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1. Pledge to the Flag 

Mr. Marsicano, would you please lead us in the Pledge to the flag. 

2. Chairman announcement(s) 

Our Town designated engineer, Joel Bianchi’s, wife passed away on Saturday from a 
sudden illness. They are having services and calling hours on Friday; Bill has details 
on that if anyone is interested.  Our condolences to him and his family, he has three 
kids. Bill did arrange to have an arrangement sent on behalf of the Planning Board, 
Zoning Board and Building Department.  

I met with the town comptroller and Bill Lewis; we talked about technology 
upgrades. We are all getting laptops, shortly after the first of the year. And then we 
are going to be developing a system of automating everything. Start thinking about 
your technology skills and what you need to get them going.  Another thing we need 
to think about, they would like all of us, if you haven’t already done so, sign up with a 
TownofmiltonNY email address, so if you can get that to Sue, Bill or Patti. Generally, 
it is your first initial of your first name and your last name @ townofmiltonny.org. 
For Foil ability they would like us to start using that email address for all town 
related business.  

We will be getting planning submissions electronically, all the packets that we get we 
will get a lot quicker electronically. It is alittle complicated using Google Docs, I am 
sure we will be getting some training on that.  Bill Keniry and I have been talking 
about trying to develop some guidelines and procedures/by laws regarding our 
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processes. So early next year we will be reviewing our application checklists and all 
that.  

Lastly, you may have seen a notice, but the Saratoga County Planning Conference is 
Wednesday, February 1 at the City Center and they are excepting registrations. If you 
are interested you can let Sue know, she and Patti already have a list going. If you are 
interested, it is an all-day event, you can get all your training credit hours in for 2023. 
We usually have a pretty good turnout.  

3. Approval of minutes from November 9, 2022  
 

For our first order of business this evening, I need a Motion to approve the 

Planning Board meeting minutes from our November 9, 2022, meeting; Mr. 

Whittel Second Mr. Marsicano, any discussion of changes to the minutes; 

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

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

4. Public Comment 

 

We will open the floor to public comment. As noted earlier, we do have a public 

hearing scheduled this evening for the 336 Rowland St. Major Subdivision so if you 

have any comments on that project, we will ask you to wait until we open that 

hearing so your comments will be on the record.  If you have comments on any other 

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

comment.   
 

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 with 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 7:05pm. 
Public comment closed at 7:06pm. 
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5. Public Hearing- 336 Rowland Street – Trojanski – Major Subdivision – 190.-7-9 
 

Chairman Bartow Our next project will be the 336 Rowland St. Major Subdivision.  

In a moment we will open the public hearing.  In addition to the 20 documents, we 

had on this project from our June meeting, everyone should have before them a total 

of 49 documents.  Since our last meeting we have: 

 

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  
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 
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comments on proposed subdivision. 
45. Email from Douglas Heller dated 10/28/22 requesting a 
postponement of the public hearing scheduled for 11/9/22. 
46. Revised Subdivision Cover Letter dated 11-29-22 
47. Revised Subdivision Plat Plans dated 11/29/22. 
48. Revised FEAF Part 1 dated 11/29/22 noting no material 
environmental change. 
49. Revised SWPP dated 11-29-22 
 
 
Chairman Bartow- Jeff Buckley will be recusing himself for this project. 
Does the applicant or their representative have an update for the Board at this 
time? 
 
Doug Heller-LA Group, representing Trojanski Builders and Dave Trojanski is here 
with us today. We were last in front of the board 2 months ago, since then there has 
been 2 major revisions to the plan based off of the town comments. The first one 
was that previously all the storm water management was supposed to be collected 
and disposed of with underground chambers. The Town requested for the ease of 
maintance that they be surface basins instead, with the surface basins they do have 
more surface impact to it, so we had to eliminate one of the residential lots. So 
previously there was 15 lots, we are down to 14 lots of those 14 lots, 13 of them are 
proposed to be single family residential lots. The 2 surface infiltration basins will 
be one here and one at the end of the cul-de-sac. So now up to those 13 residential 
lots. The other item that was, there have been a lot of discussion with the board, 
they wanted those 2 connection points. Previously we had full paved access with 
those emergency access gates. The town requested that we just provide gravel 
connections and those gates be located within the HOA land, so it would be clear 
that the HOA would be responsible for snow removal and maintenance of those 
gates. We have moved those gates and we are showing HOA land along the 
northern section there. That will not provide any sort of pedestrian vehicle traffic 
through there but will still provide that fire truck access to budding neighborhoods. 
Those were the 2 major changes to the project., but everything else remains the 
same.   
 
Chairman Bartow Do Mr. Lewis or our engineer have any comments at this time? 
 
Bill Lewis-I don’t have any comments at this time  
 
Jenny Lippman-MJ Engineering- I know Joel Bianchi sent a letter yesterday, I am 
not sure if the applicant received that letter yet. It doesn’t look like any of those 
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comments have been addressed. Yes, that was a big one that jumped out at me. 
Modifying that so those would be on individual parcels that could then be conveyed 
to the town separately, otherwise, I think a lot of it was technical comments on the 
plans.  
 
Doug Heller- Yes we did. One of those comments was regarding the storm water 
basin making them actual lots that would be conveyed to the town. The applicant 
has no concerns or issues doing that. One thing I did forget to mention, one of the 
board members brought up last time that the potential for a loop connection 
through here instead of that connect to Rowland Street. We did study that but the 
issues that we came into were that the actual required radius for that drive is 300ft. 
So we actually could not fit that on this property without starting to cut some of the 
corners to those existing lots there. It is a very large radius to get a solid swoop, we 
couldn’t see a 90-degree intersection there, it seemed alittle awkward. But it was 
something we did study. It was a good thought and comment on that.  
 
Chairman Bartow- Does the board members have any questions or comments at 
this time? 
 
Ms. VanDeinse-just for clarification on your EAF, on page 4 you have 13 single 
family, but you did note a 1 multifamily, are referring to the front lot on Rowland  
 
Doug Heller- Yes, it is not known what that would be. We thought that would kinda 
be the worst-case scenario that it would be multifamily. We have made them 20ft 
wide, that is what we are proposing for those access drives. For these points the 
snow would be taken care of by the HOA. It would have to be removed. The width 
of it was just so a fire truck or ambulance could have access that if they needed to 
instead of something narrower. Yes. I know there is loading requirements and fire 
codes for that. We were envisioning that with the gravel it would be thick enough 
to support a fire truck load for that. Yes, of course. I don’t think the applicate has 
any issues with that and working with the town for that.  
 
