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1. Pledge to the Flag 

Mr. Buckley would you please lead us in the pledge to the flag. 

2. Chairman announcement(s) 

I have a few announcements this evening. First, we do have a public hearing on the 
Iron Springs Subdivision off Rowland St. and if you have comments on that please 
hold them to the hearing so we can have them on the project record. I also want to 
correct the agenda on this item in that the hearing is on a “Minor” subdivision not a 
“major” subdivision. If you recall after much deliberation last month, we decided to 
classify this as a minor subdivision. So please let the agenda reflect that. 

Second, I did send to you all the information regarding the Route 50 Corridor zoning 
code amendments asking for comments by close of business on October 21. I have 
received a few comments and thank you for those but if anyone else has comments 
please send them to me. I will prepare a memo of our comments before the October 
Town Board meeting. 

Third, Bill Keniry and I did get contacted by the Saratoga County Attorney’s office 
regarding the Gateway house and transfer of title, but that meeting was cancelled 
and is yet to be rescheduled. 

Finally, a few Planning and Zoning Board members (myself included) did attend the 
Association of Towns Planning and Zoning training in Lake Placid on October 6th and 
it was a good venue. Those that attended did get their 4 hours of continuing 
education. For those with outstanding credit needs please look for online classes and 
be sure to get your credits to Patti and Sue by the end of the year. 

Do any other Board members have anything they would like to report on? 
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3. Approval of minutes from September 14, 2022  

Our first order of business this evening is the approval of the Planning Board Minutes 

for our September 14th meeting. I will entertain a Motion to approve the 

September 14, 2022, Planning Board meeting minutes; Mr. Whittel, Second 

Marsicano, any discussion or changes; please Poll the Board. Mr. Marsicano, 

Yes, Ms. Padula, Yes, Ms. VanDeinse, Yes Mr. Buckley, Yes Mr. Whittel, Yes, 

Chairman Bartow, Yes 
 

4. Public Comment 

We will open the floor to public comment. We do have a public hearing scheduled 

this evening. If you have comments on the Iron Springs subdivision project, I will ask 

that you wait for those hearings so we can have your comments on the record. 
 

We continue to have both virtual and in-person opportunities for comments so I 
would ask that if you are Zooming with us and want to make a public comment, 
please use the hand wave feature, or submit via the Q&A button and alert us to your 
interest in commenting. If you have dialed in on the phone and would like to make 
a comment, please text Bill Lewis at 518-376-1831 and provide him your name 
and interest in making a comment. 
 

I would also ask that you limit individual comments to 3 minutes and for 
commentors to try and avoid redundant comments. If you have written comments, 
please summarize them and if you would like you can leave a copy with us, and we 
will share them with all board members. 
 
Public comment opened at 7:03pm. 
 
Margaret McHale-76 Margaret Drive-tonight we have the members of the 
Ebert/Sisca family, and I would like them to realize what we are looking for, for this 
project. I have grown up with the Ebert and Sisca families and I hope they know 
that we do not want to shoot down the sale of your property by any means. We are 
looking to maintain our privacy that we have had for the past 50 years. The front 
portion of your property is very valuable, because it is in the Town Center, where 
multiple units can be built to bring in income to the town vs 14 houses that will 
disrupt so many people’s lives. The base income from the units in the frontage 
would be an advantage to the town.  I hope I got my point across. 
 
 
Mark Wilks-12 Fawn Drive-I want to echo Peggy’s comments, we are not trying to 
stop you guys from selling your property. I understand getting your affairs in order, 
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I know the property has been on the market for a long time. But like Peggy said we 
would appreciate a plan that allows us to retain a small area behind our houses. I 
live on Fawn drive, lots of people live on Margaret Drive, they have been there for 
50 years. We can see each other right now; the houses are pretty close. Adding one 
more row of houses back there would really affect our properties.  Like Peggy was 
saying, you can come up with a plan for the Rowland Street frontage, it is very 
valuable for commercial or condos. Multifamily condos are a great way to raise the 
tax revenue for the town. There was a suggestion at the last meeting to add houses 
at the end of Burning Pines and Red Coach and leaving this small strip undeveloped 
and the building would have an opportunity to build a few houses on each dead-
end and whatever the project is on Rowland Street. I hope we continue discussions, 
and you guys take that into consideration as well. Something that makes everyone 
happy, where they can sell the property, the builder can make some money and us 
folks that have been here for 50 years can enjoy what is left of that little strip. 
 
Sue Rosenburg-64 Margaret Drive- I want to emphasize the importance of the 
greenway. More and more towns are realizing greenways are invaluable. They are 
vital for oxygen etc.  There are a few native plants and animals there. There really is 
an important psychological value. And I think it is value to the town, a green 
suburban town, it is not a city. I think to lose that little bit of greenway just to cram 
some house in there would be a really bad thing. If the sellers and or the developers 
would like to have a conversation about that, I would love to be a part of that. I 
know there are open space people who are involved in trail making. There are a lot 
of things that could be done. I don’t know what NYS has for conservation easements 
or contributions but there are options for maybe that to be a legacy for the family. I 
think this would be much more valuable all around, for the family, the 
homeowners, and the town. Everybody would come off looking better and a lot 
happier. We would not just have this unpleasant situation where people really hate 
this idea, having a bunch of houses crammed in an having a lot of unhappy 
neighbors. Who wants that? When we can just have alittle bit of green space for a 
minimal loss of revenue. If anyone wants to work on committee, I can do some 
research. 
 
Donna Sisca- I am the widow of Frank Sisca, who is a family member of this 
property. This has always been his dream, when my mother in-law had passed way 
to develop this property. We tried to do this, years and years ago. At this point, this 
property is in despair. If you walk the property, it is full of rubbish, children are 
abusing this property, there are firepits, there is garbage. To my knowledge this is 
not a waste of time or bad project. These are beautiful houses that are going into 
this property. At this point the property is in despair and we are proposing to put 
beautiful homes to go on to this property. If you walk to property, you will see that 
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is has been abused for many years. I believe that the property is being used for 
people in the neighborhood to walk their dogs, if you walk the property, you will 
see dog feces, garbage, teenagers abusing it, fire pits. You will see that the property 
is in despair. I am here to speak on my deceased husband’s behalf. This has been his 
dream; a very important project for him. It has been his mother’s request to sell the 
property and to have the children divide it up into this development. Rowland 
Street just became a commercial property. We are not here to upset anyone. We are 
here to work with people and listen to people. At the end of the day, we want to sell 
this property, it has been in the family for a long time, we have been trying to sell it. 
We need to put this to rest, we need to have closure for my mother-in-law for my 
deceased husband. We are asking you to do the right thing, let us sell this property, 
let the developers do the right thing for the property. Right now, the property is of 
no use, it is being wreck. I am asking all of you to consider this proposal and let it go 
forward.  
 
