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1. Pledge to the Flag 

Ms. Padula would you please lead us in a Pledge to the Flag. 

2. Chairman announcement(s) 

I have a couple of announcements: 

First, regarding the major subdivision for 336 Rowland St., A public hearing was 
scheduled for this project, but the applicant has requested it be moved to December 
14, 2022, to address comments received from the Town Designated Engineer. 
Hearing will be re-noticed, and adjacent property owners will be mailed notices in 
advance of the hearing. 
 
Second, Town Attorney Jim Craig reached out to me on November 3rd regarding an 
“amenities package” for the Cisar Planned Development District.  I have asked 
Bernadette VanDeinse and John Whittle to work with me on drafting something for 
the Town Board to consider.  We met with attorney Bill Keniry and Bill Lewis on 
November 7th to discuss this; in the next few days we will have something to 
circulate. Just trying to figure out what that amenities package would be, it is 
authorized with in the PDD legislation. 
 
Third, Bill Lewis has been talking to applicants that have been before our Boards 
and with some of the Town Board members regarding how we might improve our 
applications and procedures. Bill and I have been specifically talking about some 
by-laws or procedures that the Planning Board could adopt to improve 
predictability in the project application and review process and expedite project 



 

2 
 

reviews when they have complete applications.  I think over the next couple of 
months there will be something drafted, and we will share with everyone.  Several 
municipalities adopt these guidelines, by-laws about when is a project complete, 
how are we going to proceed with noticing. Put some of that in writing, it is a 
guidance document more than anything for us.  
 
I have been working with the Town Board and some other staff as well as 
Jacqueline Hakes from MJ Engineering on the Route 50 corridor plan and zoning 
amendments. The Town Board has scheduled a public hearing on the Rt. 50 
Corridor Study and proposed zoning amendments for November 30th. The Board 
could conceivably act on these changes that evening.   If you are interested in it, all 
the information is posted on the website.  
 
Finally, the Town Board has commenced a Re-imagine Milton initiative which you 
can find on the web site. There are also cards on the table. They are looking at the 
town center, specifically, they are doing a survey about what recreational usage 
that are in the Town Center, what are people prioritizing, what they want to see 
more of. I encourage you to take a few minutes and look at this on the webpage and 
see what the development is and other amenities you may want in the Town 
Center. If you want to take a look at this, take a survey card on your way out, I guess 
a number of people have done this.  
 
 

3. Approval of minutes from October 12, 2022  

 

Chairman Bartow-Our first order of business this evening is the review and approval 

of the minutes form our October 12th meeting.  I will entertain a Motion to approve 

the October 12, 2022, Town of Milton Planning Board meeting minutes Mr. 

Whittel; Second Ms. VanDeinse, any changes, comments, or additions; please 

Poll the Board. Mr. Marsicano-Yes, Ms. Padula-Yes, Ms. VanDeinse-Yes, Ms. 

Stevens-Abstain Mr. Whittel-Yes, Mr. Buckley- Yes, Chairman Bartow-Yes 

 

4. Public Comment 
 

Chairman Bartow-We will open the floor to public comment. As noted earlier, we 

do not have a public hearing scheduled this evening so if you have any comments on 

projects or any matter before the Planning Board now is your opportunity to 

comment.   
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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 7:06pm. 
Public comment closed at 7:07pm. 
 

 

5. 336 Rowland Street – Trojanski – Major Subdivision – 190.-7-9- Continue 
Chairman Bartow-Mr. Buckley will recuse himself for this project.  
 
To update our list of documents before us: 
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 
no 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 
41. Correspondence dated 10/5/22 from Mark Wilkes. 
42. Correspondence from Elizabeth Byrne LLC dated 10/25/22 
regarding the HOA 
43. Revised Subdivision plans dated received 10/26/22 
44. Email from TDE Joel Bianchi to Douglas Heller outlining latest 
comments on proposed subdivision. 
45. Email from Douglas Heller dated 10/28/22 requesting a 
postponement of the public hearing dated 12/14/22 
 
As noted, the applicant asked that we postpone the public hearing for this project 
until December 14th.  We have had several conversations with the Highway 
Department and our Town Engineer on the project and on October 28th Joel Bianchi 
emailed the applicants engineer outlining some of our concerns, he has provided 
each of us with a copy of his comments. There are 2 major comments coming into 
play.   
 
The short stub roads that would connect to the existing streets, there are two 
options that I believe the Town will entertain. (1) full access roads built to town 
standards, without any emergency breakaway gates and offered to the Town as a 
public right-of-way or (2) redesign to provide a smaller path, say 8-foot wide with 
gravel on each side to make it a minimum of 20-feet wide with gates. Under this 
option, the path/road and gate would not be in a right-of-way and would be owned 
and maintained by the future HOA. This would be a walking/biking trail connection 
in Rowlands Hollow. 
 
