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1. Pledge to the Flag 

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

2. Chairman announcement(s) 

I have a couple of announcements.  First, there was one slight change to the agenda 
sent out on July 27th.  We received a last minute but on time packet for the 336 
Rowland St. Subdivision.  You all should have received a revised agenda including 
this project. 

Second, on July 25th I participated in a meeting regarding public water supply for the 
Town of Milton.  As the Board knows we have a patchwork of public water supply 
within the Town of Milton, serving primarily parts of the R-1 zoning district.  There 
are two Water Transportation Companies and water supply provided by the City of 
Saratoga Springs and the Village of Ballston Spa through what can be referred to as 
“Service Agreements” or Town Water Districts.  At this meeting we began to talk to 
the attorneys, the engineer, the town representatives, and Bill Lewis. Asking, what do 
we need to do to be consistent in the way we review projects, assuring we have the 
right districts.  Probably in a couple of months Bill will be able to give us alittle more 
details of what is out there and give us strategies. This is all very preliminary and will 
likely take some time and resources. 

Third, on August 2nd developer Dave Trojanski sponsored a tour of the proposed 336 
Rowland Street Subdivision.  I was able to tour the property with Mr. Trojanski, his 
engineer Doug Heller and Bill Lewis.  There was no quorum of the Board present, we 
did not take any action on the project and did not discuss anything other than the 
layout of the project.   

As I mentioned last month, we are looking at attending training being sponsored by 
the Association of Towns.  Meg Soden and I are both looking at the October 6th 
training in Lake Placid on short term rentals.  I believe we are looking at a day trip 
but if anyone else is interested please let Patti know ASAP so she can make 
arrangements. 

Finally, the Town Personnel Committee is soliciting letters of interest for the position 
on the Planning Board left by the resignation of Pat Collins. One applicate is being 
proposed to the town board, they will be making a decision on August 24th. Jeff 
Buckley is here tonight observing.  There is also a public hearing on August 24th for a 
zoning change for farm animals on lots less than 2 acres, also amendments to section 
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63 of the town code regarding animals. That will be at 6:30pm, and they will also be 
on Zoom.  

That is all that I have for announcements. 

3. Approval of minutes from July 13, 2022  

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

for our July 13th meeting.  I will entertain a Motion to approve the July 13, 2022, 

Planning Board meeting minutes; Miss Stevens, Second Mr. Whittle, any 

discussion, or changes; please Poll the Board. Mr. Marsicano, Yes, Ms. Padula, 

Yes, Ms. VanDeinse, Yes, Miss Stevens, Yes, Mr. Whittle, Yes, Mr. Lebarron, Yes, 

Chairman Bartow, Yes 
 

4. Public Comment 

We will open the floor to public comment.  We do not have any scheduled public 

hearings this evening so this will be the only opportunity for public 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 your name 
and interest in making a comment. 
 

I would also ask that we are limiting 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 
 
Dave Morris:  I was here at the last meeting and here again about the 336 Rowland 
Street Development. I spoke with DPW Saratoga. We looked through the property, 
and even they said the same thing. You guys are going to bury us with water. They 
are working on a plan to redo the Saratoga Section. I am here to tell you guys again 
that even though you redid the Ballston section, it still floods. I can show you 
pictures and videos. I have 60 years of evidence against you right now. If it 
proceeds there will be a lawsuit. I just want to put it on record. Saratoga is already 
aware of it, also there will also be a handful of people coming hard at you. We are 
done playing games.  You don’t know what it is like to have other people’s laundry 
and sewer water in your home time and time again. I have lost thousands of dollars 
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and insurance companies won’t even come near me because of this. And next time I 
am going to own this building if it happens again. 
 