Chairman Bartow- I had a question on the pathway connections or the emergency 
access connections. Can you remind me again how wide you have made those. Bill 
have we had any feedback from the emergency services folks, would they like that 
access, is it necessary. My other thought was do we just keep it down to pathway-5 
ft, so it is passive recreational, non-plowed access point. The fear I have if you are 
orienting it to emergency services, one, when it hits the path, it has to go across to 
something that is not 20ft wide anymore. And two, it is never going to be plowed in 
the winter so you are going to have 3-4 months out of the year that emergency 
vehicles would not be able to get through it anyways. Bill, can you confirm that with 
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emergency services if that is essential. If not, we could consider reducing it to just a 
passive recreational trail. 
 
 
 
Bill Lewis -my only concerns I have with a 20ft width is that the basic fire lane is 
26ft by code and what you have for a base you are just doing a gravel pass through. 
You are talking about a 47-ton fire truck accessing on gravel, it probably would not 
be an acceptable method for emergency services. If you are keeping it as an 
emergency access, you would have to meet all the fire code requirements to 
support the largest truck in the district. Our engineer would have to review your 
plan and as long it meets the national fire codes. Yes. 
 
Mr. Whittel-The trail that runs along the top, that may be connected to some trail, 
can you help me understand how it goes around the area there? How are you 
putting it through the storm water. Yes, it does. You said it would be in the future? 
Would that be in an allotment that you would give to the town or an assessment 
fee? 
 
Doug Heller-We are proposing to construct up to Burning Pines at this point, 
beyond here would be the future trail. It would not be constructed at this point, 
because it would be a dead end to adjacent to someone else’s land. Along this 
section here it would run along grass area and then bumps out on the outside edge 
of the cul-de-sac itself. There is a curve and then we would have the trail. And then 
along this section here, it is just north of the storm water basin. So it would be just 
outside of the grading area in the flat area around the end section. Does that help? 
It is something we could work out with the town. We kind of assumed that would 
be preferred instead of constructing it to the property line and stopping it with no 
connection point at the end. We did not want to encourage pedestrian traffic to 
someone else’s land, potentially. Again, if it is easier to construct it at this point, we 
could put up some kind of signage, that could also be done.  
 
Chairman Bartow-I think the HOA would have to make sure that it is constructed 
when and if there is a capacity to connect it too somewhere. You can talk to the 
engineer and attorney about that.  
 
Mr. Whittel- I think we should  consider some sort of bond or allotment to allow it 
to be constructed.  
 
Chairman Bartow-At this point I will conduct our impact assessment pursuant to 
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SEQRA.  Our TDE has prepared the FEAF Part 2 – Identifications of potential 
impacts.  I will review the 18 categories of impacts.  If any member of the Board has 
questions or additional information or wants to make a comment, please stop me 
and we can clarify. 
 
Chairman Bartow He reads the FEAF Part 2 (SEQRA) does anyone have any 
comments or suggested changes? 
 
Based on the assessment of potential impacts I will entertain a Motion noting 
that the project will result in no significant adverse impacts on the 
environment and the Chair is authorized to sign and issue a negative 
declaration and supporting findings; Ms. VanDeinse Second, Mr. Whittel any 
discussion; please Poll the Board Mr. Marsicano-Yes, Ms. Padula-Yes, Ms. 
VanDeinse-Yes, Ms. Stevens-Yes Mr. Whittel-Yes, Chairman Bartow-Yes 
 
At this point we will open the public hearing for the Major Subdivision at 336 
Rowland St.  As noted earlier, 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 with your name and interest in making a comment. 
 

If you would like to comment, please come up to the dais and state your name and 
address.  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 hearing opened at 7:22pm. 
 
Terri Scotti- 4 Fawn Drive-when we first started this back in June, I asked that you 
work with the surrounding communities to mitigate the impact of this development 
on the established developments. I have not seen that happen; I am sorry to say. I 
am going to wind up having a road in front of my house, which is Fawn Drive and a 
new road behind my house, which is going to be approximately 30ft from my 
property line to the center of that road. Now you are adding a pathway, which leads 
to nowhere, that the Town is excepting money instead of green space. I am upset 
about that. I haven’t heard from the developer and how they are going to replace 
the vegetation that they are going to disturb. There is a grand oak tree that I don’t 
want to see destroyed. I haven’t heard how you are going to protect my privacy. I 
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am waiting to hear on that. I have heard the board ask on other projects ask for 
lighting and how to improve the aesthetics of it. I haven’t heard anything about our 
project, how you are going to maintain the aesthetics of our neighborhoods. I would 
like some feed back instead of a blank stare.  
 
Mark Wilkes-12 Fawn Drive, I wanted to say thank you to James, on the board, he 
seemed to be the only board member that vocalized anything that resembled a 
possible plan B. It seems like these meetings are an afterthought to decide whether 
this is going to happen. So with that said I echo Terri’s comments, we have a 
backyard with trees that have been there for 50 years, there has been no discussion 
about at fence or what the vegetation is going to look like. Basically, we are going to 
be staring into somebody’s front yard now and it is pretty disappointing, that to my 
knowledge only one board member actually walked out and looked at the property. 
I get it with the builders doing other projects in town and you guys have a 
relationship. but it is disappointing. I took a drive and looked around at the 
developments in Milton and I can’t find another one that has a street that has  
houses on one side of the street. That property has sat for 50 years because it is not 
desirable and here we go you are just going to jam them all in there. With that being 
said, it looks like it is pretty much going to happen. On the land North of the road, 
my understanding it is going to be HOA property, so with 20ft or so of vegetation 
that is going to be left there, there are some good size trees. I would assume if there 
ever was a storm and something happened to one of those trees that would be the 
responsibility of the HOA to take care of that. That is something I would like to have 
answered.  My other question is, the two dead ends, if the project happens with the 
emergency gates, it seems with the new plans it has those gates closer to the new 
development. And you talk about snow removal on that side of the gate, my 
concern would be the snow removal on Red Coach and Burning Pines to make sure, 
like you said that there is not snow sitting there for 3 months and if an emergency 
does happen, they can’t get through. Right now, Milton does a quick swipe on that 
dead end, so there needs to be a plan to figure out how that snow is going to be 
removed on the other sides of the gates.   
 
