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CITY OF GLOVERSVILLE PLANNING BOARD 
 AUGUST 7, 2018 
  7:00 P.M. 

 CITY HALL 
 

 MEETING NOTES 
 
 
PRESENT: 

 
JAMES ANDERSON, CHAIRMAN       

GEOFFREY PECK, VICE CHAIRMAN    
MATTHEW DONDE       
PETER SEMIONE        
 
BRANDON MYERS, BUILDING INSPECTOR   
TRACY GUTOWSKI, SECRETARY     

TOM GROFF, FIRE CHIEF      

SEAN M. GERAGHTY, SENIOR PLANNER    
ALEXANDER TURNER, PLANNER 

 

 

 
I.   CALL MEETING TO ORDER: 
  
      The meeting was called to order at 7:00 p.m. 
 
 
II. APPROVE MINUTES OF LAST REGULAR MEETING: 
 

MOTION :   To approve the minutes to the April 3, 2018 meeting. 
 
      MADE BY : Geoffrey Peck   
      SECONDED :  Matthew Donde 
      VOTE        : 4 in favor, 0 opposed 
 

 

III. PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD: 

 
A. Purpose: 

 
The City of Gloversville Planning Board offers a public comment period at 
the beginning of each of its meetings in an effort to allow the community 
an opportunity to comment or provide insight on a particular land use 
planning and/or zoning issue in the City.  This comment period is not a 
public hearing and the Planning Board asks that you save comments 
regarding a particular project that is before the Board until the actual 
public hearing on the specific application itself.  The Planning Board also 
asks that you not use the public comment period as a question and 



 2 

answer session since Board members will not enter into a dialogue 
regarding any particular issue. 
 
There was no one to speak during the public comment period. 

 

 
IV. BRIAN DORN – SITE PLAN FOR ARTS CENTER AT 99 NORTH MAIN 

STREET: 
 

A. Background: 
 
Brian Dorn owns a building at 99 North Main Street (Tax Map Parcel No. 
134.18-35-4).  The applicant is proposing to use the building as an arts 
center focusing on providing a venue for writers.  There is a small parking 
area behind the building which attaches to one of the City’s municipal lots.  
There are no exterior renovations proposed for the building.  The proposal 
is essentially a change of occupancy in the building.   
 

B. City Building Inspector/County Planning Department Review: 
 
The City Building Inspector’s Office and the County Planning Department 

have reviewed the Site Plan drawing for Mr. Dorn’s proposed arts center at 
99 North Main Street and have the following comments: 
 
1. How many parking spaces can be provided on the applicant’s property 

behind the building? 
 

DISCUSSION: City Building Inspector Brandon Myers suggested that the 
applicant delineate the parking spaces behind the building.   
 
Planning Board Member Geoffrey Peck pointed out that there are very few 
parking spaces delineated behind the buildings on adjacent properties.   
 
There was then several minutes of discussion concerning the usage of 
parking spaces behind the buildings on North Main Street. 
 
Planning Board Member Peter Semione stated that he felt it would be 

beneficial to designate the spots behind the applicant’s property.  He noted 
that when the Eccentric Club has an event, there are individuals who use 
that lot for parking.  Eventually, Planning Board members felt that in order 
to be consistent with its application reviews, it would require the applicant 
to show and designate, on a scaled drawing, the location of parking spaces 
behind his building. 
 
Mr. Myers then asked that any signage to be provided in the back parking 
lot also be shown on the drawing.      

 
2. The hours of operation for the Arts Center should be identified. 
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DISCUSSION:   Mr. Dorn explained that, during the week, events typically 
occur between 8:00 p.m. and 10:00 p.m., and on weekends, events will 
start in the morning and go until 10:00 or 11:00 p.m.   
 
The Planning Board had no further comments regarding the expected 

hours of operation. 
 

3. The location and design of any new signage to be provided on the 
building should be provided. 
 

DISCUSSION: Mr. Dorn indicated that he would like to eventually install a 
new sign on the front of the building. 
 
Mr. Geraghty pointed out that the sign will need to be approved by the 
City’s Historic District Review Board.   
 
Planning Board Member Matt Donde asked if there was a Knox Box on the 
building?   
 
Mr. Dorn indicated that he did not believe so.   
 

The Planning Board asked that a Knox Box be provided on the building.   
 
Planning Board Chairman James Anderson asked if any new exterior 
lighting will be provided as part of the project? 
 
Mr. Dorn indicated that he did not intend to provide any new exterior 
lighting.   
 