Margaret McHale – 76 Margaret Drive:  I’ve been here before. I am not an engineer, 
but I have looked over the plans and the July 27th letter that was submitted. I don’t 
want this project to go through. I was looking at the town code and the people of 3 
Neighbors, Margaret Drive, Geyser Crest and Heritage Hills will be severely 
impacted by this project. I hope you take that into consideration. Also, the traffic 
study they did said there would not have any impact. Have they considered people 
taking short cuts through the Crest and Heritage Hills to get onto Rowland Street. I 
think that would really impact your traffic. On the schematic for the front property, 
they have it marked as lot 1. The plan is to knock down those buildings. according 
to what I have read, if you knock those buildings down you have to have a plan in 
place, and I did not see a plan in place for that lot. The up-front area is 2 ½ acres 
and according to the district schedule of area and bulk regulations, if you have  2 ½ 
acres there could be 16 units, which is 34+ units someone could build a high rise 
with apartments. That would give you a good base for taxes.  There are beautiful 
places up on West Ave and Weibel Ave. There could be apartments on top and a 
store or restaurant on the bottom. Which would be beneficial to the town. Lastly, I 
have a petition signed by the residents and I will be adding to it. I think it is 
important for you to listen to your residents that are here now. There are other 
planning boards that have turned down projects because of the residents’ 
complaints and concerns. I hope you take them into consideration. I also have a 
couple of articles that I will leave for the board to look over.  
 
Terry Scotti - 4 Fawn Drive: I believe whole heartly of what Margaret said. 
Regarding the traffic- I cut through the Saratoga end of the crest to get out faster. If 
I go that way, what is to say someone else goes the other way to Rowland Street. 
Your traffic studies don’t consider that human nature will always take the path of 
least resistance. Please take that into account.  
 
Dave Marks - Burning Pines Drive:  I have concerns about the project I think it 
should be a nonstarter. My main concern is the through traffic. I spent my whole 
career at the DOT main office in Albany. I think you can take the traffic studies with 
a grain of salt. Because it is necessary for Burning Pines and Red Coach open for 
Emergency Vehicles for turning around. I would propose putting in gates on each of 
the dead-end streets and just have them available for emergency vehicle use only 
and that would solve the whole through traffic problem. 
 
Kathy Hawk- 21 Fawn Drive. Did only board member tour the area? I think it is 
very important for every planning board member to walk that, to see exactly what 
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is going on. The maps are great, but you really can’t get a clear picture on how this 
development and these roads are going to affect the people who live right near 
there. I have never been on a planning board and I don’t want to tell you how to do 
your job, but I don’t see how you can make an informed decision if you don’t 
actually see it in person. I would really recommend that everyone see it. I collected 
photos from the neighborhood and there is quite a lot of wildlife there that would 
be displaced.  
 
I would ask the board to think about if this was your neighborhood that has been 
impacted like this, again you really need to see it in person and see where these 
houses are going to be and the impact of the through traffic. I guarantee you would 
say it was not worth it.  I would just like you to put yourselves in our place when 
you are deciding on this. 
 
Chairman Bartow: Mr. Trojanski sponsored the tour, and I was the only board 
member that attended.  I would like to mention that the tour was very short notice 
because we were trying to fit it in before this meeting. Mr. Trojanski has and will 
offer other opportunities for other board members to tour the property.  

 
Ms. Williams - 16 Fawn Drive: The latest schematics that I have seen, show the 
elevation of our property being straight across, that is incorrect.  My property goes 
at an angle, are they planning on cutting off part of my property to keep the line 
straight. Also, all of the water is coming our way if that topsoil is flattened.  I really 
ask that you think twice before you put this development in.  Mark talked about 
displacing people in the 2 neighborhoods. I know my neighbor said they would 
move also there was a couple on Red Coach that was very upset because of the 
NAPA building going up and them not being notified. They have only been here a 
year and now they have this coming too. They have a young family and they don’t 
want the traffic and they don’t want to see the NAPA in their back yard. Mark is 
right it is going to displace families  
 
Margaret McHale – 76 Margaret Drive: I have contacted Brenda Howe with a FOIL 
request looking for information about when this project came before the Board 
years ago and it was rejected.  I think the Board should look at this information, 
apparently there was a good reason for it to be rejected.  What is different now?  
 