Robert Kingsbury- 25 Burning Pines Drive, I live at the end of the street. I just 
looked at the new plans and had some questions. My driveway happens to be the 
lowest driveway on the street, so every winter, even though I have asked the town 
not to salt so much, because it melts and runs and ends up in my driveway, because 
the road is higher than my driveway. I end up with 4-6 inches of water and turns 
into ice. I am out chopping it or trying to pump the water out, because there is no 
place for it to go. We have lived there since 1977 I have had my backyard flood 
when we had a combination of rain, ice then snow. It was far enough back that it 
did not affect my house, but I can’t tell from these plans if the elevations on side, is  
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the road higher or lower. I don’t know what the storm water management will be 
and how it will affect me.  Are you going to put a French drain in to stop the water 
coming into my driveway. I have a red oak tree; my neighbor has one just like it 
across the street. Mine is scrawny and small because the saltwater runs on to my 
lawn and kills the tree. My neighbor’s tree is fine. There are some unanswered 
questions. I saw this letter to the chairman about the revised plans and #5 on the 
subdivision plat says encroachment of fences on parcels of land of 4 people and one 
of them is me. 5-6 people. I don’t know what that means.  Encroachment should be 
resolved and be removed from subject parcel. Is that my parcel? Does anyone have 
an answer?  It is on the letter from MJ Engineering dated 12/13/22, under 
subdivision plan #5. Hopefully there will be an interaction with me and whoever 
else is effects.  I didn’t see any elevations shots on this proposal, is this 
development going to be higher, lower, level? Is that also going to be a pond or a 
potential pond? So if we have a lot of rain, we have a potential of a lot of 
mosquitoes. 
 
Chairman Bartow-which one is it? 
 
Mr. Whittel- I think he is talking about the fences on the top, I noticed that too. It is 
on these plans here. You can see how they kind of come across back and forth, at 
least on these. And what that comment says, figure it out and resolve it.  
He didn’t say how to resolve it because he doesn’t know if it is exactly on the line. 
That is what the comment is referring to.  
 
 
Bill Keniry-This is a relatively common circumstance that arises in a lot of these 
and it is typically picked up at a higher level concept at this stage in the review. 
From the Town’s perspective it is typically worked out between the property 
owners, but we Identify it at this stage, so there is an awareness of an issue 
potentially.  It is not uncommon to be a fence, pool, swing set, a shed. You can image 
what is found in these contexts. It is usually worked out privately between the 
parties.  
 
Mr. Heller-we are trying to follow the existing grade as much as possible. To 
answer your question- when it gets down here, this is going to be dug into the 
ground and it is going to be lower than the surrounding elements. It is an 
infiltration basin, it will temporarily hold water after a storm but be completely dry 
at all other times. It is designed to infiltrate within 24 hours after a storm event.  
 
Sue Rosenbury-64 Margaret Drive- I wanted to talk about humanity and 
community. It is disappointing that the town regs are so laxed. But you guys are 



 

10 | P a g e  
 

following the town regs so that is ok. Minimal setbacks, loss of green space does not 
seem to be a problem with the Milton regs. I am really disappointed with the 
Trojanski folks. I wrote them a letter, and an email. I did not even get an 
acknowledgment that it was received. No acknowledgement of our concerns until 
today. It feels aggressive in terms of being willing for us to be unhappy. There is not 
a single person that is happy with this. It has lots of problems and I think you are 
souring the relations with the neighbors when you want to be building more and 
more developments. You have lots of developments all over the place, why not try 
to compromise alittle bit.  A more foresighted, a civic minded compromise would go 
a long way. For example, sparing that strip and building out on Rowland, which 
everyone has suggested. I don’t think anyone wants to scuttle the plan to sell the 
place, the seller wants to sell, I get that. If we could revise the plans at all as a 
gesture to acknowledge that this is a huge impact on these neighbors. We are going 
to lose property values, there are flooding concerns with some people, we are 
losing green space, we are losing privacy. That plot did not sell before because it’s 
not developable. As the LA Group is saying, they can fit in the turns for the fire 
trucks, minimal setbacks, it is not suited to build on. We wouldn’t mind some 
thought of concession or two. Could there be fewer houses and more space in 
between each one, could they be shallower plots, so we have a little more forest left 
to the North and the South. Could we not go all the way down that strip, I mean 
anything at this point would make us feel better. It feels like we are bullying 
through this very aggressive development plan to fill in every inch of this tiny 
space.  To cram it in without even a gesture, I think of some kind of partnership or 
community interest in how bad this thing is really going to be, it seems like it could 
be less bad. It would go a long way. It almost feels like we are working with a 
predator instead of a partner and I don’t think anyone wants to perceive that or be 
perceived like that. We would like to have a partner and a business in our 
community, that we are happy to have in our community. Right now, we are just 
feeling shut right out. It’s kind of like an aggressive cold shoulder, that is what it 
feels like. I don’t think that does anybody any good. It’s just a process that has stunk 
up to now, and maybe delay, but maybe not.  
 
Amy Birk- 1 Fawn Drive-I found that state environmental impact statement to be 
questionable because the impact of noise and light in our community is going to be 
a lot. Already in my corner of Geyser crest, that NAPA Store, I drove by it the other 
day and do you know what it says on the building “the area’s largest auto parts 
store in Saratoga County” is that what we want in our neighborhood? That light 
from that store, shines on our little corner of Geyser Crest and they clear cut all 
those trees and it’s awful and that is what we are going to get from this 
development, a whole lot more of awfulness. Has anyone been back there from the 
board and seen what that soil is like? Our soil sand in Geyser Crest. The 
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development on the other side of Margaret drive, Tanager and Cardinal, they put 
trees back there and they all died because of the soil. So what is this developer 
going to have to add to the soil, more chemicals, that gets in our ground water, that 
effect animals, not to mention the effects on the wildlife. I agree with the former 
speaker, it is a beautiful forestry area and it has been left forestry for 50 years for a 
reason, because it enhances the quality of life of the people of the Town of Milton. I 
really feel the board is being short sided with this. I agree it could be done a whole 
lot better and you could have this greater sense of community. We have to ask 
ourselves what we want the future of the Town of Milton to look like. We see other 
developments in our community that are half finished. Is that what we want in our 
backyard, a half-finished development. The building materials right now are very 
high and home sales have dropped because of the interest rates went up. This 
needs alittle more thought, this trains needs to slow down. It could be something 
wonderful, but right now it’s looking like something awful. 
 