Beverly Williams- 16 Fawn Drive- I just wanted you to know that there is no 
garbage behind our house. We keep it clean. I know there was complaint on 
facebook about trash being back there. The main thing is about the open space. I 
enjoy the deer and possums. Regarding the feces, there are animals back there, I 
see people walking their dogs, but they have bags with them. Regarding the DEC 
report on endangered species. How can you do a study in November in this area. 
There is no way you can do a study in November in this part of New York. There are 
Hawks and possums back there. They will all be gone with this project. I look out 
my back yard and see houses on Margaret Drive, now I am going to see cars and 
houses. I will see the fancy houses that are taking away our open space. I am not 
against them putting a commercial property or using the Town Center and doing 
something nice. There will be only 35ft from my house to the center of a road.  If 
you want to put a trail back there and give it back to the families and the 
communities that have been there. I have been there since 1972. My kids grew up 
there. I would like to live there for the rest of my life, and I would like to keep it nice 
and inviting as it is now. I know some of the neighbors have said they will move, 
because they don’t want to be in a city of houses.  
 
Terri Scotti-4 Fawn Drive-I was not going to speak but I feel it necessary because 
the families of the people that are selling the property are here. You said that the 
property is in despair, there may be parts of it. But I can tell you from 2, 4,6,8 Fawn 
Drive. I don’t see any fire pits and garbage. We do go back there and if we see 
something we pick it up. Regarding the dog feces, there is feces everywhere and it 
could be from any type of animal.  I said way back when this first started coming to 
these meetings. I am not opposed to developing your property, but when you are 
developing your property and it impacts other people you should take that into 
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account. I don’t have a road in front of back of my house. Those impact the value of 
my property. Please take that in consideration.  
 
Joel Gort-Rexford, I am a real estate agent, I have been trying to sell this property 
for the past 10 years. I can see why the neighbors to the north and south of 
Rowland Street property are disappointed that the private land behind their 
houses is finally being developed. I don’t think they have a fair argument as of why. 
The Ebert family should be able to do what they want to their property. People 
were talking about “walking the property”. That is trespassing, this is private land, 
you’re really not supposed to be allowed to walk the property. It is posted. I put up 
for sale signs on Burning Pines and Red Coach when I first listed it, but they are all 
gone. I took pictures when I first listed the property, I can leave them with the 
board. The property was full of garbage, old couches, kids’ bikes, old tires, beer 
cans. I took another walk back again yesterday and there is more garbage, couches, 
etc. People are using this property illegally and now they are trying to stop the sale 
so they can continue to abuse it.  The developer builds beautiful homes, and I am 
sure this development will be no different.  The property is zoned residential 
although it is taking away the neighbors preserved wooded area. It does not belong 
to the neighbors, it belongs to the Ebert-Sisca family, therefore I think this project 
should be approved.  If they chose to develop 50 years ago with the other 
developments around there, it was all beautiful farmland back then. I did a map, if 
they chose to build back then there would be double the house in this little area 
than there would be proposed now. Can I leave the map and pictures? 
 
Margaret Mchale- It is not posted.  I got permission from Richard Ebert to go back 
there.  
 
Donna Sisca- It is posted, you guys took the signs down.  
 
Chairman Bartow- Yes please give them to Sue.  
 
Joe Sisca- I have been there 60 years+. That is my property, my play area all my life. 
It kind of bothers me when people say it is “my property” It is not your property, it 
is my family’s property. We are not proposing a trailer park or anything like that, 
these are nice homes that are going back there, better than the ones you live in. It is 
upgrading the neighborhood. 
 
Mark Wilks-12 Fawn Drive-I had said this before I was a licensed real estate agent 
in Florida for 25 years, I sold millions of dollars’ worth of properties, so I am 
familiar with the real estate business. This parcel has been on and off the market 
since 2008, and the reason it has not sold is because it is not desirable, it is a small 



 

7 
 

parcel. From my understanding that there have been several projects previously 
proposed and shot down. We have asked for records of what happened in those 
instances. I am not sure if Peggy was able to get them. I just moved back to the area 
and took a drive out Rt 29, 9 N and I was surprised to see the Town of Milton Sign 
way out there and there was thousands and thousands of undeveloped acres of 
property in the Town of Milton.  I don’t feel like you folks are hearing us. We are not 
complaining about you doing a project, we would like it to be where everyone feels 
good about it. It is Burning Pines Drive, not Burning Bush, you live in Clifton Park, I 
know all about selling a property and making that commission check. We want you 
guys to have open ears and hear that we are not just being selfish. Yes, sell the 
property, you have it listed, it is pending, I am sure that the builder wants to 
maximize it and make as much money as he can.  Right now, we don’t even know 
what the plan is for the frontage on Rowland Street. From my understanding you 
can’t approve a project if it is not defined. So we are asking that part be maximized, 
and put some condos up there.  If you put a multi-unit condo complex up there you 
will get the tax role from all those folks. And preserve the strip of land, we are not 
saying it is “our land” 
If trash is the complaint, I would be more than happy to organize some folks once a 
month and pick up the trash if that is your complaint. To me that is not a valid 
argument. We want you guys to sell the property, we want you to make some 
money, we want the builder to make some money, but at the same time we want to 
enjoy what is there, especially the wildlife.  
 
Donna Sisca-I have been hearing a lot about preserved area, what classifies that 
property as a preserved area? just for my knowledge, has there been any studies 
that this property is a preserved area? As far as I know it is our property, we own 
17 acres of land and I thought we could do anything we wanted with this land. I 
don’t understand where the preserved area comes from. Our land is our property 
we have done what we’ve done for many, many years. If someone can explain ‘ 
that to me. I’m not trying to be sarcastic; I just don’t understand where this is 
coming from, I heard a lot of comments saying it is a preserved land. To whom and 
who classified this as a preserved land? Does anyone have an answer for that? 
because you guys, as the neighbors classified it as preserved land. So, if this was 
your property and you wanted to sell it, and it was 17 acres plus a house on the 
front and people are saying it is a preserved land, I don’t understand that. It has not 
been classified as a preserved land. It has not been studied as a preserved land. 
This land has been in the family for many years, and I live in America. I thought we 
could do what we wanted to do with this land.  
 