Mark Wilks – 12 Fawn Drive: Since the last meeting that I spoke at, I have had the 
opportunity to take a walk out on the property of this project.  As a child, I played 
on that property.  The drawings online that I have seen, show removal of trees 
about 35 feet from my property line. It appears like we are cramming houses in this 
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small area and disrupting two neighborhoods.  Maybe the developer can utilize the 
frontage on Rowland Street in a commercial way to generate money.  I would 
appreciate the consideration of each of you going to the property and walking it.  
The reason they are putting houses on one side of the street is because there isn’t 
that much room back there.  This property has been on the market for years and 
the price has been reduced multiple times.  The reason it has been on the market 
for so long is because it is not a desirable property.  I support progress but 
disrupting these neighborhoods is not good.  
 
Chairman Bartow:  We are aware of the FOIL request, up till this day we have been 
unable to find the past project.  It has been referenced that it was in 1989.  
 
Ms. Williams - 16 Fawn Drive: I think it was 1989. They wanted to put Senior 
Housing on this property with CDTA access for the residents and that didn’t pass.  
We have a quiet neighborhood and developing this property has been a concern of 
ours for years.  There needs to be compromises so that no one’s property is 
affected, or no one is displaced.     
 
 
Public comment closed at 7:24. 
 

 

5. 426 Geyser Road – Clapper – Special Use Permit and Site Plan Review - Application 

– 190.- 1-30.2 – Continuation 

Chairman Bartow: Our next order of business is the continued 
review of the proposal of John Clapper for a Special Use Permit and 
Site Plan Review at 426 Geyser Rd.   
 
We now have a proposed 20” x 12” barber shop on the front of the lot 
in partial compliance to Town Center Guidelines and there remains 
the conversion of the rear building to a four-bedroom residential 
unit. 
 
Everyone should have before them: 
 

1. Site Plan Review Application dated 4/26/22 
2. Special Use Permit Application dated 4/6/22.  
3. Short Environmental Assessment Form undated. 
4. Agricultural Data Statement dated 4/22/22, not necessary. 
5. Building Plan dated 3/9/22 
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6. Warranty Deed dated 3/27/14 
7.  Mixed Use Plans dated 3/9/22 
8. Correspondence from Spa Septic Tank dated 7/6/22 
9. Updated Site Plans dated 7/6/22 
10. E-mail from Jason Singer dated 3/7/22 
11. Revised Site Plans dated 7/21/22 
12. Revised Site Plan Review Application  
13. Revised Special Use Permit Application 
14. Agricultural Data Statement date 8/3/22 
15. Short Environmental Assessment Form updated 8/3/22 

 
Jason Singer-Responding to last month’s meeting. We are removing 
the dog wash from the project because it is not a permitted use in the 
town center district. We are using the old existing building for 
residential use for Naval personnel who are in the area for 9-12 
months. Building a new building up front for a barber shop, 10ft from 
the front property line to meet the town center guidelines. We showed 
you floor plans of the front building and the rear building. We can 
reuse the existing septic system and well. We will be landscaping 
around building. Parking in the back for residential use.  
 
 
Chairman Bartow: This is the fourth proposal for a site plan and 
Special Use Permit for this property.  Yet we still do not have a clear or 
complete application.  I’m glad to see the updated EAF applications 
gets us a step closer. The barber shop up front helps meet some of the 
town center guidelines. The single-family residential use in the rear is 
not a permitted use in the zoning for town center. There has been 
some explaining that this might be a rental, more like an apartment 
situation, but it looks like a single-family use. 
 
Mr. Singer- The idea is not for a single-family use. It looks like it in the 
plan. The plan is to rent it out to naval personnel. We would classify it 
as a long-term extended hotel.  Which is a permitted use. People are 
just here temporary.  
 
Chairman Bartow: I don’t think there is any way we can guarantee 
that is going to be the outcome. Its not a hotel. It looks like a single-
family residence. It gets frustrating when we continue to have these 
projects that by the regulations and standards, we can’t approve it. If 
you want us to make a decision, I can poll the board.  
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You can come back as many times as you like; we just need a complete 
application, and it needs to come into compliance of the town center 
guidelines. We can’t approve something that does not come into 
compliance for use or activity. All four has been in that circumstance. I 
can empathize, but we are not going to have any choice. 
 
