XXX 

VOLUNTEER APPOINTMENTS  

 

Trustee               offered the following resolution, which was seconded by Trustee                , and adopted: 

 

 RESOLVED to appoint the following the Village Board volunteer committee member: 

 

 

 FURTHER RESOLVED to appoint the following Ad Hoc volunteer committee members: 

 

 
 
 

Recreation & Parks Advisory Committee (RPAC)  Term Expires 

Member Ben Thompson December 2028 

Budget Committee  Term Expires 

Member Smita Reddy December 2029 

   

Member Susan Parish December 2029 

   

Member Ilya Gofshteyn December 2028 

   

Member Justin Lukach December 2028 

   

Member Christopher Lando December 2027 

   

Member Michael Curran December 2027 

   

Member Sara Rubinow December 2027 

   

Climate Smart Communities Task Force   

Coordinator Charlotte Binns December 2026 
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