Resident audience- It is just a term or phase. Because it had been left along for so 
long. 
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Resident from audience- within the laws and the guidelines, that is why we are 
having this discussion. 
 
 
Donna Sisca-We are not here to offend or upset anyone, this has been a property 
that has been in the family for many, many years that we need close on. I don’t 
know if you have ever had a parent die or a husband die. I’ve been married to Frank 
for 33 years. For me I need to close this, we need closure, I need my mother-in laws, 
I need my husband’s closure. I am here to represent him; this is something he has 
been trying to do for many years and that is why I am standing here, for closure. 
We need this done. This is not preserved land, there are no research that it is 
preserved land. This is family land that needs to be sold so we can move on with 
our lives. I am not hearing anything substantial for this to not move forward.  
 
Beverly Williams-16 Fawn Drive-that is the first time I have heard preserved land. 
The DEC did a study for endangered species in November of last year. I am not 
saying I want to use your property I am just saying, I enjoy your property. When we 
bought our house 49 years ago we were told, I can’t find my deed, but Mrs. Ebert 
said she wanted it to remain forever wild. That is why we bought our house 49 
years ago, because it was forever wild. I have not seen any trash, but I do know that 
recently on facebook that someone complained about it, when they rode their bikes 
back there and there was alot of trash. That is the first I have seen or heard of that. 
From us over to Margaret Drive we keep it clean. There are only a few dead trees. I 
have not seen any firepits. I see deer back there. My concern is that open space, 
according to what the town requires is going to be taking away. The reason it has 
not gone through before because of the emergency vehicles. The latest map I 
understand has a gate at the end of Margaret and at the end of Red Coach. How is 
that going get emergency person through. My husband is home on oxygen 24/7 
with right heart failure. If an ambulance had to come and I lived on that street that 
you are going to build those 14 houses on, they would have to get out of that 
ambulance, unlock that gate and I assume they have to lock it back up, or maybe 
leave it open to get out. How much time is that taking away from my husband 
having an emergency. I don’t have a right to say you don’t need closure, I know you 
need closure, we all do. I am not trying to take away your right, it is your property.  
I am just saying by code and the Town of Milton taking away open space. Like 
everyone has suggested, make your money off the commercial on Rowland Street, 
that is going to make you more of a profit, than building 14 houses. How many 
people does your real estate guy think he is going to sell these 14 houses too, that 
see houses in front of them and behind them, with these small little roads. I don’t 
want to tell them what they can or can’t do. I just want to make sure that the 
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planning board is looking at all the rules and regulations and will allow what is 
proper and safe and follow the town’s rules as far as open space. Like I said the 
back of my property is 32 ft from the center of that road. My motor home is 32ft 
and that is not much. Yes, I have a big back yard, but I am going to walk 32ft and be 
in the middle of a road.  
 
Richard Webster- from Tooher and Barone Albany Law firm, I represent Ms. 
McHale. I think the important point here is I see this generating into a fight, we 
don’t have to have a fight. This property as some very value elements to it.  But for 
some reason the developer has gone to the hardest development and the least 
profitable first, which does not make sense. Having done a number of these, I can 
say that agreed solution that works for everyone, will move forward a lot faster and 
lot more smoothly. I hope through these proceedings, we can get into a discussion 
with all parties at the table and figure out what works for everybody. That way the 
family get their property sold; the neighbors can preserve some of their open space. 
We can have the trail that Mr. Bartow has discussed in some of these meetings 
going through towards Saratoga Springs. There is a possibility for everybody here 
to get what they need out of this proposal and what we need is flexibility, mainly 
from the developer. If any of you know the developer, or if he is here, I look forward 
to talking with them. I really believe there is good solutions on this property, and 
we don’t have to get into these fights.  
 
 
Sue Rosenburg - Is there any way we could talk to the developer? Is the developer 
never at these meetings? No one is trying to stop a sale. The only question before 
the board and to all of us is, what is to be done with the land, whoever owns it. Is 
there anyway we can have a discussion with the developer? I have, I don’t get any 
answer. And they don’t have to come to the meetings. Will we have a chance to ask 
him questions? Does the public hearing come after the approval. This will not get 
decided until there is a plan for the front part. How can it be decided if part of it is 
not described.  
 
Chairman Bartow-his representation is here. You can reach out to him. His agent 
is representing him. He will be presenting later what he has done. No, there is no 
Q&A from the public at this point. We will eventually schedule a public hearing and 
you will be able to comment at that point. No it does not come after the approval. 
No, that is not true. I will address that when we get to the project. 
 
 
 
 



 

10 
 

 
 
Public comment closed at 7:38pm. 

 

5. Public Hearing 7:05 Iron Springs-Minor Subdivision Application-

consolidation of 2 map lots-203.11-2-21, 203.11-2-19 

 
Chairman Bartow-We will continue our review of the Iron Springs Minor 
Subdivision application with a public hearing this evening. This has been presented 
to us as consolidating two existing lots into one larger lot. Last month we concluded 
that we would proceed with this as a minor subdivision and that no further 
environmental documentation or coordinated review was necessary as the 
proposal was a reduction in the number of lots and no increase in development or 
infrastructure needs.  
 
Ms. VanDeinse-Just so the public knows, I am going to recuse myself for the balance 
of this project. I took prior action in my official duties in the village. 
 
Mr. Pat Jarosz- from Van Guilder Associates I am here for the public hearing on 
behalf of RDS Development, LLC regarding the lot consolidation of map lots 17 and 
18 of the Rowland Street residential subdivision. To recap the outer boundaries of 
the lots will remain the same, only the intercom and lot line will be removed, 
resulting in a single residential lot to be known as 11 Encore Drive. The proposed 
house has been added to the plat plan for clarity and is sets roughly in the center of 
the new lot. I submitted maps to show you.  
 
Chairman Bartow-Joel Bianchi or Bill Lewis do you have any further comments at 
this time? 
 
Bill Lewis-I have no questions at this time. 
 
Joel Bianchi-We have no further comments. 
 
I will open the public hearing for a Minor Subdivision approval on the Iron Springs 
subdivision at 7:40 pm. 
 
Chairman Bartow-is there anyone from the public that would like to make a 

comment on this project? With there being no public comment, I will entertain a 

Motion to close the public hearing at 7:41pm. Mr. Whittel, Second Ms. Padula, 

any discussion, or changes; please Poll the Board. Mr. Marsicano, Yes, Ms. 
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Padula, Yes, Mr. Buckley Yes, Mr. Whittel, Yes, Chairman Bartow, Yes 

 

Chairman Bartow-counselor do you have any comments that you want on record? 
Both plots will have to be filed with the county. 
 