You have corrected most of it with the updated applications. Some 
concerns about the septic and capacity. We have had the town center 
for about 20 years, it is written very stringently that when there is a 
substantial modification or new building it has to be brought into 
compliance, I get it. It is a high bar, but we have had dozens of projects 
come in and done it. It is very hard for us to deviate from the 
standards.   This project clearly exceeds the threshold to come into 
compliance. Our hands are tied of what we can and cannot allow. 
No there is nothing that requires that you have to connect into public 
system.  
 
Your inspection of the septic is stating that it is functional and 
adequate. 
 
Ms. Stevens- your EAF says residential right on it. The previous use 
beauty school to residential it does not say extended stay hotel. 
 
Ms. VanDeinse-I am not comfortable with that. you have done a few 
projects in our town center I encourage you to continue to look at our 
code and our town center guidelines. If you have any questions, or if 
you are not sure, I would call our Building Department. That would be 
very difficult to enforce and keep up on. I understand your idea but 
due to our codes we would not be able to approve that. 
 
Mr. Singer: I know there is no guarantee, but that is the intent. Maybe 
we can put it in writing that this cannot be used as a single-family 
residence. If it is not voted on tonight, can we come back a fifth time.  
We have gone through a few different options.  What else is 
incomplete with the application?  Regarding the septic. There is 
nothing in the standards that we must connect into the public system. 
We have done calculations that it is large enough to handle the use.  
 
No Motion made.  
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6. 323-325 Rowland Street Garage – Site Plan Review – 190.10-2-10 & 190.-7-7 – Continuation 

Chairman Bartow:  Next, we will continue our review of a Site Plan reviews for the 
Rowland St, Garage at 323-325 Rowland Street. 
 
Everyone should have before them: 
 

1. Site Plan review Application dated 5/25/22 
2. Site Plan dated 5/23/22 
3. SEAF dated 5/25/22 
4. Transmittal Submission dated 5/25/22 
5. Project Narrative dated 5/25/22 
6. Preliminary Plans dated 10/13/21 
7. Site Sketch dated 3/23/22 
8. Site Sketch dated 3/23/22 
9. Site Profiles dated received 6/23/22 
10. Property Deed dated 9/8/88 
11. Sketch site Plan dated 7/5/22 
12. MJ engineering review #1 dated July 5, 2022 
13. Historical Town documents of the Rowland St. Garage from 2014 
14. E-mail from Brenda Howe dated 6/9/22 regarding early minutes and 

records from 2014. 
15. SCPB Referral dated 7/22/22 
16. Street Renderings stamped 7/27/22 
17. Fire Apparatus Access Plan dated 7/27/22 
18. Revised Site Plans dated 7/27/22 
19. Revised Project Narrative Dated 7-27-22 
20. SEAF Part 1 dated 7/27/22 
21. MJ project review #2 dated 8/9/22 

 
Dave Kimmer-ABD Engineering and Tim Baber- Rowland Street: We were here last 
month presented plans for the Garage to remove their existing office building at the 
front part of their property and replace with a new 6600 sft office and garage. We 
made several changes to the plan per the TD comments.  

Tim Barber- On the front, from your recommendations we added the stone veneer 
front and added the canopy that goes all the way from the entry side to the back 
side, for a more office type look. We added a window bay, architectural panels 2 
tone doors, gooseneck lighting just to dress it up.  
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Chairman Bartow: Are there going to be any down lighting in the awnings.  

Tim Barber: Nothing is proposed yet.    

Chairman Bartow: Joel has all your comments been addressed?  

We don’t expect any problems. We want agreements. 

Joel Bianchi-Yes with all the revisions they have made there is no need for 
variances.  They addressed the parking. If the board decides to take action on this 
tonight, it should be with conditions of them receiving certain letters from Heritage 
Spring for sewer and water. Those approvals should be in place prior to the plans 
signed by yourself, this will avoid any confusion in the future. 