The underground infiltration-Storm water basins as planned to be owned by the 
HOA. However, in discussions with the Town, there is a concern that the HOA at 
some point in the future would have to do a substantial repair or replacement and 
they may not have the resources for that at hand and request that the Town take it 
over. To avoid this, we would like to have an open basin- storm water control for 
this subdivision and that the Town would be willing to take over as public 
infrastructure. That may involve not occurring on that narrow strip of land where 
they were going put the infiltration basins. It would be somewhere else in the 
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subdivision.  I think we can expect a revised subdivision plan before the November 
30th deadline, and we will have that by our public hearing and meeting on the 
December 14th. 
 
Does anyone on the Board have anything else they would want to comment on 336 
Rowland Street project? 
 
Ms. VanDeinse-I know it says we can have either option for that connection. I don’t 
know how the other board members feel to air on the side of the path connection, 
because there is the concern with traffic.  
  
Chairman Bartow-We can indicate that is what the planning board’s preference is. 
The highway department is saying, if it is going to be a public street, then make a 
public street with no impediments, or something different. Or no street that is what 
they were saying. I’m inclined to keep that connectivity it would at least be for 
pedestrians, bicycles.  
 
Ms. Padula- I thought it was about making it for emergency vehicles.  
 
Chairman Bartow-It doesn’t have to be. Bill had raised this originally, he said if we 
connect them, but they didn’t want through traffic we could put knox boxes that 
would allow emergency vehicles through there. That is when the highway 
department said” if you are going to add something that “looks like a public street”, 
“walks like a public street”,” talks like a public street” make it a public street, or 
don’t do anything.  
 
Miss Stevens: so, there is no problem with emergency vehicles coming in off of 
Rowland Street. That would be my biggest concern on it.  
 
Chairman Bartow-it is well within the 19 units on a subdivision currently in our 
code. We had proposed for that to go up to 30 anyways which is the new state 
building code standards. It is well within that.  I have not heard from the highway 
department nor emergency services complaining about that. 
 
Mr. Whittel -I could see it either way, see what one works best for the layout. We 
have not seen their final plans yet. 
 
Chairman Bartow- not yet, so my guess is that we will see these passive 
recreational trails, the one that is connecting up to the tree nursery almost and 
have 2 shoot offs into each one of those roadways that connect. It would not be 
plowed in the winter, none of that. The public can comment and give their 
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preference.  
 

6. Prime Group Holdings-Aircraft Storage Hangar-Site Plan Review and Special Use 
Permit Applications 177.-1-42.1 
 

Chairman Bartow-Next, we have the proposed Special Use Permit and Site Plan for 
the Prime Group Holdings Aircraft Storage Facility.  If you recall at our last meeting, 
we determined that this is an unlisted action for purposes of SEQRA, but we wanted 
this project subject to a coordinated review. We also needed somethings that would 
make this application complete. We wanted to see the lease agreement, which has 
been approved by the County. We have seen the draft agreement, I don’t think it got 
changed, we saw details on the pricing and other things in there. The resolution, 
the County did state it would be subject to the Town review and approval and it 
would also be subject to taxing jurisdictions. Taxing the building itself not on the 
land.  
 
Our Town Designated Engineer is going to commence the coordinated review 
tomorrow, I hope. The goal is that they complete it before our next meeting. So we 
get the 30 days completed, which if he does it on the 10th, then we meet on the 14th 
and then we could make a determination of significance at that time, complete our 
SEQRA and then start our review. Our review is still pending or contingent on the 
ZBA. There is a height variance that as to be done. They could potentially schedule 
their public hearing for their meeting on December 29th, and then we could 
potentially have the project to us for our January meeting. 
 
The ZBA met on October 27th where they deferred SEQRA to the Planning Board 
and await our determination of significance.   
 
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 
9. Email from Tim Daily of McFarland Johnson dated 10/26/22 conveying 
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Saratoga County Resolution 297-2022 from their October 18th meeting 
approving a lease agreement with Prime Group Holdings. 

10. Letter from TDE Joel Bianchi dated 11/8/22 providing their first review of 
the proposed hanger. 

 
Chairman Bartow- Joel did you send the consultant from Prime Group the first 
review? Sue, could you please send Joel the applicants information. Joel is that 
going to be a problem starting the coordinated review tomorrow. Yes, we have a 
full set of plans. Does anyone have anything they would like to discuss.  You can ask 
them now. 
 