 

C. State Environmental Quality Review: 
 
In accordance with Section 617.5 of 6NYCRR, the applicant’s proposal to 
change the occupancy of an existing building in the City’s Commercial 
District is essentially the replacement, rehabilitation or reconstruction of a 
structure or facility in-kind on the same site and should therefore be 
classified as a Type II Action under SEQR.   

 
DISCUSSION: The Planning Board was comfortable with classifying the 
Applicant’s proposal as a Type II Action under SEQR.   
 
 

D. Planning Board Action: 
 

In accordance with Section 300-12.3 of the City’s Zoning Law, unless the 
Planning Board determines that the proposal may have substantial 
detrimental effects or may cause public controversy, no public hearing will 
be required.   
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MOTION: To waive a public hearing and to conditionally approve 
Brian Dorn’s Site Plan for an Arts Center at 99 North Main 
Street pending receipt of  information concerning parking 
and signage on the property. 

 

MADE BY: Matthew Donde 
SECONDED: Peter Semione 
VOTE:  4 in favor, 0 opposed 

 

 
V. ASANTE SIGN GROUP – SPECIAL PERMIT FOR 

MANUFACTURING/OFFICE USE AT 144 HARRISON STREET: 
 

A. Background: 
 
Asante Sign Group owns or intends to purchase a group of buildings 
formerly owned by Charles Potter at 144 Harrison Street (Tax Map Parcel 
No. 163.9-9-1).  The buildings are on a 5.9+/- acre parcel in the City’s 
manufacturing district.  The group of buildings is arranged in a horseshoe 
configuration.  The middle portion of the buildings is currently occupied 
and will continue to be occupied by Lexington Center for Community Day 

Rehabilitation Services.  The north section of the building, which 
previously received a Special Permit approval for a climate-controlled 
storage facility, will be used for a light manufacturing operation, while the 
south section of the building will be used as office space for the 
manufacturing operation.   
 
For the City’s Manufacturing District, the Zoning Regulations stipulate 
that “the change in use of a building that does not require any exterior 
renovations, is subject to a Special Permit approval by the Planning 
Board.” 
 
DISCUSSION:  Mr. Geraghty pointed out that there does not appear to be 
any exterior changes that will take place on the property other than a 
small expansion of the parking area along the north side of the lot.   
 
Darrin Romeyn, P.E., representing the applicant, indicated that he had a 

conversation with City Building Inspector Brandon Myers concerning the 
parking requirements for the proposal.  He indicated that based on the 
calculations he reviewed with Mr. Myers, he no longer felt that additional 
parking spaces will be necessary.  Consequently, he indicated that the 
parking area will not be expanded.   
 
Mr. Romeyn went on to indicate that Asante Sign Group is currently 
leasing space in the former RCA Building along East State Street.  He 
pointed out that the business does not generate a lot of traffic.  He 
indicated that the company is hoping to expand and eventually have 
upwards of 30 employees.  He indicated that a screened dumpster pad 
location will be provided along the north side of the loading zone.  He 
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pointed out that, as was requested by the Planning Board in a previous 
review, a Knox Box will be provided on the building. 
 
Planning Board Member Geoff Peck asked if there were any emissions 
associated with the manufacturing operation? 

 
Mr. Romeyn indicated that there are some limited emissions that will 
simply be vented from the building.  He pointed out that there are no 
nearby residences that could be impacted by those emissions.  Mr. Romeyn 
went on to indicate that an environmental report of the proposed business 
operation has been prepared.  
  
Mr. Geraghty asked if that environmental report was done for a financial 
institution? 
 
Mr. Romeyn indicated that it was a requirement for the financing of the 
project. 
 
Mr. Peck asked if the existing onsite wastewater treatment system is 
adequately sized to handle the waste that will be generated as part of the 
manufacturing operation?   

 
Mr. Romeyn indicated that he believed it is.  However, he noted that, given 
the fact that the property sale has not yet been concluded, he has not had 
an opportunity to thoroughly examine the design of the system.   
 
Mr. Semione asked if the company would be using a loading dock? 
 
Mr. Romeyn indicated that the company does not have a loading dock at 
its current location but may wish to use the existing loading dock at this 
new facility.   
 
Mr. Semione asked if any additional lighting would be provided near the 
loading dock? 
 
Mr. Romeyn pointed out that the same lighting plan that was prepared for 
Charlie Potter’s self-storage facility is being proposed for this new project.   