Dave Trojanski- I am the president of Trojanski Builders. I do appreciate all the 
comments, I’ll give you alittle background, I have been in the business almost 40 
years now, I’ve done over 1000 homes in the Capital District, and we are very 
proud of the products we have done and the way we have left the developments. 
We do them with consideration with the people around them. We may not be able 
to make everyone happy, but we try to make our developments look good and try 
to take into consideration of the neighbors. I think we not only met the Town 
requirements but also exceeded them. We made the lot size much wider and 
deeper than they need to be. You know the project I am doing down the street, 
those lot sizes are 94ftx110, these lots are 135ft so we are getting space there, 
more than it may look like to you guys. Also the clearing of the land, we always 
encourage our customers to keep trees. Sometimes we have to clear some because 
of grading. One thing in here, and Doug can comment that, because we are keeping 
the grates close, we are going to have a better chance of retaining the vegetation 
around them. The one I am doing down the street has a lot of fill going in there so 
we have to clear cut some of them but we have buffers behind them 100ft on the 
center road to each side, so we do take all that into consideration and I think we are 
jumping to conclusions saying we are not going to do that. That is not true, we want 
to leave the developments looking good. We are very proud with the houses that 
we build, you will be surprised on how much it does not impact the trees and 
vegetation. We do nothing but encourage that. I know where you are coming from, 
and I think you have to give us a chance to get in there and do it. Sometimes 
developments do lean to have stricter measures and clear things out, this one, I 
think will be limited on what we have to do, correct Doug. For an example when we 
build a house for a customer, we get it plotted out there, we walk the lot with the 
customer, we have to clear 20ft around the house because for the impact of that, 
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plus the driveway. We offer them 40ft in the back and then we want to maintain 
trees in the back on the side always, in the front it is sometimes tough. It will be the 
same here, I don’t think it will have a big impact on the grading. On the other side of 
the street, where the path is going, we have to look at that further, but it’s how do 
we leave that? We are going to maintain it with an HOA.  Do we clear some of the 
smaller trees out, and grade it out and plant it so it looks nice and leave the bigger 
trees? That might be a solution and probably will look a lot better when we get 
done with it than it looks right now. Your comments are definitely taken seriously, 
and we will address those concerns. For the impact on the house, one thing you 
have to take into consideration, I know you guys are not sensitive to that but when 
you purchase something, what you have to put in and what we have to get out of it 
financially. We have to make that all work and everyone knows the cost of things 
are crazy. We like to have the bigger lots too and we really went for it in this 
project. Yes, 40ft behind the houses. The HOA will. I will control it until we hand it 
over.  
 
One thing we have found that is more successful, down on Jennifer Lane, one of our 
developments that was in showcase of home this year. Across the way there is a 
row of houses, it is very visible right now, but we are going in late spring and put a 
whole row of trees up there. They will grow 15ft-20ft high. We found that is way 
more successful, we got away from putting up fences. Even around retention ponds 
and that sort of thing. We plant pines or arborvitae, or something that is hearty and 
grows well. The developments look beautiful. Rose Terrace is one we did up in 
Saratoga, we lined the entry, the first 400ft with white pines that was 6 years ago 
and now they are 24 ft tall. Around the retention ponds and in between people, we 
really got away from the fence thing and encourage people to put then in and 
people we work with, and we can help with that. You are going to let that unfold 
because we don’t know exactly what we are going to have there until we clear it out 
and what we have to do. Like on Jennifer Lane, now that we see what we have, we 
are going to put in 100 ft of trees to give the neighbors their privacy and also the 
people that are there, for the over all beauty of the development and for the people 
that were there before us. So, we do encourage that. Yes 100%. 
 With the customers we work with we always encourage them the to do 
landscaping. I guess over the last few years we have seen in the building business, 
since covid, people are putting a lot more attention on what they are doing in their 
yards. Everyone is going to these much more elaborate plans in their yards and 
privacy because they are staying home more. We encourage that and we provide 
the architecture people to work with and the opportunity to do that. We 100% 
encourage that.  
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Ms. Scotti- You mentioned a 40ft setback. I live right here #58. How much distance 
is going to be between my property line and the edge of that path you are 
proposing. I thought to the middle of the road is going to be 30ft from my property 
line. Can you tell me what the setbacks are going to be. Who is going to maintain the 
path. If we put up a fence and I know this is not your concern because you’re not 
going to be part of the HOA. Who will be responsible if my fence is defaced because 
you have a public pathway? But it would not be defaced if we did not have that 
public pathway there.  That is reasonable. Please correct me if I am wrong, the  
Town code states any new developments have to have sidewalks, is the true? Why 
does the pathway have to be? Why can’t we just use sidewalks on the other side 
where the people’s homes are? Why can’t you use the sidewalks that could be put 
in put in front of those homes and let them be impacted by having the public 
walkway instead of in the back of my property. That is the compromise, we are 
asking for something, try to understand where we are coming from. Our quality of 
life is being impacted, now I have to put up a fence, which is only can be up to 6ft, 
my son is 6’4, anyone can look over it. My privacy is being impacted by this. I know 
it doesn't bother you because you are not going to living there. So you will work 
with us? 
 
Mr. Heller- From the edge of the road to that rear property line is 50ft. So the path 
is looking like it is going to be about half way through there, I don’t have that off the 
top of my head, but property line to the edge of the road is 50ft. The HOA will 
 
Chairman Bartow-Bill did you have an answer for that? 
I think it can be up to a 6ft fence on the side or rear lots. That is not necessarily 
true. Our open space plan had specifically identified the opportunity for this lot to 
connect to the property adjacent to it, which is the Saratoga Tree Nursery I believe. 
And then eventually down to Woods Hollow Nature Preserve. The open space plan 
has been asking for that for about 8 or 9 years now and this specific parcel was 
contemplated.  
 