Ms. VanDeinse- Thank you for adding the awning, we did not talk about it, but I 
think it brings it to pedestrian scale. Which is a big point of our town center 
guidelines. I appreciate that you guys did that. 

Mr. Labarron-The 2-tone siding is very nice and the darker overhead doors. 

Ms. Stevens- I think you are going to need lighting underneath the awning by the 
front door. 

Mr. Barber-There will be lighting at the front door. We did not light the whole 
awning.  

Mr. Whittle- We really appreciate the work you guys did to dress it up, I think it is 
going to compliment the other building. 

Chairman Bartow: Any other comments or questions from the board? 

I’d say we have a complete application, so I would like to complete SEQRA.  This is 

an Unlisted Action under SEQRA, and I will entertain a Motion for the Town of 

Milton Planning Board to declare Lead Agency Status; Mr. Whittle, Second Ms. 

VanDeinse, any discussion; please Poll the Board. Mr. Marsicano, Yes, Ms. 

Padula, Yes, Ms. VanDeinse, Yes, Miss Stevens, Yes, Mr. Whittle, Yes, Mr. 

Lebarron, Yes, Chairman Bartow, Yes 

 

I’ll now read the SEAF Part 2 Impact Assessment questions. There are 11 questions. 
If anyone one has anything different than what I am recommending, please stop me 
and we can discuss it. Does anyone have questions or comments? 

Having identified that there are no or only small potential impacts which can be 
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mitigated, I will now entertain a Motion that the proposed project will not 

result in any significant adverse environmental impacts and the Chair is 

authorized to prepare and sign a negative declaration for SEAF Part 3; Ms. 

VanDeinse, Second Ms. Stevens, any discussion; please Poll the Board. Mr. 

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

Whittle, Yes, Mr. Lebarron, Yes, Chairman Bartow, Yes 

 

Lastly, I will entertain a Motion to schedule a public hearing for the Rowland 

St. Garage Site Plan for Wednesday, September 14th at 7:04 p.m. Mr. Whittle; 

Second, Ms. Stevens any discussion; please Poll the Board. Mr. Marsicano, Yes, 

Ms. Padula, Yes, Ms. VanDeinse, Yes, Miss Stevens, Yes, Mr. Whittle, Yes,  

Mr. Lebarron, Yes, Chairman Bartow, Yes 

 

7. 336 Rowland Street – Trojanski – Major Subdivision – 190.-7-9 
 

Chairman Bartow: This evening we have some updates to the 

proposed major subdivision at 336 Rowland St., we are not really 

going to take any action on this or make any comments on this at this 

point.  We still need to receive the complete application and 

commence it for later review.   

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 
 
We have not completed the coordinated review on this project, and I will 

entertain a Motion directing the TDE to commence a coordinated SEQRA 

review asserting the Town of Milton Planning Board as Lead Agency; Mr. 

Whittel, Second, Ms. VanDeinse. Any discussion; please Poll the Board. Mr. 
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Marsicano, Yes, Ms. Padula, Yes, Ms. VanDeinse, Yes, Miss Stevens, Yes, Mr. 

Whittle, Yes, Mr. Lebarron, Yes, Chairman Bartow, Yes 

 
Chairman Bartow: We are nearing a complete application for this 
project.  All documents received to date are posted on the town web 
site.  The most significant product we need is a preliminary 
subdivision plat completed by a licensed surveyor.  Does the 
applicant believe that they can have this submitted I advance of our 
September meeting? (8/31/22 submission deadline).   
 
The applicant has also received an email outlining some technical 
items as identified by our TDE.  I expect that these will also be 
detailed in a second TDE correspondence in the near future.  I would 
encourage the applicant to stay in contact with the TDE to ensure that 
a complete application is completed prior to the Boards action on 
SEQRA. 
 