 
Mr. Anderson asked if any repairs need to take place along the access 
driveway or parking areas? 
 
Mr. Romeyn indicated that the parking areas are in fairly good shape and 
do not currently need any improvements. 
 
 

B. City Building Inspector/County Planning Department Review: 
 
The City Building Inspector’s Office and the County Planning Department 
have reviewed the Special Permit application for the proposed 
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manufacturing/office use at 144 Harrison Street and have the following 
comments: 
 
1. The location and design of any new signage for the business must be 

noted. 

 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Romeyn confirmed that, as soon as the applicant 
decides on the design of a new sign, he would provide that information to 
the City Building Inspector’s Office.       
 
2. Ownership of the parcel must be clarified.  The Site Plan drawings show 

Beth Potter as the owner, while the application identifies the Asante 
Sign Group as the owner of the property. 
 

DISCUSSION: Mr. Romeyn confirmed that the Asante Sign Group is in the 
process of purchasing the property from Beth Potter.   

 
 

C. State Environmental Quality Review: 
 
In accordance with Section 617.5 of 6NYCRR, the applicant’s proposal to 

use the buildings at 144 Harrison Street for a manufacturing/office 
operation is essentially the replacement, rehabilitation or reconstruction of 
a structure or facility in-kind and should be classified as a Type II Action 
under SEQR.   
 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Geraghty indicated that he did not believe there were 
any other Involved Agencies and, even though an environmental report was 
prepared for the project, it was required as part of the financing of the 
project.  He indicated that he did not believe the project represented 
anything more than the reuse of an existing manufacturing building by a 
new company.   
 
Planning Board members agreed that classifying the proposed project as a 
Type II Action was correct.     
 
 

D. Planning Board Action: 
 

In accordance with Section 300-86 of the City of Gloversville Zoning 
Ordinance, the Planning Board shall fix a time within sixty-two (62) days 
from the day the Planning Board determines an application for Special 
Permit to be complete for a public hearing on the application for Special 
Permit approval.  Consequently, does the Planning Board wish to schedule 
a public hearing on the Asante Sign Group’s Special Permit for a 
manufacturing/office use at 144 Harrison Street? 
 
MOTION: To schedule a public hearing on the Asante Sign Group’s 

Special Permit for a manufacturing/office use at 144 
Harrison Street for 7:00 p.m., September 4, 2018.   
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MADE BY: Geoffrey Peck 
SECONDED: Matthew Donde 
VOTE:  4 in favor, 0 opposed 

 

 
VI. PARKHURST FIELD FOUNDATION – SITE PLAN FOR EXPANSION OF 

LITTLE LEAGUE FACILITY: 
 

A. Background: 
 
Parkhurst Field Foundation would like to renovate and expand the 
Gloversville Little League facility at 54 Harrison Street (Tax Map Parcel No. 
149.17-6-15).  The property is approximately 9.6+/- acres in size.  The 
existing facility has three (3) baseball fields, one (1) softball field and 
several smaller ball fields with a gravel parking area, clubhouse building 
and batting cage.  The proposed redevelopment of the site will leave the 
softball field in its current location and will reconfigure two (2) T-Ball 
fields.  Four (4) new regulation baseball diamonds will then be constructed 
with lighting.  The project will also involve the construction of multiple new 
structures including a stadium, clubhouse, pavilion, batting cage, visitors’ 

dugout, dugout with storage area and a spectator seating area.  Once the 
construction of the ball fields and buildings has been completed, the 
parking lots will be reconfigured and landscaping will be provided.          
 
DISCUSSION: Ron Peters, Center for Regional Growth (CRG), indicated 
that the Parkhurst Field Foundation’s Little League Expansion Project is a 
terrific economic development project for the area.  He indicated that he 
felt the project will be a significant generator of revenue for the community.  
He indicated that the Center for Regional Growth is 100% behind the 
effort.   
 
Dave Karpinski, Executive Director of Parkhurst Field Foundation, 
explained that during his research over the past eight (8) years, he found 
that the Gloversville Little League Facility is the oldest Little League Park in 
the United States.  He indicated that it is the only park where Moonlight 
Doc Graham actually played.  Mr. Karpinski talked briefly about the 

history of the field.  He pointed out that youth sports in this country is 
approximately a $7 billion industry.  He indicated that he felt the 
Parkhurst Field Foundation’s proposal to redevelop and expand the 
Gloversville Little League Facility will have a significant economic impact 
on the area by allowing the community to attract a piece of that industry to 
this new complex.   
 