Mr. Lewis- Correct, the fence is the responsibility to be placed on the person’s 
property and is to be maintained in a safe, orderly fashion by the resident that puts 
the fence up. If the fence is defaced, obviously that is your responsibility. Anything 
that you put up on your property is your responsibility. Why would it be defaced, 
Maam? We tell people when you put a fence up, by our code you can put it on the 
property line, but if you go on the other side of the fence to maintain it,  you are 
trespassing, so I our department if someone calls us about a fence, you should put it 
on your property at least a couple of feet so you can get around it to maintain it. 
You shouldn’t put it on the property line. If you have a fence that is in disrepair you 
are trespassing if you are on that side. So, it is your responsibility if you are putting 
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something up to maintain it in an orderly fashion. We don’t require fence permits 
but we have fence legislation the maximum height is 6ft and frontage to the road, 
but if you put something up you are responsibility to maintain it.  
 
 
Resident in audience-the privacy idea would work instead of the path that Terri 
was voicing her concerns about. I like your idea of the trees, I think that would be 
more acceptable, rather than this community path.  
 
Chairman Bartow-The path is going to come in to connect the 2 roads that go into 
the Geyser Crest, in effect create that connectivity and it would benefit more than 
the residents. Regarding to the lighting, we did put in a comment in the 
conditioning, that the builder considers dark sky downward lighting on the houses 
that does not mean that he can’t control someone 3 years down the road to putting 
a spot light in the back yard to light up their back yard or pool. But we have factor 
that into the design with the exterior lighting.  
 
Resident in audience-I did not see anywhere in the documentation about the size of 
the homes as far as the square footage. 2 Stories? I appreciate your comment about 
the possibility of putting trees there, that sounds like a give and take. We will have 
to see how it shakes out. 
 
Dave Trojanski-we had talked about 1700sft to 3200sft, very similar to what we are 
building down the street. There will be ranches, 1st floor masters and 2 story. There 
is a lot of different ways with the LED lighting, and he landscape plans that we get 
away from those type of lights. I think I will surprisingly make you happy. 
 
Resident in audience- How much space will there be between the back yards and 
Margarite Drive? Will there be trees along the line? 
 
Doug Heller- On Margaret Drive I chose the house that was closest to the back 
property line. On Margaret Drive the existing homes are about 70ft to their rear 
property line and there is a 50ft building rear set back on that, so that is the very 
furthest you would be able to push a house back there. That is what Dave was 
talking about, encouraging those homeowners to try to save that buffer up there, 
because those lots are alittle bit deeper there more potential for that.  
 
Chairman Bartow-you guys will have to come back. You have some adjustments 
that have to be done. We can close the public hearing which will start the 62-day 
clock  
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Bill Keniry- the applicant will be aware that they have a “to do list”, so if they get 
close to the clock, they can ask the board for an extension.  
 
 
Chairman Bartow-I wanted to say several of these set back considerations, 
vegetation considerations, lighting considerations, landscaping considerations have 
all been a detail discussion with the developer, and the board.  
I know sometimes it doesn’t feel like we have mitigated but this is a project that is 
permitted in large measure in the path, and we have done a lot to try to address 
some of the comments and concerns and so has the developer. I just wanted to say 
that before we close the hearing.  
 
Chairman Bartow- I would like to Entertain a Motion to close the Public 

Hearing for the Major Subdivision on 336 Rowland Street; Ms. Stevens Second 

Mr. Whittel, any discussion; Please Poll the Board. Mr. Marsicano-Yes, Ms. 

Padula-Yes, Ms. VanDeinse-Yes, Ms. Stevens-Yes Mr. Whittel-Yes, Chairman 

Bartow-Yes 
 

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

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.  Our Town Designated Engineer 
commenced the coordinated review on November 9, 2022.   
 
This project also requires an area variance from the ZBA.  The ZBA met on October 
27th where they deferred SEQRA to the Planning Board and await our 
determination of significance.  They have put them on their schedule for a public 
hearing for December 29th. New material we received since we last met are a letter 
from our TDE dated 11/8/22 to potential involved agencies expressing the Milton 
Planning Board to be Lead Agency for the project. An email from Tom Borosen date 
12/9/22, conveying the lease information we have asked about. We will formally 
refer that to our counsel, and we will get back to you on that.  
 
We have a representative here this evening for an update. I know we had some late 
communications today, about responses to the November 8th memo, so hopefully 
you can address some of those items and we move forward with this. Why don’t we 
hear from you at this point and then we can complete our SEQRA. Yes we did get 
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them.  It is more importantly that we get something in writing. Is that the light plan 
you had given us? And the red is the reachable lighting. so they are Southernly, 
Easterly and Westerly edges.  
 
Tim Bailey-from McFarland Johnson, on behalf of Prime Group Holdings. One more 
piece of information I think we submitted was the lighting plan, I think that was 
submitted a few weeks ago. Again, apologizes for not responding for those letters, 
we should have had this all done. We just received this letter yesterday. Going 
through these comments, there is nothing earth shattering, and we can address 
them. I can go ahead on each comment and address them verbally if you prefer. 
There is nothing in here that we do not disagree with, and it will be easily 
addressed. Just one big concern was about the lighting near the residents, in the 
rear of the property. The lights that are put in the back of the building, were put 
down as 10 ft height and they are all dark sky to make sure they are not putting 
light on the properties. Correct. The red indicates where the limits are, the lights 
are around the site. So here is the back up site here, it is just barely getting light 
across the road. The tree line is going to remain here. Very limited impact on 
lighting. Yes I was on Zoom. Correct and that is all accounted for in our Storm water 
infiltration basin. So we are going to collect any storm water that is coming towards 
our building. There will be a concrete apron going up into the hangar itself and the 
building will be elevated above that apron, so the water is not running into the 
building. The maximum we can go generally for a plane is 2% grade up into the 
building. Say your 10ft wide apron you’re only going up .2ft, which is alittle less 
than 3-4 inches. Yes we have. It is in our SWPPP. Those are airport maintenance 
vehicles. That is the private entrance for the owner. Correct he will pull in right into 
the hangar 
 
Chairman Bartow-Does the board have any comments? And I think he will have a 
garage for that so there will be no parking back there.  
 