Bill Keniry- Right, that is our understanding that the map that Mr. Jarosz has 
brought this evening is a representation of the current filed map and the map he 
has presented before the board, if it meets the approval of the board, it would be 
filed with the county clerk office.  
 
Chairman Bartow-With there being no further public comment, I will entertain a 
Motion to approve a minor subdivision amendment to an existing subdivision 
on the Iron Spring Subdivision on Rowland St.; Mr. Whittel Second, Mr. 
Marsicano any discussion or comments; please poll the Board. Mr. Marsicano, 
Yes, Ms. Padula, Yes, Mr. Buckley Yes, Mr. Whittel, Yes, Chairman Bartow, Yes 
 
 

6. 336 Rowland Street – Trojanski – Major Subdivision – 190.-7-9- Continue 
Next, we have the continued review of the major subdivision at 336 Rowland St.  
 
In addition to the 20 documents, we had on this project from our June 

meeting, everyone should have before them: 

21.  Response to TDE comments of June 20, 2022, dated July 27, 2022 
22.  Revised FEAF dated July 27, 2022. 
23. Revised Subdivision Plats dated July 27, 2022 
24. Email from TDE Joel; Bianchi dated 8-9-22 regarding outstanding 
items for complete application. 
25. SWPP revised 7/26/22 
26. Correspondence from the LA Group dated 7/27/22 responding to 
MJ comments dated 6/20/22 
27. Revised engineering drawings dated 7/27/22 
28. Email from our Town engineer dated 8/9/22 to the LA Group 
outlining certain requirements for a complete application. 
29. Correspondence dated 8/11/22 from Heritage Springs 
Waterworks providing a commitment to service. 
30. Preliminary Plat subdivision plats dated 8/19/22. 
31. Email from Doug Heller dated 9-8-22 conveying home elevations 
32. Home elevations dated 9-8-22 
33. Email from Sue Rosenburg dated 8-23-22  
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34. GPI Site Distance Memo dated 8/30/22 
35. Saratoga County Planning Board referral dated 9/16/22 noting 
not countywide or intermunicipal impacts. 
36. Revised Subdivision Plat reflecting “access gates” dated 9/27/22 
37. Correspondence from Tooher & Barone dated 10/4/22 
38. Email from the USPS Malta Postmaster dated 10/5/22 accepting 
the kiosk locations. 
39. HOA Responsibility letter dated 10/4/22- from the applicant’s 
counselor indicating what they are covering under the HOA and it 
will be filed with the Attorney General’s office, accordance with the 
state law. 
 
Chairman Bartow- we have the applicant representative here please 
introduce yourself and introduce the project.  
 
Doug Heller- LA Group I am here representing the Trojanski builders. I just wanted 
to go over the updates since the last meeting. I know in past meetings there was a 
lot of concern with neighbors on traffic and cutting through. There was a lot of 
discussion on potential options for that. So, going back and looking at options what 
was determine was to provide emergency access gates across the 2 road 
connections. Those access gates would have a knox pad lock that would allow 
emergency vehicles to unlock that. Those gates themselves would be maintained by 
the HOA. That would limit those cut throughs and concerns that the neighbors had 
on the adjacent property. Other things that were brought up before, I didn’t hear 
that tonight was the storm water concerns. As part of every project, especially 
projects over 1 acre, there is a storm water pollution prevention plan that needs to 
be prepared. As part as that plan, you need to analyze all outside flow in existing 
conditions and proposed conditions. We have to make sure we are not increasing 
the amount of the flow leaving the site during a 10 year and 100-year storm event. 
SWPPP has been prepared for this project.   
We are proposing underground infiltration chambers in 3 different locations. With 
those chambers there has been soil testing to determine what the permeability rate 
is. There, then has set an additional safety factor of 2 on that, so essentially almost 
over sizing this by twice the amount to make sure this is handling a 100-year storm 
event for those 3 chambers and that there is no increase run off leaving this site 
post development. Also, I have heard some discussion about the trails, open space, 
and buffering. We are proposing at trail along the north side of the road. The road 
right of way was widened along this section. The Saratoga right of way is 60ft, but 
in this proposed development we are proposing to bring the right of way all the 
way up to the edge of the back of the properties. What that will do is provide 
additional 35ft of land along there, for (A) provide a buffer to those lots and also be 
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used for the trail there which will then continue on with an easement to connection 
to the parcel to the East if there is ever any future trail connections or development 
for that.  Going back to lot 1, Lot 1 right now there are no plans for development, it 
is unknow what it would be, there is no timing or anything like that. That is why 
there is nothing shown, there is nothing that has been brought before the board, 
because there are no plans for development for that right now. That is all the 
updates I have.  
 
Chairman Bartow-Mr. Lewis or Joel Bianchi do you have any comments? 
 
Bill Lewis-I don’t have any questions. I touched base with Mr. Heller after the last 
meeting in regard to the gates since he was not here, and we had a brief 
conversation and that was about it.  
 
Joel Bianchi- The only item is in regard to endangered species. I know during the 
open comment period, there was discussion on this matter. I know the applicant 
has coordinated with the State-DEC on this matter and they have concluded that 
there are no endangered species on the site, so as far as MJ is concern, we would 
consider that matter closed under SEQRA.  
The other item to talk about is that the only other change was that they were 
providing crash gates to continue fire access.  Depending on how the board goes 
with this revised concept, Bill and I would want to present this to the Highway 
superintendent to make sure from operations it doesn’t lessen his ability to 
maintain the roadways especially for the winter. Whether he would have to do 
some small turnarounds for his vehicles. But we would wait for the board to give 
the applicant some direction/ feedback this evening. 
 
Chairman Bartow- Does the Board have any additional questions or comments? 
 
 
Ms. VanDeinse- Bill and I had this conversation last meeting, Bill do you mind 
sharing, I had asked you “does it slow down emergency vehicles” you deal with 
emergency services. 
 
Bill Lewis-obviously there is a delay. There is a delay when stopping. Every fire 
apparatus and fire chief in the district that this development is in has what they call 
a Knox key, it is an access key that when a new commercial building is built, they 
are required to put in knox box on the building and that key allows the fire 
department, EMS, Police to gain access to it, to get keys to enter the building. There 
would be similar to the lock, there would be a delay. 
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Chairman Bartow- We have known emergency vehicles to crash through those 
gates as well. 
 
Mr. Lewis- there would be some locking mechanism. Right now, there is one 
approved on Margaret Drive south for the Hutchins Road development. I would 
guess it would be something similar to that. I don’t know what the client is 
proposing to install there. There is a delay, but this would be the secondary point of 
access to this, so there would be 3-point access to the development from what the 
developer is proposing. One unrestricted and two restricted with emergency access 
keys. 
 