Chet Szymanski III, P.E., C.T. Male Associates, briefly reviewed the three 
(3) development phases of the project.  He noted that the main field will 
have the same home plate location as the original 1906 field.   
 
Mr. Szymanski then talked about the bio-retention areas that will be used 
to manage stormwater on the project site.   



 8 

 
Mr. Semione asked if there are wetlands on the property? 
 
Mr. Szymanski confirmed that there are Federal wetlands on the property.   
 

Mr. Peck asked how much additional parking will be provided as part of 
the renovation project? 
 
Mr. Szymanski talked about the three (3) parking areas that will be 
constructed as part of the project. 
 
Mr. Peck asked how many of the parking spaces are actually on the Little 
League property? 
 
Mr. Szymanski indicated that there are 33 spaces in the northern lot and 
19 in the southern lot.  He indicated that there are also approximately 63 
spaces on the adjacent property along the FJ & G Rail Trail.   
 
Mr. Karpinski added that there are currently only about 25 designated 
spaces on the Little League property. 
 

Mr. Peck asked what the seating capacity of the new grandstand will be? 
 
Mr. Karpinski indicated that the new grandstand will be able to seat 
approximately 475 individuals. 
 
 

B. City Building Inspector/County Planning Department Review: 
 
The City Building Inspector’s Office and the Fulton County Planning 
Department have reviewed the Site Plan application in accordance with the 
City’s Site Plan Regulations and would like to offer the following comments: 

 
1. Although a significant amount of information has been provided with 

the Site Plan submittal, the sequencing of the drawings makes it 
difficult to review.  The Planning Board would like to see a revised 
submittal include the following drawings: 

 

• Existing site layout 

• Proposed site layout 

• Grading and Stormwater Plan 

• Utilities Plan 

• Landscaping Plan 

• Specification sheets 
 

DISCUSSION: Mr. Geraghty noted that the applicants have presented a 
great deal of good information about not only the Little League project but 
about the history of the Park and the Parkhurst Field Foundation.  Mr. 
Geraghty explained that, given the amount of information that was 
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presented in several different formats, he found it a little bit difficult and 
cumbersome to try to get a full grasp of what eventually is intended to take 
place at the Little League Complex.  He indicated that earlier in the 
morning he spoke with Mr. Szymanski about the applicant’s next 
submittal.  He suggested that the drawings listed above be provided as a 

final submittal.  After a brief discussion, Planning Board members felt that 
this would make their review process easier and agreed that this type of 
format should be used. 

   
2. The Site Plan drawings should also contain a legend. 

 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Szymanski indicated that he could provide a legend on 
the revised drawings. 
 
3. The widths of the access driveways along Harrison Street should be 

identified. 
 

DISCUSSION:  Mr. Geraghty noted that, in the past, the City of 
Gloversville Planning Board has a history of requiring both current and 
new businesses along Harrison Street to clearly define ingress and egress 
points on their property.  He indicated that the actual widths of the access 

driveways along Harrison Street should be noted on the revised plan.   
 
Mr. Myers pointed out that C.T. Male Associates has revised the Site Plan 
Layout since its original submittal and has now provided an access 
driveway along Industrial Parkway that will service the northern lot on the 
Little League property.     

 
4. Rudimentary parking calculations should be provided for the project 

and the total number of parking spaces to be provided should be noted.   
 

DISCUSSION:  Mr. Geraghty indicated that he didn’t believe a traffic study 
should be conducted for the proposal.  He indicated that Harrison Street 
clearly functions at a Level of Service A and he did not anticipate, even 
during very well attended tournaments, that the Level of Service along 
Harrison Street will decrease dramatically.  Having said that, Mr. Geraghty 
pointed out that he felt some basic parking calculations should be 

presented to the Planning Board so that the number of parking spaces to 
be provided as part of the project can be defended. 

 
5. A parking area is shown along the south side of the FJ & G Rail Trail.  

Does the Parkhurst Field Foundation own this property or has some 
type of agreement been reached with the City? 
 

DISCUSSION:  Mr. Karpinski explained that the Parkhurst Field 
Foundation and the Gloversville Little League have reached an agreement 
with the City of Gloversville to use the property along the south side of the 
FJ & G Rail Trail as a parking area.  Mr. Karpinski noted that the property 
could not be deeded over to the Gloversville Little League because of the 
municipal infrastructure that still runs through the property. 
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6. Construction specifications should be provided for the parking areas 

and the pedestrian access walks. 
 

