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ATTENDANCE 

 
DRB MEMBERS PRESENT:   
Michael McClallen, Chair 
Stephanie Lorentz 
Al Paul 
Jim Pell 
Steve Wilk 
 
STAFF PRESENT:   
Andrew Strniste, Zoning Administrator 
 
12 ENGREM AVENUE:   
Shawn Moore, Applicant (12 Engrem Avenue) 
Don Tadio, Neighbor (25 Engrem Avenue) 
Laura Tadio, Neighbor (25 Engrem Avenue) 

 
159 & 159A FOREST STREET:   
Maria Harvey, Applicant (1014 Pleasant St.) 
 
CREEK PATH:   
Paul Gallo, Applicant Representative (291  

McKinley Avenue) 
Susan Schreibman, Applicant Representative  

(117 Lincoln Avenue) 
Jack Grieshober, Applicant Representative (1  

Winners Circle, Suite 130, Albany, NY) 
Esterina M. Bergendahl, Nearby Neighbor (29  

Meadow Street)

 
 
• Members of the Rutland City Development Review Board convened in the Aldermen’s 

Chambers at Rutland City Hall @ 52 Washington Street around 5:55 PM. 
• No general public was in attendance to provide public comment before the evening’s hearings.   
 
 
PUBLIC HEARING – CONDITIONAL USE REVIEW (12 ENGREM AVENUE) 6:00 PM 
APPLICANT: SHAWN MOORE 
LANDOWNER:  RUTLAND MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES, INC. 
ZONING DISTRICT: MIXED RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 1 (MR-1) 

 
[6:00] Chair Michael McClallen recused himself from participating in the subject application.  

Acting Chair Stephanie Lorentz called the hearing to order and provided an overview of the 
hearing procedures.  She then swore in all those who were in attendance wishing to provide 
testimony during the evening’s public hearing. 

[6:02] Applicant Shawn Moore commenced with the evening’s hearing by informing the Board that 
the existing building contains two apartments that previously housed clients.  The building 
was staffed 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, utilizing three shifts.  When previous clientele 
moved out of the building the pipes froze, forcing Rutland Mental Health to gut the building.  
Currently, the Parent Child Interaction Therapy (PCIT) program is being administered at 76 
South Main Street; however, with the renovation of the subject property, the program 
would be moved there (12 Engrem Avenue).  The PCIT program is expected to be on the 
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first floor of building, where there would be two therapy areas that contain a two-way 
mirror.  On the second floor, the Applied Behavior Analysis (ABA) program would be 
administered.  The Applicant/Landowner are proposing eight (8) kids/parents a day with 
the same Staff administering the program (four appointments per day per program).  Both 
programs are directed towards kids with autism.   In response to Acting Chair S. Lorentz’s 
question, the Applicant advised that the PCIT program generally sees children aged 10 to 12 
years old while the ABA program generally sees whomever signs up for the program.  
Acting Chair S. Lorentz confirmed that no additional Staff are to be commissioned for the 
endeavor at 12 Engrem Avenue; rather, the staff administering the PCIT program will be 
transferred from their South Main Street building and the staff administering the ABA 
program will be transferred from 10 Engrem Avenue.  Applicant Moore then advised that 
the PCIT program is not expected to have appointments beyond 6:00 PM, while the ABA 
program is not expected to have appointments beyond 4:30 PM.  There are presently no 
appointments on the weekend; however, in the new location, there could be times where 
emergency appointments are scheduled.  The Applicant reconfirmed that the hours of 
operation are expected to be between 8:00 AM and 6:00 PM, Monday thru Friday.  Acting 
Chair S. Lorentz clarified what currently/previously existed at the site. 

[6:08] Board Member Pell inquired as to where parking was proposed.  The Applicant advised that 
the parking is expected to be at the main parking lot that Rutland Mental Health Service 
currently leases (which is in the vicinity), and that no notable increase in traffic or parking 
is expected.  There are two parking spaces immediately adjacent to the building, which will 
be used at times for parent/child drop-off and pick-up.  At times, some of the 
clientele/visitors to the site may already be at the campus, as they may be seeking other 
services offered at the campus.  The second floor (ABA) will contain an office for the 
program’s director; parking for ABA Staff and clientele is expected to occur at the campus’ 
larger parking lot.  Board Member Lorentz confirmed the hours of operation and days of 
operation, with the Applicant noting that in some emergency situations, appointments could 
occur after normal business hours.  In response to Board Member Lorentz’s question about 
signage and lighting, the Applicant confirmed that a sign will likely be put on the building 
rather than on the lawn and that exterior lighting is expected to stay largely the same or 
consistent with what already exists.  The Applicant advised that the showers were going to 
be removed from the bathrooms and modified to be handicapped accessible. 