Mr. Whittel- I am not sure is you were here for the last meeting and heard the 
comments. The biggest comment that was brought up was about water. I 
recognized that this is an issue that you have your spot and they have their spot. 
But what Northern was saying, and we do need to deal with this particular issue is 
that the water from the whole apron rolls towards your building that you are 
putting in.  All I wanted was to make sure we show somewhere on the plan of how 
that water is coming off of that apron and going around and not going into your 
building. I could not tell from reviewing your stuff as to whether you’re channeling 
the apron in front or what you are doing or putting a tile in order to do that. How 
far up will you go? Have you done the water sheeting and the evaluation yet? So 
you can see if you can handle everything that has been coming off that. I have not 
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seen that data. I know you did not build it, but this is the situation we are in. 
 
Mr. Marsicano- What kind of vehicle will be used on the road to the south of the 
hangar. 
 
Chairman Bartow- let’s move onto the SEQRA determination of significance. We 
have completed our coordinated review pursuant to SEQRA so I will now read the 
questions associated to the SEAF Part 2 – Impact Assessment. There are 11 
questions. Chairman Bartow Read through the 11 questions.  
 Chairman Bartow-does anyone have changes or comments on those? If not, There 

being no moderate or large impacts associated with this project, I will entertain a 

Motion that the Chair of the Milton Planning Board be authorized to complete 

and sign the SEAF Part 3 – Determination of Significance and indicate that we 

have determined, based on the information submitted, that the proposed 

action will not result in any significant environmental impacts; Mr. 

Marsicano, Second Mr. Whittel, any discussion; please Poll the Board. Mr. 

Marsicano-Yes, Ms. Padula-Yes, Ms. VanDeinse-Yes, Ms. Stevens-Yes Mr. 

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

 
Chairman Bartow- at this point we have to wait for the December 29th public 
hearing and the ZBA decision. In the meantime, if you could respond to the 
engineers’ comments. I know we are concerned about the vegetative buffer that 
will continue to exist on and beyond your leased area, I am not sure what 
communication you have had with the county. We really would like that to remain. 
I know that is going to be a question that will come up and we expect that. The 
applicant is telling us that there will be a total of 1.2 acres  of trees taken down 
where the plane hangar will be  and the surrounding parking and driving area. 
Approximate 100ft between the edge of that disturbance and the fence. They are 
suggesting that a 100ft of trees be left along Geyser, but that is on County property. 
We have asked the applicate to talk to the County on how they might get some 
insurance that those 100ft of trees would remain. Eventually there will be a public 
hearing on this project, so you and other residents will have an opportunity to 
comment.  All the documents for this project are on the town website. You can see 
all the plan submission, all the comments that have been received, all the 
environmental impact documents. They are all on the town website. There is going 
to be 2 public hearings. One for the variance and one for the special use. No, the 
ZBA is being asked for a variance on the height of the building from 30ft to 35ft. A 5 
ft variance and that is the only scope of their decision. If they grant that variance it 
will come back to us for a full site plan review and special use analysis. Then we 
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would also have a public hearing at that point. And that would be a more subsitive 
review, we will be looking at a lot of different things, the lighting, the aesthetics, the 
only thing we would not comment on is the height. 
 
Tim Bailey, we can talk about that, we did show trees back here just for as a 
potential buffering, if we need it. They would be willing to put trees in the back. If 
the County wanted them taken out, we can always put something in. The ZBA is just 
for the variance. 
 
Tony Lucada, I have a question about the vegetation, a lot of trees have been cut 
down because of this airport situation. Unnecessary trees. And now at the 29th 
Zoning meeting they want to raise the height of the Prime building. I am totally 
against the building going on town property. How many trees are they going to take 
down this time during this project? What about the trees on Geyser Road, are they 
going to stay? They tell you one thing, and they say another. I have been through 
this airport issue with McFarland Johnson over the years. One thing is said and they 
do something else, I just hope you can stop them from cutting more vegetation 
around. I know alot of residents are up in arms about losing anymore. The zoning 
board’s letter is very vague, a lot of people don’t even know what it is about. So the 
only public hearing your going to have is for the new height for the building, 
nothing else? 
 
 
 

7. 6654 Middle Grove-Austro Solar Farm-162.-1-24-extension for Special Use 
Permit 

Renesola Solar has requested an extension of the Special Use Permit for their solar 
farm at the Austro Landfill.  If you recall, we first approved the Site Plan and Special 
Use Permit in August 2021.  They then requested an extension six months after that 
until December 8, 2022.  Unfortunately, Mrs. Austro has passed away and the 
applicant has been delayed while the family settles the estate. They haven’t been 
able to get this project done. What I would suggest that we consider an extension of  
6 months, that is the way our special use permits go, they can always come back if 
they needed another one   

I will entertain a Motion for an extension of the Special Use Permit for the 
Renesola Solar project at 6654 Middle Grove Rd. from December 8, 2022, to 
June 8, 2023; Ms. VanDeinse Second Ms. Stevens, any discussion; please Poll 
the Board Mr. Marsicano-Yes, Ms. Padula-Yes, Ms. VanDeinse-Yes, Ms. 
Stevens-Yes Mr. Buckley- Yes Mr. Whittel-Yes, Chairman Bartow-Yes 
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8. Route 50 Corridor Plan and Zoning Amendments 

Chairman Bartow-As I said in an email earlier in December, the Town Board has 
referred the proposed Comprehensive Plan amendment and proposed zoning 
changes for the Route 50 Corridor for our comments.  My hope is that we can 
discuss this tonight and I will allow for more comments until December 20th then I 
can covey a final set of comments by December 26th in advance of the Board’s 
December 28th meeting.  Does anyone have any comments? What they are looking 
for is do we have comments on the proposed content amendment and also on the 
zoning study. No, just what ever was sent to you. Ok, lets take a look. So these 
footnotes don’t match the existing, when all they wanted to add to the existing 
footnotes. -Yes at is in part because all of us don’t necessarily have the most current 
codes. Yes he is looking at 180-6 the Area and Bulk Regulations. They have made a 
change by inserting footnote 4. And then what happened there was other footnotes 
in the code in the R2 that are not there now. And there are not in the right 
numerical order. I get what you are saying Jeff, I think it is a simple fix. You made a 
good point.  They had originally suggested that first floor commercial and 2nd floor 
residential. It can happen if a builder decides to do that. They can flip it, they could 
separate them. The goal is to somehow blend commercial and residential 
potentially in a single project, but it doesn’t have to be rigid in how you do it in that 
way, pushing out to the road. We had some developers that were talking to us early 
on, saying we have a hard time getting lenders to lend money for those type of 
projects because they are not being very successful elsewhere. So don’t tie our 
hands, let us be creative with the design.  We can give you the intended mix, 
because they like the mix as well, so that there be commercial services that are 
beneficial to residents that might live near there, they might be on the same site, 
but they don’t have to be stacked in that building. 