No Motions Made 
 

8. 209 Stone Church Road – Milton Solar farm Project – Coordinated Review – 176.-2-21 

Chairman Bartow: Next, we have the continued review of the Milton Solar Farm at 
209 Stone Church Rd.  There had been some delay on this project for completing 
our Coordinated review under SEQRA and for the applicant to work some things 
out with the neighboring property owners.  The applicant has revised their site 
plan and now needs to go before the Zoning Board of Appeals for area variances.  
The PB, however, has declared itself lead agency under SEQRA and we need to 
complete SEQRA before the ZBA can complete its review.  The ZBA has held open 
the Public Hearing until we had a complete application.   

Luis Torrent:  There have been limitation on what we have been able to do because 
of the wetlands.  With this parcel it has been back and forth with the neighbors, 
Zoning Board and Planning Board.  This project has met challenges.  We have 
produced many options and we think the best option is number eight.  Now we are 
proposing 350 feet not the 300 feet that the neighbors requested.  This will be from 
the boundary to the modules.   In the southern portion where we are neighbors 
with National Grid, we have reduced the set-back from 100 feet to 50 feet.   There is 
one risk and that is if the US Army Corp on Engineers rejects that we can build our 
modules on top of the wetlands.  Others have been granted permission to build 
onto of these wetlands, so we think it will be a minor risk.  To move forward, we 
need the Town to make the connection of the SEQRA review and a determination.  
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Mr. Marsicano:  You are pushing the one side of the panels 350 feet; did you make 
up that loss of square footage by extending somewhere else?  

Mr. Torrent:  Just for clarification, one concern from the neighbors was that they 
wanted 300 feet from the boundary to the modules.  Our solutions were to build a 
berm, install some trees and low shrubs. The neighbor’s preference is to keep the 
trees.  We have reduced the number of panels to keep the trees and reduced the 
project about 8%.  

Mr. Marsicano:  Last time we spoke you were very marginal about profitability of 
this project.  If you are reducing the panels, I think that margin shrinks but you are 
still willing to do this?  

Mr. Torrent: We are committed to whatever works for the community and 
neighbors, that is what makes sense for us.   

Ms. Stevens: How much of the acreage would be in the federal wetlands? 

Mr. Torrent:  I would say 4 acres.  

Ms. Stevens:  If you can’t get granted by the Army Corp, will it still be profitable?  

Mr. Torrent:  I will have to return to you on that. However, it has been approved in 
multiple projects.  We are proposing an area that is brush and low vegetation, not 
mature trees, it should not be a problem.  

Mr. Bianchi: What I can say is the Corp is more in favor of installing panels in a non-
forest regulated area.  From MJ’s standpoint, we have done it.  It is a case-by-case 
basis and each project is different, but they have approved it for other projects. It’s 
not unusual to build over the wetlands as long as it is not forest.  

Chairman Bartow:  Our engineer has completed the coordinated review, and no 

one has objected to it. So, at this point, I will entertain a Motion declaring the 

Milton Planning Board as Lead Agency for the Milton Solar Project at 209 

Stone Church Rd.; Ms. VanDeinse, Second, Mr. Marsicano. Any discussion; 

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

Ms. Stevens, Yes, Mr. Whittle, Yes, Mr. Lebarron, Yes, Chairman Bartow, Yes 

 

Chairman Bartow: I will now read the FEAF Part 2.  Reads questions.  Now I am 

going to move to the questions for Part 3. Having thoroughly reviewed the Full 

Environmental Assessment Form and found there to be none or only small 

potential impacts that can be mitigated or avoided.  Further, having the project 
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address the impacts on the neighboring R1 district.  The applicant has also 

provided the access to the agricultural pasture fields to the South of the 

intersection and power line, the Milton Planning Board sees no need to develop and 

Environment Impact Statement for this project. The determination is that this is a 

Type 1 action and portions of the EAF that have been completed.  The Board is the 

Lead Agency, and I am requesting a motion to authorize the Chair to sign and 

submit this as a Negative Declaration and there is no need to prepare an EAF. Ms. 