[6:14] Nearby neighbor, Don Tadio, informed the Board that he was a resident in the 
neighborhood and made a comment relating to traffic – that there was a lot of traffic and 
that he was concerned about additional traffic.  He also stated that the community has a 
shortage of residential development and that the proposed project will be removing more 
residential housing; he stated for the record that he was opposed to the project.  Laura 
Tadio expressed similar concerns about the project, informing the Board that Court Square 
was not being used.  She then asked the Board what would prevent substance abuse offices 
from coming to the neighborhood as similar projects, as well as opined that there was 
plenty of office space downtown to locate such a facility.  The Applicant responded that the 
Court Square facility is being used.  The Applicant was unable to respond to how to fix the 
concerns about the traffic on the road, but noted that the traffic is not solely the result of 
Rutland Mental Health being located along Engrem Avenue. 

[6:20] The Board had no other remaining questions, nor did the Applicant provide additional 
testimony.  Acting Chair S. Lorentz adjourned the hearing and provided an overview of the 
process going forward.  Laura Tadio asked the Board about whether the submission of 
signatures opposed to the project would persuade the Board to vote no; Board Member 



3 | P a g e  
 

Lorentz advised that the number of signatures on a petition is not a contributing factor, but 
rather the evidence that is submitted into the record to be considered during closed 
deliberation is what the Board relies on when making a decision. 

 
 
PUBLIC HEARING – FINAL SUBDIVISION REVIEW (2-LOT SUBDIVISION; 159 & 159A FOREST STREET) 6:30 PM 
APPLICANT: MARIA TEDESCO HARVEY 
LANDOWNER:  ANNA L TEDESCO ET. AL. 
ZONING DISTRICT: MIXED RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 1 (MR-1) 

 
[6:30] Chair M. McClallen called the hearing to order and provided an overview of the hearing 

procedures.  He then swore in all those who were in attendance wishing to provide 
testimony during the evening’s public hearing. 

 
[6:31] The Applicant, Maria Tedesco Harvey, provided an overview of the proposed two-lot 

subdivision of 159 & 159A Forest Street.  The Applicant/Landowners and their 
predecessors were under the assumption that the property was two properties since 1956, 
when the properties were inadvertently conveyed as one property.  Chair M. McClallen 
asked a clarification question about the proposed boundary line.  Applicant Tedesco 
informed the Board that when her Grandparents purchased the two parcels, the attorney at 
the time described the two parcels as one resulting in the merger of the two properties.  No 
one had known of the merger until recently when it was discovered by the mortgage 
company when one of the properties as intended to be conveyed to one of her children. 

[6:35] Board Member Wilk inquired about the setback issues that would result from the 
subdivision.  Staff Member Strniste informed the Board that the City’s subdivision 
regulations provide a mechanism to address deviations as a waiver or variance, and stated 
that generally when subdividing land, the Board wants to ensure that whatever buildings 
currently exist adhere to the setback requirements.  Chair M. McClallen opined that the 
buildings themselves were not moving and that the property line was dissolved as a result 
of a Scribner’s error, thus suggesting that the granting of the waiver made sense in these 
circumstances.  The Applicant advised that the proposed boundary line bisecting the two 
properties was slightly altered from what originally existed at the recommendation of the 
surveyor to ensure that the existing garage at the proposed 159 Forest Street lot was not 
bisected by the property line.  Chair M. McClallen confirmed that 159A Forest Street was the 
three-family, multi-family dwelling.  Board Member Lorentz inquired about a procedural 
issue relating to waivers.  Staff Member Strniste informed the Board that a waiver involving 
the subdivision of land in this situation appears to make sense given that buildings being 
located in a setback is commonplace in the City given the historical nature of the City and 
zoning not being in place (or zoning being in its infancy stage), when a lot of the City’s 
development was occurring. 