Joel Bianchi- I did not, I did not have the contact information for the applicant’s 
engineer. No problem, we have the packets already to be sent out. One question I 
have for the board- did the applicant provide the board a full set up site plans, with 
in the review the only way we found them was that they were within the SWPPP, 
but I never actually saw a full set and wanted to make sure that the board has a set.  
 
John Sulka-Airport Manager North American- when would there be an appropriate 
time to bring up some questions and concerns. We are the lease holder for North 
American, we have been running the airport since 1999. Our biggest question is 
liability. Prime Group has to cross our lease hold in order to get to their hangar, 
ingress and egress from their hangar across our lease hold. I raised these questions 
to the board supervisor on the County level, but they told me to come to you with 
them. The position of the hangar, it sits in the back of our ramp and all of our 
airplanes that we park, we have a very busy, active ramp. In the summertime we 
can get up to 100 jets on Saturday and they all park with their engines facing where 
this hangar will be, so I am just curious how do we handle damage to their hangar 
all the exhaust fumes and gases going into their hangar. All the FOD damage going 
into their hangar, foreign object debris for their airplanes that are in the hangar if 
the door is open. It is going to be off our lease hold, our lease hold is directly 
abutting against. All of the water from our ramps drains to the back, towards the 
proposed hangar. It floods very badly every year, so I am curious if they took that 
into account, because I don’t want us to be blamed for water damage to their brand 
new hangar, that is the way we designed it back in 1999. I don’t know. Our ramp is 
designed to drain to the back which is where their hangar will be and there is a lot 
of water funneling right into their hangar. The master plan is pretty inclusive. Yes it 
does. Yes, I can. With where we park the jets and run them all day everyday all 
summer, I am concerned with the damage to the hangar with all the exhaust gases, 
if they will have any employees in there. No, not where the hangar is located. In six 
months straight up filling that hangar, based on our operations, we physically 
limited with our operation on pavement space and how they chose to orientate the 
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hangar. We were never consulted on this; they just said it was happening. I would 
hate an employee to get sick from the exhaust gas, and ask who’s fault, is it? “Oh its 
North American’s fault, they are parking jets right there”. Yes, I raised this with the 
buildings and grounds committee, which is the guys that are directly involved with 
this and they told me to bring it up with you guys. If their hangar door is open and 
we ask if they can close it, and they don’t want to and we stack jets in front of it and 
something gets kicked into their hangar and damages Mr. Mosers brand new 
gulfstream and now we have a $500,000 bill, for an aircraft that was there without 
our action. We want to avoid that.   
 
Chairman Bartow- the back meaning? Is there a full SWPPP for the whole airport? 
They have to do their own SWPPP, which brings them just of to your pad. Good to 
know. What would be useful if you wanted to write to Joel Bianchi our TDE and 
raise those questions, because he will be advising us particular on stormwater 
aspect of it. If you could get to him what your lease hold boundaries are. I am not 
sure if you have a map of the airport. Does the master plan have all that 
information? Will it have all the lease holds that you have? Ok so we will make sure 
he has that. Can you send him a note? I can actually give you the letter that he 
provided to the Prime Group and then go from there. Is there any other way they 
could orient the doors to the hangar? We do have some comments of that nature 
directed to the County, and we are assuming the County, as the owner of the airport 
is an involved agency. The county legislature did their own SEQRA for the lease 
payment, but I assume somebody in the County is going to approve the hangar in 
some nature, isn’t it? Ok. I would definitely email or TDE. Our attorney is here 
taking notes on the liability, I don’t know if that is us that has to do that. Yes those 
are all good points to bring up.  
 
Mr. Whittel- Would it be helpful to have an understanding of how far their lease 
hold goes? When I looked at their prints it shows their delineation, but it does not 
say who owns the other side. I used the wrong term, leased not owned. You only 
lease up to the pavement? How far is that off the pavement? Roughly. It is pretty 
close.  
 
Mr. Sulka- that is us. Just beyond, they sit right at the edge of our lease hold. 10ft? I 
am super excited to have them there. 
 
Chairman Bartow- The County owns it, he leases it. We have been commenting, 
we want to make sure there is an adequate buffer and retaining vegetation between 
the fence and where the edge of the hangar is going to be because there is a 
residential neighborhood across the street. They are kind of getting boxed in. 
Thank you for bringing up those points. We are only in the review process, the ZBA  
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has to look at the 38ft height, where there is a max height of 30ft.   
 

 
Bill Lewis- it would be on file at Saratoga County. There is a SWPPP for this project. 
The variance is 35ft max and they need 40ft  
 

7. Adjourned 

Is there any other business to be brought before the Board this evening?  There 
being no further business I will entertain and Motion for the Board to adjourn 
at 7:27 p.m. Mr. Whittel; Second Ms. VanDeinse, any discussion; all in favor 
signify by saying Aye. 