VanDeinse, 2nd Ms. Stevens. Poll the Board, Mr. Marsicano, Yes, Ms. Padula, Yes, 

Ms. VanDeinse, Yes, Ms. Stevens, Yes, Mr. Whittle, Yes, Mr. Lebarron, Yes, 

Chairman Bartow, Yes 

 

Chairman Bartow: At this time SEQRA is done and this is a complete application.  The 

next step is to go to the ZBA for a variance.   

 
8. Heisler Road Bridge Re-Use – Special Use Permit – 175.-3-26.131 

Chairman Bartow: Next, we have a new application for a Special Use Permit for 
the repair and replacement of a bridge used as a residential driveway on Heisler 
Rd. (Need 911 address.)  

There is some question as to whether this requires a SUP and Mr. Lewis is asking 
for some direction from the Planning Board.  The project is within the floodway of 
the Kayderosseras Creek, but the bridge does not appear to meet the definition of 
Structure under Chapter 88 – Prevention of Flood Damage of the Town Code.  We 
do not have a designated SUP requirement in our Zoning Schedule of Uses for 
bridges.   

So, it appears that this may not be within the Planning Boards jurisdiction and may 
in fact only need a building permit, but this does raise health and safety issues.  The 
biggest concern is, will this bridge be built and engineered in a way that it can 
handle emergency vehicles, construction equipment etc. That said, Mr. Lewis is not 
an engineer, and he would like engineering assistance in reviewing this.   

My recommendation is that Mr. Lewis secure an escrow estimate from the TDE for 
reviewing the engineering of this bridge and provide any comments or 
recommendations that can be used in issuing a building permit. 

Bill Lewis:  My concern is that the bridge is over 150 years old and was utilized for 
the trolly passage in the 1800’s.  It has been modified without a permit. I am not an 
engineer and bridges fall under a whole different realm of engineering.  I would like 
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to see a report from the applicant submitted to our engineer.  I would also agree 
that an Escrow should be assigned to this project for our engineer, and this will 
ensure that this bridge is safe. This bridge is over a critical stream in our Town.  

Mr. LeBarron: Why do they want to build the bridge?  

Chairman Bartow:  They want to build a house.  

Mr. Lewis:  It is a 19-acre parcel, it is land locked, the bridge is the connection to the 
land without purchasing additional property.  I am concerned is that you need 
something substantial that can support weight.   

Mr. David Waite – Heisler Road: I completely understand those concerns, but I have 
had the bridge fully engineered.  The bridge in its current condition has been 
analyzed by an engineer along with all the necessary calculations. A full stamped 
report has been provided.   

Chairman Bartow:  We do have that and want our Town engineer to look over all 
of that and see if he has any questions. Is this for the construction of 1 residence or 
would you be adding additional development.   

Mr. Waite:  Just one house. 

  

9. 503 Geyser Road – Community Emergency Corps Milton facility – Site Plan Review Application – 
Special Use Permit Application – Minor Subdivision Application – 190.-7-5 

Chairman Bartow: Finally, we have applications for a minor subdivision, special 
use permit and site plan review for new Community Emergency Corps facility or 
EMS Ambulance Facility on a subdivided piece of the Town property along Geyser 
Rd.   

Everyone of should have before them: 

1. Site Plan Review Application dated 7/14/22 

2. Special Use Permit Application dated 7/14/22 

3. Minor Subdivision Application dated 7/14/22 

4. SEAF Part 1 dated 7/22/22 

5. Milton Ambulance Center Neighboring Parcels Map dated 7/12/22 

6. Site Plan Maps dated 7/22/22 
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For the purposes of SEQRA this is an Unlisted Action, and I will entertain a Motion 

for the Town of Milton Planning Board to declare Lead Agency; Ms. 

VanDeinse. Second, Ms. Stevens, any discussion; please Poll the Board. Mr. 

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

Whittle, Yes, Mr. Lebarron, Yes, Chairman Bartow, Yes 

Matt Brobston – LA Group: II represent the Community Corp.   I am going to turn 
this over to Ray, he will give you a background of what they do, how it effects the 
Town and the need for us here.   