Mr. Whittel- you said that the HOA is responsible for the of the gates? Does that 
mean only the maintenance and operation of the gates or does that also removal of 
snow and that type of things around the gate, in order to keep it clear. I have not 
seen your HOA agreement, so I don’t know what your thoughts are on that.  Are 
those roads private or dedicated to the town? Nominally they would be private.  
 
Mr. Heller- yes, right now the proposal is just the maintenance of the gate itself. It is 
not for the snow removal. The intent would be that they would continue to be town 
owned. I know there has been discussions on how snow removal will occur over 
there and ways we can configure where the gate would be located to ease that. Is 
the other one connected to a town road? 
 
Mr. Whittel- I think on the other one that is privately maintained. That is why I am 
trying to understand it fully, if you could figure that out with your client.  That is 
something you have to look at.   
 
Chairman Bartow-one side is. The interior of the development is private roads, 
and they are maintaining them. Margaret Drive is on the other side.  The gate is 
closest to Margaret Drive. There is minimal scraping on the part of the town to get 
the snow out of that side of the gate. Who plows the roads on the Geyser Crest 
portion of this development? Is it the Town or the City of Saratoga? The Main Road? 
 
Mr. Lewis- The Town of Milton plows the road 
 
Mr. Whittel- Also you are going with the standard size road? You are going with 
30ft road? For the main road and for the connection it looks like it is a little wider, 
like oblong, it is not exactly even. Did you give any consideration to make the road 
way narrower? We have done that in one or two other developments. The Main 
Road. In this particular case you might give you a smaller road and more green 
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space. It may work, you may be able to make the road alittle bit of a curve if it 
wasn’t as big. And if you made it similar to that with a cul-de-sac at the end with 14 
houses and you have barriers going to the other development. You would not have 
a lot of people going through. It would just be the people within the development. 
It wouldn’t be a cut through. We also talked about a dual cul-de-sac. Did you 
evaluate it? 
 
Mr. Marsicano- it was an alternate layout of the roadways.  
 
 
Mr. Heller-the main road or the connection? Right now we are showing the 
connection to be 30ft, but there has been thoughts that should be reduced alittle bit 
so people won’t try to drive down there, there will be signage there, but we do have 
to make sure what ever width we make it, that it is adequate for any sort of fire 
trucks or emergency vehicles. They do make little funny shapes at the end there 
and that is just go match the existing pavement, because that is a wider pavement 
at the end of those 2 dead ends right now. The applicate is not here, but I know he 
would not have any issue with that.  Yes, we did, It was my understanding to 
potentially provide cul-de-sacs at the end of these two roads. We did evaluate that 
but it was something that did not work for the developer. Based on the number of 
lots and also bringing in the municipal water and sewer especially to those farther 
lots, it would be a lot more difficult, and it did not work for the developer. 

 
Mr. Whittel-I know this goes against the others, but I like to see all the options. I’m 
not saying I favor any particular one. I am just trying to understand.  Did you look 
at not going out to Rowland and have it just be a continuation of the other 
development. So the entry and exit would be through the other development? So 
we understand we have explored the items and the potentials and possibilities. Not 
everything will be acceptable, and it may not even work correctly with the 
property, and you may not get any real improvement from doing it. Yes, I would 
like to see if it works. It would make your lot in the front bigger. It wouldn’t make 
your cul-de-sac on the other end. 
 
Mr. Heller- No we did not. No that was not explored. I think there would be some 
push back from the public. Yes. Ok  
 
Chairman Bartow-Are you suggesting you would like to see that? One of the things 
with the gates, we had several conversations with the town engineer about this, 
and the comments from the public were, what would the traffic increases be in and 
through this development. Our town engineer said he saw more potential for traffic 
coming from the Crest on to this new road to get onto Rowland Street then he saw 
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from this road to go through the Crest to get to Geyser Road and towards Saratoga. 
This is in part why they are leaning towards the gated and knox box. To minimize 
that pressure. We would see more going to the Town Center than we would from 
the 14 houses. Or traffic coming off Rowland Street trying to get through the Crest 
into Saratoga Springs. The only one we know is the one-off Margaret Drive. Bill said 
they use it on a lot of commercial buildings, and usually it is for entry into the 
building. Sometimes it could possibly be used if you had a gated community for 
emergency services would want access through that gate. Never on a street like 
this. Only one other instance. 
 
Ms. VanDeinse- I don’t know if we know this but, how many developments have 
similar crash gates? I didn’t know if there is any prior to that.  
 
Mr. Heller- I don’t want to speak for the emergency services, but I don’t believe 
their intent is to have these be their primary access to this development. There is 
access of Rowland, visa versa, but what this does allow is, if there is an issue across 
one of these roads and you need to access that, then you do have the ability to do 
that. It gives you more options for that, but not likely to be the primary.  
  
Chairman Bartow-Generally speaking, it is our practice to connect roads when we 
can. This is going to be unique and requiring the gates and the knox boxes. 
Generally speaking, this is something we would not normally pursue.  No, what I 
was saying is that Joel was more worried about the increase in traffic and flow and 
this may mitigate that for all the residents in the new development as well as the 
Geyser Crest Development. 
 
Ms. VanDeinse-Well is that setting some sort of precedent? 
 
Joel Bianchi-I know there was a question on how often this has happened on public 
roads. Since we have been the Town Engineers, I do not recall this occurring in the 
Town of Milton and of the 100 plus subdivisions we have review in the 8-10 years I 
can only recall two instances when this has occurred. One in Clifton Park about 6 
years ago on crescent road exit 8 and I think there was another occurrence in 
Niskayuna off Lori Drive. There was a similar instance, there was a subdivision that 
connected to the dead end, the dead end was always planned to connect or to 
extend, but the compromised from the developer was that he would make the 
connection but it is limited to emergency access. The one in Niskayuna wasn’t 
really a concern with cut through but it was the residents that lived there had come 
accustomed to having a dead-end street and sort of ignored the fact that their 
subdivision had been approved with the connection. And in Clifton Park, off 
Crescent Road, the emergency access was granted as opposed to a formal 
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connection because the connection was clearly going to create a cut through traffic 
from existing subdivisions. It created an easer route to Crescent Road vs. what 
already existed in the development. 
 
 
Chairman Bartow-Does anyone from the board have any other comments at this 
point? There was a couple of things I wanted to go over, because there had been 
questions that have been raised.   
 