DISCUSSION: Mr. Szymanski indicated that he could provide construction 

specifications for both the parking areas and the pedestrian access walks 
on the revised drawing.  
 
Mr. Karpinski indicated that the parking areas will be paved, while the 
pedestrian access walks will be a crushed stone type material.  
 
Mr. Anderson questioned the need to provide additional pedestrian 
improvements, such as sidewalks? 
 
Mr. Geraghty pointed out that the FJ & G Rail Trail provides excellent 
pedestrian access to the Little League property. 
 
Mr. Donde agreed and pointed out that the new ball fields will be situated 
right next to the Trail. 
 
7. Will a dumpster area be located on the property? 

 
DISCUSSION:  Mr. Karpinski indicated that a dumpster will be provided 
on the property. 
 
Mr. Geraghty suggested that the location of that dumpster be shown in 
order to make sure that it can easily be accessed and emptied. 

 
8. The location and design for the new front entrance sign should be 

identified. 
 

DISCUSSION:   Both Mr. Szymanski and Mr. Karpinski indicated that the 
final design of the new Little League sign will be included on the revised 
drawings. 

 
9. The location of any easements or covenants associated with the 

property should be identified. 

 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Karpinski explained that there use to be a covenant on 
the Little League property.  He indicated that the restriction has recently 
been removed by the City of Gloversville Common Council and therefore 
there are no more restrictions on the property. 
 
Mr. Peck asked how the Parkhurst Field Foundation is able to provide the 
funding for a property that is owned by the Gloversville Little League.   
 
Mr. Karpinski explained that a 50-year lease agreement has been drawn 
up allowing the Parkhurst Field Foundation to make the improvements to 
the Little League Complex.       
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10. There appears to be a new water service running from Harrison Street 
through the south parking area and Field #1.  Is that an existing line 
that is going to be removed? 
 

DISCUSSION:  Mr. Szymanski indicated that the waterline is likely an 

existing line that will be removed as part of the project. 
 

11. Details regarding electrical service for the site should be provided.   
 
DISCUSSION:  Mr. Geraghty stated that, given the amount of lighting to be 
provided around the baseball diamonds, the Planning Board will need to 
have an understanding of how the electrical infrastructure will be laid out 
throughout the site. 

 
12. Stormwater Detention Areas are located throughout the site.  Given the 

fact that the soils on the property are fill material with moderate 
infiltration characteristics, will any type of safety measures need to be 
incorporated into the Detention Area designs? 
 

DISCUSSION:   Mr. Szymanski explained the design of the bio-retention 
areas to be used for stormwater management at the Little League Complex. 

 
Mr. Anderson questioned whether or not the retention areas are large 
enough to manage the stormwater that will be generated?  He pointed out 
that there are already stormwater issues along Harrison Street.   
 
Mr. Szymanski talked about the stormwater calculations that were 
prepared as part of the project.  He indicated that, based on C.T. Male’s 
calculations, the property will actually have a better hydraulic capacity at 
the conclusion of the project than it currently has.   
 
Planning Board Member Matthew Donde indicated that he typically likes to 
see additional analysis or studies performed on projects.  However, he 
indicated that he didn’t feel any additional analysis would be necessary 
given the calculations and design prepared by C.T. Male.   
 
Mr. Myers pointed out that there is an 18” culvert along Harrison Street 

that should be examined to see if it can withstand the volume of runoff 
that will be generated from the Little League Complex. 
 
Mr. Szymanski pointed out that the design of the stormwater management 
system on the property has two (2) “design points”.  He indicated that, 
based on the calculations and design being suggested by C.T. Male 
Associates, water will actually leave the property at a slower rate than it 
currently does.   
 
Mr. Geraghty suggested that the revised plans, which will include one (1) 
sheet that shows just the stormwater management system for the site, 
should give the Planning Board a better understanding of how stormwater 
will be managed on the property.   
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13. It appears as though only one (1) of the federally-designated wetlands 

has been identified on the Site Plan drawings.   
 

DISCUSSION: Chad Kortz, C.T. Male Associates, confirmed that there is 

only one (1) federally-designated wetland shown on the Site Plan drawings.  
He indicated that C.T. Male Associates went to the property and flagged the 
federal wetlands along with a representative of the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers and found that there is only one (1) federally-regulated wetland 
on the site.   
 
Mr. Geraghty noted that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service national 
wetlands inventory still shows two (2) federally-regulated wetlands on the 
property.   
 