Mr. Buckley- is there a more recent draft? The footnotes do not make sense.  The 
footnote was inserted, and it does not take into account some of the other 
footnotes. I am looking at 180-86 so it doesn’t make sense. If you look at the town 
center maximum tracker height it says 50, referencing footnote 6 in the proposal 
and then you look at footnote 6, its talking about open space incentives and really 
in the existing version footnote 6 say no more than 3 stores shall be in located in 
maximum height. So what they should have done was to add it to the end not insert 
it in the middle. Also, we refer to outdated versions of the code sometimes. Yes it is 
good to have that footnote inserted at the end and trying to put it in the middle and 
mixing everything up. We shouldn’t have a code that doesn’t make sense. 

Bill Lewis -is he referring to our code book? From the 35ft to the 75ft? 75ft set back 
50ft. Ok, I will talk to Jackie, and we can readjust that.  They wanted to make it 
more inviting for residential applications. It is a commercial and mixed-use 
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application. After the Rt 50 Corridor Study, the comments from the public were 
they wanted to see more pass of recreation, a cleaner entry and allow more 
residential. There is no residential currently in the commercial transition zone. 
They wanted to invite builders and people that own those properties to have the 
residential aspect of it. So Commercial mixed-use district is to have that residential 
as it is compared to right now it is a commercial transition zone, it is strictly 
commercial. You are modifying the district to allow the residential aspect of it. With 
that there is a fine line of how much commercial, how much residential. We kind of 
addressed that with the density and the applications. There is a substantial amount 
of property that could be built out. There is the Sunmark property, Loya/brierwood 
property and the New York Development behind the Trojanski project. At the end 
there is a 5-acre parcel that can be built out, that is a wooded area right now. Their 
objective was to try to make it a more presentable entry to the Town of Milton from 
the village and Saratoga. That is why they did the round about with the passive 
recreation path and the trees. That was the gage when we met with the engineer 
and the committee for the zoning changes. The uses varied alittle bit we went 
through the uses and thought some of the uses that weren’t allow in that district we 
put into it and allow the residential aspect of it to help spur that area.  Pizza Hut is 
in the Village of Ballston Spa. The line goes from Spa Motors then goes diagonally 
and it cuts across and hits the tail end of Parade Ground Village it’s a direct angle to 
the village. The Town property line is further on the East side than the West side. 
Out property line dissects behind Coles Collision and runs down North Street and 
goes over to Saratoga Ave. We have several houses on Saratoga Ave that would 
appear to be in the village, but they are not. That came up when they wanted to do a 
commercial building on site but keep it separate from the residence. That 50ft 
buffer is so that the commercial building could be built at the 35ft set back as 
proposed and then if they wanted to put a 3-story building, a 35ft building with 
trusses your are at about 50ft. right around a 45ft. but it allows It to have that 75ft 
set back off the road, so you are not getting that appeal of a Ellsworth commons or 
a downtown Saratoga, where you have a massive building right up next  to the road 
frontage. You have a commercial building or application that is 30ft high here, and 
then you have a larger building here.  

Mr. Whittel- what is the theory around changing the name of the zone? Is the Pizza 
Hut included in that. We had that issue come up when the commercial and 
residential when we were dealing with the property over here. I don’t remember 
the name of the building that the Bogosian’s were trying to do. Where we talked 
about the level of commercial and the level of residential.  

Ms. VanDeinse- There is also heavy incentives from the state for certain housing, 
and the developers are more interested in the housing than the commercial aspect.  
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Chairman Bartow- My comments deal with actually getting the amenities, the 
sidewalks, curbs, they were talking eventually getting a median on Rt 50 and a 
roundabout on the Northern end. We have absolutely no control over those right of 
ways, it is State of NY on Route 50. Saratoga County on Northline Road. If we do 
some of those things, who is going to maintain them, how are we going to deal with 
that stuff, and I don’t know if we’re ever going to materialize the detailed 
information that we are going to need to start making that happen as quickly as we 
are going to get projects. I think with the changing of the zoning we are going to get 
projects, but we are not going to have all the answers to questions that come up.  
What are we going to about trees, streetlights, curbs. Are we going to be able to 
establish lighting districts? And never see it materialize without the details. We 
don’t have any of those engineering details at the moment. I think we could see a 
project next Spring and we are not going to have what we need. Look what we had 
to do with the cigar shop, they might do a round about we might get sidewalks, so 
we have this soft agreement, not really a condition or a decision, but says I will 
work with to give you that space, and the current owners says they will do that. If 
you recall when we did the Town Center, we started out with these individual 
requests and we had periods of time where we had sidewalks to nowhere. It went 
around Cumberland farms and the pizza place and then it stopped. And then we 
had another stretch down another segway in front of a building that was built, 
eventually the town got a grant and was able to finish all those off. I don’t think the 
County or the State is going to allow us to do a “hodgh podgh approach” early on.  
Do we want to put in place bonding, that say we will give you a bond to pay for 
these future things, when and if they materialize at some point in the future? That 
is going to be hard to do.  I think what Saratoga has down South Broadway in front 
of the National Museum of Dance and Spa State Park. It goes roughly to the Honda. 
They got a huge grant from the State. You are correct, and one day if they go 
forward with those substantial improvements that’s a nine million dollar round 
about, we are not going to pay for that, the county is not going to pay for that.   The 
State has a lot of IRA money coming down, and a lot of transportation money. So 
advocating for a project now, the county did put in intersection improvements on  
67 and 50, and Northline and 50, they got funding for 67 and 50, but not for 
Northline and 50. I think we have a lot more work to do, to get the County and the 
State prepared to advocate with us to getting those projects done. And then we 
might see some money flow that you could get a gateway type of thing.  

Ms. VanDeinse- Saratoga Springs, on Route 9, the did gateway planning and it 
panned out well. I think we are special enough; we deserve gateway planning. I 
don’t know how to do that, but I would really like to highly incentivize people or 
encourage them. I would like to move us in that direction. I don’t know if that is the 
answer, but I think it would be absurd to have it hodge-podge.  
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Mr. Whittel-Should we put in put in a recommendation to the Town Board that they 
get some kind of fund for that area. 