1. With nothing being proposed for the front 2.5 acres in the Town Center 

Zoning District are we segmenting the review of this project? After 
considerable discussion with our attorney and town engineer, we would say no.  
The applicant has been clear since day 1 that they have no proposal or thoughts 
on how the Town Center 2.5 acres would be developed at this time.  We will 
reflect that in our record as well as our final FEAF. Any future development 
there is going to have to come back to us and it is going to have to comply with 
our town center guidelines. There are dozens of potential combinations of 
development that could occur that would be permitted in the town center.  But it 
would come back to us for special use a permit and site plan review.  Again, 
another Environmental review at that point, so it is our position that we are not 
segmenting it.  

2. The demolition of the house and outbuildings on the Town Center portion 
of the site requires a Site Plan.  It has been determined by our code 
enforcement officer, no it doesn’t. Our demolition of buildings is covered under   
Chapter 85 of the Town Code relating to Fire Prevention and Buildings. You 
would have to get a permit; it is a ministerial permit. One that is issued before 
then can start the demolition, but it is routinely done. It does not meet our 
definition of “alteration” in Chapter 180 No, pursuant to our zoning and 
alteration or new building in the TC would require a Site Plan, but “alteration” 
does not include demolition.   

3. Regarding Open Space, the Town’s Open Space Plan is very clear. They targeted 
this site for a trail access, which the developer has proposed and that makes a 
connection to a property in Saratoga Springs, largely to the tree nursery, for an 
eventual connection to Woods Hollow Nature Preserve. We have not had any 
conversations with Saratoga Springs or the state regarding that connection to 
this point, but we are getting that. The town board as well as the recreation 
department and the open space plan do not call for any open space recreational 
development or playground infrastructure on this parcel or this part of the 
town. There are plenty nearby. So, we are considering a payment in leu of 
facilities that will come out of this project as well as the trail coming out of it.   
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4. Regarding endangered species, DEC has done its evaluation. Also, natural 
heritage data has been referenced in the environmental mapper. There is no 
indication of endangered species or threat of a taking of an endangered species.  
That is the DEC interpretation and the Environmental mapper, so I don’t know 
where to go beyond that. The DEC letter was dated 12/9/2021 following 
information submitted by the LA Group and site visits prior to that by DEC. 

 
5.   Prior development proposals- I have heard this twice before. I know that Bill, 

the Town Clerk and the planning department staff had gone through our files 
over the years and we never found a formal application that was put before the 
town to have a development reviewed for this project at any point in the past. If 
someone has one, or knows of one, please give us a date or time frame we can 
further look in the archives, but as of now we can’t find anything so I can’t say 
who it was and what the decision was.  
 

Chairman Bartow- Are we prepared to move this project to complete SEQRA and 
schedule public hearing?  If so, I will direct the TDE Joel Bianchi to draft Parts 2 
and 3 of the FEAF. Then consider scheduling a public hearing for our next meeting. 
We would be doing our determination of significance prior to commencing the 
hearing.  We would be able to get a full project up for comments, substantive 
comments on where we could go with this project.  
 
Chairman Bartow-The only discussion we would have, we have talked about you 
possibly looking at the connection not onto Rowland Street. Please let us know if 
that is going to happen, we will reflect something in the public notice that we may 
have another alternative to look at when that comes forward. Please get us that 
information within 2 weeks of the public notices going out to the property owners 
within 300ft of the project.  

 
Mr. Heller- Yes I will 

 
I will entertain a Motion to schedule a public hearing on the 336 Rowland St. 
Major Subdivision for 7:05 p.m. November 9, 2022; Mr. Whittel, Second Ms. 
Padula, any discussion; please poll the Board Mr. Marsicano, Yes, Ms. Padula, 
Yes, Ms. VanDeinse, Yes Mr. Whittel, Yes, Chairman Bartow, Yes 

 

7. Prime Group Holdings-Aircraft Storage Hangar-Site Plan Review and Special 
Use Permit Applications 177.-1-42.1 
 
Chairman Bartow-Next, we have a Site Plan Review and Special Use Permit 
application for a “Storage Hangar” at the Saratoga County Airport.  
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Everyone should have before them: 
 

1. Cover Letter dated 9/27/22 conveying project information. 
2. Site Plan Review application dated 9/23/22 
3. Special use Permit application dated 9/23/22 
4. Short For EAF dated 7/27/22 
5. Site Layout Plan dated July 2022 
6. Proposed Hanger Building sketch dated 9/23/22Lease Agreement dated 

received 9/28/22 
7. Prime Group Holdings Site Plan Maps/Plats dated July 2022 
8. Prime Group Amended Site Plan Map w/ Set Back distances received 

10/12/22 
 
Chairman Bartow-This project has some unique characteristics in that this is a 
building on the Saratoga County Airport. A higher level of government that is 
generally immune from town zoning. The project is however, a private hangar 
being constructed on land leased from Saratoga County. It requires the Milton 
Planning Board to determine if this is a “governmental” project immune from 
zoning or a “proprietary “project on public land that may be subject to our local 
regulation.  
 
This project would also require a height variance for the building so the Milton ZBA 
will be an involved agency. The County would be an involved agency. 
 
I would like our attorney Bill Keniry to advise on how we should classify this 
project and how this project relates to the Governmental Immunity from Zoning 
test. 
 
Mr. Keniry-the first question the board members should raise is whether or not the 
application presents a project that could potentially be immune from the 
application of zoning. The way we generally look at that is if the project represents 
Government undertaking development in the Town of Milton, a government project 
would trigger that initial threshold of potential immunity. There are several factors 
this has evolved, and Chairman Bartow well knows from a historical case out in 
Rochester, town of Monroe, which is an airport base. The New York law evolved 
from that case, a balancing test. There are some unsettled aspects of it in terms of 
where the law stands, has far as who is to do the balancing test and which board in 
some municipalities.  More significantly as it relates to the Prime Groups 
application. Here in the town of Milton our code enforcement office Bill Lewis 
makes that first threshold determination whether or not it represents a 
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government project. Not to speak for Mr. Lewis but having a sense on his thoughts 
on this, it does not appear to be a government project, in fact it looks like a private 
project. I would encourage the board to listen to the applicates presentation to get 
sense of whether or not the determination has been correctly made on the facts. 
The determination has been made on the application and nothing else. 
 
Just if you are trying to think ahead, what happens if a determination is made or it 
is close to that threshold and this is a government project, then in that instance the 
town must weigh 9 factors under the law to make the ultimate determination 
whether or not is a governmental project opposed to private.  
 