[6:41] The Board had no other remaining questions, nor did the Applicant provide additional 
testimony.  Chair M. McClallen adjourned the hearing and provided an overview of the 
process going forward.  The Applicant did make a clarifying comment relating to the 
floodplains after the conclusion of the hearing.  Board Member Wilk made a motion to 
approved the application as presented, noting the granting of the setback waiver relating to 
the various encroachments.  The motion was seconded by Board Member Pell and approved 
unanimously. 

 
PUBLIC HEARING – CONDITIONAL USE REVIEW (297 & 298 WEST STREET & 41 MEADOW STREET) 7:01 PM 



4 | P a g e  
 

APPLICANT: CITY OF RUTLAND 
LANDOWNER:  CITY OF RUTLAND 
ZONING DISTRICT: GATEWAY BUSINESS DISTRICT – STATE & WEST STREETS (GB-SWS) AND PARK (P) 

 
[7:01] Chair M. McClallen called the hearing to order and provided an overview of the hearing 

procedures.  He then swore in all those who were in attendance wishing to provide 
testimony during the evening’s public hearing. 

[7:02] On behalf of the City, Susan Schreibman, Paul Gallo and Jack Grieshober were all presenting 
the Applicant.  Susan Schreibman informed the Board that herself and Paul Gallo are the 
project managers for the Creek Path and have been working with Jack Grieshober, an 
engineer, during the design phase of Segment 3, which involves the construction of a bridge 
over East Creek.  Segment 3 is a critical segment, as it will connect Segments 2 & 4, and 
connects the pathway from River Street to Gorgetti.  Susan Schreibman advised that the 
pathway serves neighborhoods, and that the City was fortunate enough to have 
land/easements donated and received in-kind contributions.  Paul Gallo informed the Board 
that there was a high usage of traffic on the pathway, that the pathway connects the school 
with recreational opportunities, and has taken advantage of the waterway.  The project has 
been ongoing since 2008, and for Segment 3, they have been working with Suburban 
Propane for the acquisition of land along West Street.  He then informed the Board about 
the limits of Segment 3 and the proposed bridge. 

[7:07] Susan Schreibman provided an overview of the bridge: concrete, 145 ft. long, with a 14 ft. 
clear width.  There will be concrete abutments on both sides and will be minimum impact to 
the existing power line wires.  Permits from the Agency of Natural Resources were already 
obtained and Green Mountain Power has granted the necessary easement.  Board Member 
Lorentz asked clarification questions about the bridge itself, which Susan Schreibman 
responded that the bridge will not be exclusively for pedestrians, but also allow for bicyclist.  
The bridge will be prefabricated (three pieces) and assembled by a contractor.  Emergency 
vehicles can access the bridge along the path, and in the event of emergencies, the bridge 
would be able to accommodate light vehicles.  Jack Grieshober informed the Board that they 
were once considering collapsible bollards at the bridge, but that is no longer the case; 
however, Paul Gallo advised that there will be collapsible bollards along West Street where 
a key would be needed for their removal and installation.  Susan Schreibman advised that 
the pathway is 10 ft., which can accommodate most vehicles (which are typically less than 
10 ft.), and that the pathway is maintained by the City’s Recreation Department. 

[7:13] Board Member Wilk confirmed that approvals relating to other agencies are in place.  
Esterina Bergendahl, a nearby neighbor, inquired about a storm drain along East Creek and 
inquired as to how the Department of Public Works would access the drain.  She wanted to 
ensure that the bridge would not be located near the property line.  Paul Gallo indicated that 
the bridge was expected to connect with the Park 40 to 50 ft. south of the property line.  
Jack Grieshober informed the Board that the fencing is expected to be somewhere between 
320 ft. to 330 ft. in length.  Additional discussion ensued about the City’s right-of-way, the 
storm drain, the fence and accessing the various areas.  Susan Schreibman stated that they 
would coordinate with the Department of Public Work on how to ensure proper access to 
the storm drain.  Esterina Bergendahl stated that the proposal was an improvement over 
the first few meetings, and also stated for the record her concerns about drug problems.  
Paul Gallo recognized those concerns. 



5 | P a g e  
 

[7:23] The Board had no other remaining questions, nor did the Applicant provide additional 
testimony.  Chair M. McClallen adjourned the hearing and provided an overview of the 
process going forward.   

 
OTHER BUSINESS 7:24 PM 

 
[7:24] The Board enter into closed deliberation to discuss the evening’s applications. 

[7:40] The Board adjourned the evening’s meeting. 
 

 
Respectfully Submitted by Andrew Strniste, Planning & Zoning Administrator 