Chairman Bartow- I think we are going to need some guidance. They are going to 
have to think about how we are going to exact potentially funds from developments 
that are going to occur and bank it and then we can start talking about establishing 
districts, trees, lighting, sidewalks. In the event it starts happening.  I don’t know if 
they have thought about it completely. Barb have you guys had that level of 
thought? Doesn’t the county water come in. It has always been a thought to 
potentially extending that up Northline. A couple of developers have already talked 
to us. I don’t think they know all the consequences. If we have the infrastructure, it 
becomes more attractive. They said they will put sidewalks in, they did not want to 
put them in until we knew what we were going to with the intersection.  

Barb Kerr- Recently I have thought about it. Is there water and sewer up Route 50? 
So from Northline South those are septic? Those are things that have to be looked 
at.  And that is enough to care of all. Yes, are they going to have the water, sewer 
hook ups. I know one will, but I don’t know if they go farther down towards the 
village, they have the infrastructure for it for commercial.  

Mr. Lewis- there is village water, sewer goes to Stewarts and Northline. At 
Northline Road the sewer main runs under the road. It is septic to Parade Ground 
village and beyond. The water structure is there. The 24”or 36” water main runs 
right through the village to the Lowell street pumping station. The County water is 
on the other side of the railroad tracks, runs through the Zim Smith Trail. You have 
Hoffman’s car wash in Saratoga that water is supplied by the Village of Ballston Spa. 
That is another day, anther project, I think MJ and the Town are working on sewer 
and water districts, revamping Town Center guidelines, changing some things, 
there is a lot in the mix, it is up to the powers that be to come up with funding so we 
can implement a lot of this. With these Corridor changes, I think there is going to 
spark a lot of growth in the CT. That was for the study and there is some additional 
work that money was spent on. Your funds on that $50,000 are slim to none. 
Because you did a whole survey, MJ did a public engagement survey, all the 
paperwork associated with the changes. $50,000 sounds like a lot but with all the 
engineering cost it’s pretty much gone.  

Mr. Whittel- as far as setting up a zone there, you can set up zone there along with 
this that you have a fund in right, provided it is not already spent, you already have 
the money from Stewarts. Yes it was the way they split it with the $50,000, and that 
was to help with the study, I understand that. I just did not know if there was any 
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money left. I think we should consider setting up something from the people that 
develop because you’re going to need to have that seed money, even if you get it for 
the evaluations to see what you do next. Those numbers are already out. I don’t 
think we would but using this as an opportunity to set up that district and get those 
things rolling if we decide to go in that direction. At least have the discussion and if 
the Town makes a decision that they don’t want to do that, then that is the Town’s 
decision. 

Chairman Bartow- I don’t know if it will have the capacity to say -let’s take the 
cigar shop, we want a 15ft right of way from both entrances to your property, 
Northline and Route 50 so we can continue to put sidewalks in. I think that is what 
the study says, it should be at least 15ft reserved. We could easily get that as an 
easement to go there, but then you start saying to him and then we would like a 
fund. We probably need to have MJ or somebody come up and ask, how much per 
foot would you need in order to do, lights trees, curbs, sidewalks, bike path. We 
don’t have them today; we don’t have them right now. But we could conceivably get 
that. that is a shock when a project comes in next year and five years from now we 
end up spending money on a project the dollars could be very different, but you 
right at least we got something. We have to have some legitimate, rational figure. 
And we are not going to have that in the next month or two. I think what I will put 
in the comments is that the town needs to think about this.  I can put them in the 
comments. It will cost alittle of money to get that work done depending on what 
you want done. We had a conversation the other day, about you can do that 
through, towns can do individual districts, sewer, water, trees, lighting, sidewalks. 
What Jenny is saying now you are talking about 5 map plans and reports, its 
actually 5 districts, identifying the properties that are affected by it. You can start 
collecting money now or we are going to get chunks of money on individual 
projects as they come in. We could do a business improvement district, then the 
property owners become members and you know how cumbersome a bid can be. 
That we you could do it all in there, you can do advertising and all type of things. 
It’s your own creature. 

Bill Lewis-If you put it in an interest baring account you could recoup some of your 
money. Could you do it as a zoning district? Include that as a total instead of having 
the 5 individuals. 

Ms. Van Deinse-I do we get those number, how long would it take? I think it is 
worth doing the leg work and be wise about it. yes we are trying to fight a bid in the 
village. I have a lot of opinions on that, I’ll keep to my self on it.  

Jenny- I think the infrastructure that the Town would need to set up to make that 
happen, it gets complicated. We see this in other communities as well, you except 
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money from one applicant that money has to be used on their property. So, keeping 
track of that, unless you have some kind of district handling fee, like a parks 
district. Then you would have to set up that district and that district takes time and 
you have to record and you have to have all these things in place to establish what 
those fees would be to be used anywhere within that district vs on that particular 
property. That is a huge conversation.  

Barb Kerr-personally I would like to see something done with that whole strip, but 
I want to make sure that when we vote on it, it is done correctly. We don’t end up 
like Town Center with have the lights being private and the other half being town 
and the different water districts all over the place. Those are my concerns with that.  

Bill Keniry-on thing that could push the town. That determines the fees as they 
come through, what do I do with the first application. But it does not solve the long 
term problem.   

Chairman Bartow- so that is a way to get fees. We could end up with a commercial 
building along Rt 50 that is 3ft below the grade level. So I will take Jeff’s comments 
on the footnotes changes and I will add the other comments. This is a nice 
aspirational consensual plan, but number 1 there is a lot of engineering and 
surveying that needs to be done before we can think about it and number 2 you 
have to think about the structure that which we are going get this. What are we 
going to do in the interim, when a new project comes in and try to get things 
reserved and set aside, vs long term sewer, water, lighting etc. I will start drafting 
it, please let me know if there are any other comments. We will see what the ZBA 
does on the 29th.  Bill and I have been talking to the County about the Airport stuff 
trying to figure out the big picture there and we will continue that.  

 Adjourn 

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 8:44pm p.m.; Mr. Whittel, Second Ms. VanDeinse, any discussion; all in 
favor signify by saying Aye. 

 