Chairman Bartow-We have a representative of the project here please introduce 
yourself and introduce us to the project. 
 
 
Tim Bailey-from McFarland-Johnson, on behalf of Prime Group Holdings. The over 
all view of the airport itself. The project sits in this area along Geyser Road and the 
main entrance road. This is the existing conditions blow up plan of the area. We are 
showing limited disturbance around the whole area, most of it is outside area for 
utility connections, there would be trenches. It is 1.89 acres of limited disturbance 
and 1.25 acres of tree clearing in this location. This is Geyser Road down here, 
Greenfield Ave coming here, and this is existing access with a gate mainly for 
maintenance vehicles and airport vehicles. Based on the location of this project, this 
road will be relocated, as you will see on the next plan. Prime Group is proposing to 
lease .83 acres of land from Saratoga County Airport to construct a 14,560sft 
private airport hangar. We are going to upgrade this road, pave it and have access 
an apron that connects to the existing apron for the plane to get in and out of the 
hangar. We are going to relocate the existing access road around to tie in the back 
here. That gives a 15ft access road, gates will be maintained here. Right now, it is a 
manual gate, but I think it is planned is to have a mechanized gate there once the 
hangar is constructed. We are proposing a 10-car parking lot with an AVA 
accessible space and sidewalks around the entire length of the building. There is 
private access for the owner to get inside of the hangar with his vehicle around the 
back side. This is just an over all grading of the site. This is where we are proposing 
our storm water infiltration basin in this location. Next is the proposed utility plan, 
we are going to bring in water from the existing main point on Greenfield Ave and 
bring it into the building here. Same for electric and gas that is all on Greenfield 
Ave. we are going to bring it all the way in around to the back side of the site. There 
is a trench drain inside the hangar which will tie into a well water separator, and 
then tie into a septic tank and goes into the proposed septic system on site. 
Basically, that is the project. Again, limited existing disturbance area is 1.89 acres, 
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we are going to be clearing 1.25 acres of trees. Within that limited disturbance area 
there is existing .11 acres of impervious area, over all we are proposing a total of 
impervious area of 0.81 acres. The infiltration basin is sized accordingly. We have 
done soil borings at the site, infiltration testing at the site and percolating testing at 
the site for the septic system. Technically the disturbance area is over an acre so we 
will be developing a SWPPP. 
 
Chairman Bartow-Does this require a storm water polution prevention plan, are 
you under an acre? Sure 
 
Bill Lewis or Joel Bianchi do you have any comments at this time? 
 
Bill Lewis- I don’t other than I met with the Prime Group and their representatives 
for the initial consultation. I gave them the appropriate paperwork and here we are 
before the board. 
 
Tim Bailey- I have an architectural view of the hangar if you would like to see it.  
Overall, this is the side facing the existing apron and the airport, our parking lot 
would be over here and access around back for the owner access to his private 
office with a separate toilet and then you have a main entry area in here with pilot 
offices, mechanic’s crew and maintenance offices with a separate bathroom and a 
trench on the side for the septic. The architect gave sample views of the site with 
the building elevations. Yes, and we are asking for 40ft height which is 5ft more 
than allowed. I imagine for this site everything is going to be lit off the building, it is 
such a small parking area. All the lights will be mounted on building. Ok.  
The back side, facing Geyser Road, that will be his private entrance so we could put 
motion there as well. On this map it does not show the Geyser Road, that is why I 
sent the supplemental drawing. From this back corner of the building to Geyser 
Road it is 262.5 ft and then from this corner of the building to Greenfield Ave the 
closest distance is 322. Something. Yes, we are only going to take down what is 
necessary. 
Here is the outline of the existing tree lines, it is going to remain. Just this area will 
be cleared. 
I think that is the counties problem, Prime can’t guarantee that. 
 
 
 
Chairman Bartow- I assume this is going a metal architectural feature siding, 
similar to what they have used before. What about lighting particularly on the 
southerly and East and West sides. We generally like to see the dark sky, downward 
lighting so if you give some consideration to that. And I would like to see that at 
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night that is not constantly lit, maybe motion detected. The people across on Geyser 
Road does not need to see the lights on all the time. Give that some thought when 
you start designing this farther out for us. How are you going to minimize that night 
lighting disturbance. I had a question on the setbacks, if you could go back to the 
drawing that shows the disturbance areas. They sent us a map today and I couldn’t 
print it out big enough to see what the distance setbacks to the airport Geyser Road 
section and to the Greenfield Ave. Can you tell me what those distances are. You are 
intending to leave the existing vegetation buffer between the fence. Some how we 
would like assurance that those trees will be cleared down the road. That whole 
area has been designated the county master plans future aviation  
development. So, we want to see that buffer maintained. I don’t know how you 
work that out. I know we will be talking to the County about that.  
 
Mr. Marsicano- Where is the existing hangar that is there? This is between that 
hangar and Geyser Road? 
 
Mr. Bailey-It is north, up there, yes. It is 110-120ft 
 
Chairman Bartow-the apron that is out there, the little square that he has got, that 
exists. It is coming in just to the South. How deep is your building? It will clear out 
about 200ft of trees. But they are going to leave roughly 150ft of trees. 
 
Does the Planning Board have any comments/questions at this time? 
 
Mr. Whittel-I read your lease and what allows you to open up that area and take 
down the trees and everything? I saw that. But where in the lease did, they give you 
permission to take down the trees? I am just trying to figure it out, because they 
gave you very specific permissions with land and what you can do with that and 
maintaining the outside. But they never said you could remove any of the trees, it 
seems like it was either an oversite or they were just like.  I mean you could remove 
all the way to the road if you wanted. But he is removing more trees than he is 
leasing. I would ask the airport if it is ok, the last thing you would want them to say 
is that “oh I didn’t know you were taking down all those trees”. Will you have any 
visuals of what you think it is going to look like from the road? Will you be able to 
see it from the road? Yes and Yes 
 
 
Mr. Baily-We have to put back to maintain for airport access around the site. I am 
not sure. We are only leasing a small piece. Only to put back the maintenance road 
for the airport. They have the same plans that you do, they were submitted as part 
of the lease. From Geyser Road or Greenfield. Yes, I image you are going to be able 



 

23 
 

to see something. It’s a pretty good distance of woods, but it is not a dense woods 
and you can  see through the woods. There is not a lot of understory in those 
woods, it is a mature forest. For a potential buffer. It is not a monstrous building, it 
is 40ft.  
 