Ray Otten – 16 Middlebrook Ave:  Community Corps has been around since 1966, 
we have always serviced the entire Town of Ballston, Town of Milton and the 
Village.  We are a volunteer-based organization, who has grown in the county over 
these years.  We are one of the largest employers, the Town we are second.   We 
generate about 36,000-man hours a year of coverage.  We are your primary 
ambulance service.  We have been studying our call long and where the calls come 
from.  To provide the best patient care in Town we need to be in the most center of 
where our calls are coming from.  Since the Town of Milton has increased in 
building, we are finding that our call base has changed.  This building is necessary 
because we are out of room.  We can’t even house all of our vehicles.  The new 
building will be very large, but it is what is needed for us and the community. We 
are also dedicating one bay to the Town of Milton to house the Disaster Relief 
Trailor.  This will keep the trailer out of the elements and if there is an emergency, 
the trailer will be accessible.  

Ms. Stevens:  How many vehicles do you have now?  

Mr. Otten:  We have six. This building will have eight bays that are drive thru. If 
something were to happen to Rock City Falls or Ballston, we would have the ability 
to house some of their vehicles as well.  I will be retiring, and Ashley will be taking 
my position.   

Mr. Brobston:  Without my images, it will be hard to show you everything so I will 
be condensing my presentation. I want to touch on a few items that I think are key.  
There is a survey prepared, it does show the parcel and the conditions of it.  We did 
our designs off this.  We are trying to be understanding about the neighborhood 
and consider the town Center guidelines.  We brought the building forward to avoid 
any variances that would be required. We realize that we need to improve the 
buffer between us and the neighbors, we will improve what is there.  The special 
use permit that we applied for is because this use is not permitted for this lot in 
Town Center.  I did answer all 11 questions of the narrative for this permit. 
Regarding the site plan application, we have been working with Joel and sent in 
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drawings for this application. We are waiting on his comments.  The escrow has 
been funded. We are trying to get in before the snow falls so we are requesting a 
public hearing.  We will show new drawings at the Public Hearing of the building.  
This will be for any modifications that we have been suggested to do.  

Ms. Stevens:  The access will go out onto Geyser Road, correct?  

Mr. Brobston:  Correct, we would use the existing curb cut that is there now.  None 
of that will be modified or changed.  

Mr. Lewis:  I have meet with the applicant, we went over the process and the 
application.  They are headed in the correct direction.  

Mr. Brobston:  We also walked the neighborhood and reached out to the residents 
to inform them of what we were proposing to build and do.  We left a package for 
all the residents within the 300 feet.  We scheduled 2 meeting (8/14, 8/17) and 
invited each resident to attend so we can answer any questions they may have.   

Chairman Bartow:  Send Sue a PDF of the sub-division plat.  

Mr. Bianchi:  The applicant has submitted more than necessary at this time.  We 
could schedule a public hearing when you feel ready.  This is an unlisted action.  
Item 5A, is the proposed action permitted, it is a public building, amend that to 
“yes”.   

Chairman Bartow: We are classifying this as a Civic building which is a public 

building. We should make a determination of significance for SEQRA.  All 11 

questions are asked and answered.  I will ask for a resolution from the Board 

declaring a negative declaration that this project will not result in any 

significant adverse effect.  Mr. Whittle, 2nd Ms. VanDeinse.  Poll the Board. Mr. 

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

Whittle, Yes, Mr. Lebarron, Yes, Chairman Bartow, Yes.  

 

I will make a motion to schedule a Public Hearing for our September 14th 

meeting at 7:10pm.  Mr. LeBarron 2nd Ms. VanDeinse. Poll the Board. Mr. 

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

Whittle, Yes, Mr. Lebarron, Yes, Chairman Bartow, Yes 
10. Adjourn 

Chairman Bartow: Is there any other business to be brought before the Board at 
this time? 
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There being no further business I will entertain a motion to Adjourn at 8:43 pm; 
Miss Steven, Second Mr. Marsicano, any discussion; all in favor signify by 
saying Aye. 