Chairman Bartow-You think it would be in the lease? That is why they are coming 
to us for the site plan approval. Leaf off you will be able to see it. Leaf on the trees 
are taller. The one thing you might consider is up in the area you are clearing out 
but not leasing from the county, is planting some everglades for a buffer. You could 
potentially create a yearlong screening 
 
Mr. Whittel- so that is what I was looking at, was to try to keep so when the folks 
are driving by, one you keep your privacy and for people driving going by, it’s kind 
of looks like it is not there, even though you have this humongous hangar with and 
a fairly expensive aircraft inside.  
 
Chairman Bartow-so in terms of noise when the plane is moved in and out of the 
hangar, when do they fire it up, somewhere on that apron? And there are already 
planes doing that. I am just wondering if people are going to hear airport noises, 
but it is on an apron that already has airplanes on them.  
 
Mr. Bailey-correct, somewhere on that apron. There is another plane off site that 
has to fly here to pick everybody up, and then departs, So this will allow then to 
keep a plane on site and take off. It is going to be very similar to North American 
Groups. Correct. I don’t think it is going to generate additional trips, it is just going 
to be housed here instead of a different airport. 
 
Chairman Bartow-Let’s talk about next steps. I am going to recommend that this 
be treated as a private development subject to our plan use regulations, so we will 
do a site plan review and special use permit for it, because this would be a 
proprietary revenue governmental function on government property. I think it was 
pretty clear in the lease and on the background information. But to get a complete 
application we are going to need a storm water pollution prevention plan, EAF. Joel, 
would you agree that this would be listed as an unlisted action? It is most likely 
going to be that so the short EAF should be adequate. We would like to know that 
the lease has been executed. You don’t have a project if you don’t have a lease. If 
you could please let us know when that is complete. There is no sense in reviewing 
this if you are not going to get the lease. Within your documentation to us I would 
like you to clearly indicate how this falls within the County’s master plan for the 
airport. We did hear back from Mr. Cook at the county, saying that this land was to 
be set aside for future aviation development, the master plan does not exactly call 
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out the particular type of hangars, it does call for a T hangar in 2 other locations. It 
would be helpful for you or the county to give us some kind of documentation of 
how this clearly fits within that master plan and how you see it fitting in there. And 
whether or not the master plan will need an amendment. You can let the County 
know we will want to see a permanent buffer between this and Geyser Road, an 
amendment. I don’t know how that master plan will work like that. Right now it 
doesn’t say that, it says potential building right up to the fence. 
 
Mr. Bailey- I believe that the potential vote is next week. It has not gone through the 
official vote yet.  
 
Joel Bianchi- at face value I would concur with that. The escrow for our review was 
just funded yesterday so we have not started the coordinated review yet. But I 
believe it is going to be an unlisted action. 
 
Mr. Keniry-the lease makes reference to minimum standards that are required by 
the lessor by the County, they are an exhibit, but they are not attached. I think the 
board would like to see what ever those standards are as they pertain to the use of 
the property. 
 
Mr. Bailey-I think once they get the final signed lease agreement those will be 
attached.  
 
Chairman Bartow- The Town of Milton hosts this airport, and we receive nothing 
for compensation, yet we encumber all the dis-appropriate impacts that come with 
this. So, we would like the applicant as well as the County to consider some form of 
community host benefit. We can discuss what that would be. We have obvious 
impacts that no other municipality gets because of the airport. I am sure you are 
aware that there are many residents that are worried about what is going to 
happen with the future of the airport. Should this keep moving forward, I would 
like to see a package of host community benefits.  
 
Mr. Bailey- Correct, Yes.  
 
Chairman Bartow-are there any other questions the board would like to bring up? 
 
Mr. Buckley- Are there other private hangars that have these types of leases with 
the Airport. How much more space is available for these types of hangars. What is 
the term of the lease? 
 
Mr. Bailey- North American’s hangar that is here, has a separate lease agreement. 
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20 years. Yes, there is a lot of impact around here, there would be 230 people in the 
area that would have to be notified. I do not 
 
Chairman Bartow- The flight school also has one. We have not seen those in the 
past, why I don’t know. But I think we want to make sure we see this and we are 
setting a precedent now that if it is going to be a proprietary function. We are going 
to say our regulation land use laws are why. Quite a bit, there are several hundred 
acres. If you look at the airport all across from the west side of Greenfield Ave, 
almost to the run way, all that is designated as future aviation development. If you 
go to the Eastside of Greenfield Ave, there is future dedicated aviation development 
coming from the North and there is a strip of non-aviation development, which is 
reference potential revenue raiser for the County, so they can put other uses there. 
We have some that are outlined in our zoning. You could see retail, transportation 
services, office space. In our opinion those would be proprietary use. Right now 
some uses that they envision, may not be in our permitted in our airport zoning 
district. We probably should be talking to the County about that. There is a lot of 
concern with the development all the way up to the fence. There is a very thorough 
master plan. There is an active group that is fearful of the expansion of the airport. 
How they feel about hangars and other things I don’t know. I have never interacted 
with that group, but I am sure there are many people that have concerns. 
 
 
Mr. Whittel- 20 years with a 20-year renewal if both parties agree. Do you know if 
your lease is different than North American’s? Specifically, your clause 18 in your 
lease, which states you are not exempt from any taxes or laws. The County seems to 
be giving the community the right to tax it. We have to understand what that means 
in your lease, what the town can do with that.  Check your lease because your lease 
talks about what you are allowed to have for signs  
 
Chairman Bartow-We have asked our accessor to take a look because I think in 
order to tax traditionally there would have to be a separate SBL. You are not doing 
a subdivision so you would not have a separate SBL. We are asking our assessor 
what our options are, and we can talk with the County about that. It is the building 
not the land, you don’t own the land. What do you think your next steps are?  
Are you going to have a separate sign for this somewhere near the airport sign. We 
have a sign ordinance too. We will want a plan to show it if there is going to be a 
sign.  Please keep in touch, we ask that materials be submitted 2 weeks prior to the 
meeting.  
 
Mr. Bailey- we need finish up the SWPPP and get that submitted, the signed lease. Is 
there anything else you need? I think it is just that back entrance, they are coming 
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in that back entrance. There is going to be a gate there. I don’t think there is a plan 
for a sign.  Yes, as soon as the SWPPP is done and the lease we will get it over to 
you.  
 
Bill Lewis- I think that was it, once the board gets a final list, we will get it out to 
you.  
 

8. Adjourned 

Is there anything else to be brought before the Board this evening? 

I will entertain a Motion to Adjourn at 8:36 p.m.; Mr. Whittel Second; Ms. 
VanDeinse, all in favor signify by saying Aye. 