Mr. Kortz indicated that it typically takes quite a bit of time before that site 
is updated.   

 
14. On page 11 of the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), 

Section 3.1.7 indicates that “In addition to the green infrastructure 
techniques used where possible and described above, the design 

includes standard stormwater treatment practices.”  After reviewing the 
potential green infrastructure options in the SWPPP, it does not appear 
as though any of these techniques are going to be incorporated into the 
stormwater system design? 
 

DISCUSSION: Mr. Szymanski indicated that the bio-retention areas that 
are going to be provided in the stormwater management infrastructure are 
considered green infrastructure.  He indicated that he would go back and 
look through the language that was used in the SWPPP to make sure that 
there are no inaccuracies.  

 
15. On page 13 of the SWPPP, there is a reference to a legally-binding and 

enforceable maintenance Agreement between the facility owner and the 
local reviewing authority.  This provision needs further clarification? 
 

DISCUSSION:    Chad Kortz explained that NYSDEC requires the property 

owner to enter into this type of maintenance agreement with either the 
local municipality or, if they are unwilling, with the State.  There was a 
general consensus amongst Planning Board members and Mr. Myers that 
the City of Gloversville did not wish to enter into some type of agreement 
with the Gloversville Little League to oversee future maintenance 
responsibilities for the stormwater management system.  Mr. Kortz 
indicated that he would get further clarification from NYSDEC regarding 
options for addressing this issue. 
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C. State Environmental Quality Review: 
 
Section 617.1 of 6 NYCRR states that, the basic purpose of SEQR is to 
incorporate the consideration of environmental factors into the existing 
planning, review and decision making processes of State, regional and local 

government agencies at the earliest possible time.  To accomplish this goal, 
SEQR requires that all agencies determine whether the actions they directly 
undertake, fund or approve may have a significant effect on the environment, 
and if it is determined that the actions may have a significant effect, prepare 
or request an environmental impact statement.  Under these terms, the 
review of a Special Permit application is subject to SEQR.  Therefore, the 
following issues must be addressed: 

 
1. Does the Planning Board feel that the Full Environmental Assessment 

Form, provided by the applicant, has been completed adequately? 
 

DISCUSSION: The Planning Board felt that the Full Environmental 
Assessment Form had been completed adequately. 

  
2. Does the Planning Board feel that any additional information should be 

provided as part of the SEQR process? 

 
DISCUSSION: The Planning Board did not ask for any additional 
information with the full form. 

 
3. Section 617.6 (b)(3) of 6 NYCRR states that, when an agency proposes to 

directly undertake, fund or approve a Type 1 or Unlisted Action 
undergoing a Coordinated Review with other agencies, it must, as soon as 
possible, transmit Part I of the Environmental Assessment Form, 
completed by the Project Sponsor, or a Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) and a copy of any application that has been received to 
all Involved Agencies and notify them that a Lead Agency must be agreed 
upon within thirty (30) calendar days of the date the Environmental 
Assessment Form was transmitted to them. 

 
DISCUSSION:    Mr. Semione asked if a P.A. System will be provided on the 
new ball fields?   

 
Mr. Karpinski indicated that a P.A. System will be provided as part of the 
project.  
 
Mr. Semione asked if the City’s noise ordinance will need to be considered? 
 
Mr. Anderson pointed out that he didn’t believe a P.A. System would violate 
any of the City’s noise requirements since the P.A. system is unlikely to be 
operating after 10 p.m. in the evening.  
   

 MOTION: To classify the Parkhurst Field Foundation Site Plan 
for the Little League Facility expansion as an Unlisted 
Action and to propose that the City of Gloversville 



 14 

Planning Board act as the Lead Agency for the purpose 
of issuing a determination of significance under SEQR 
and to offer other agencies 25 calendar days to 
comment on the proposed action or the City of 
Gloversville Planning Board’s proposal to act as Lead 

Agency.    
 
 MADE BY:  Matthew Donde  
 SECONDED:  Peter Semione 

     VOTE:   4 in favor, 0 opposed 
 
 

D. Planning Board Action: 
 

In accordance with Section 300-79 of the City of Gloversville Zoning 
Ordinance, the Planning Board must fix a time within sixty-two (62) days 
from the date the Planning Board determines an application for Site Plan 
review to be complete for a public hearing on the application for Site Plan 
approval.  Consequently, does the Planning Board feel that a public 
hearing should be scheduled on the Parkers Field Foundation’s Site Plan 
application at this time? 

 
DISCUSSION:  The Planning Board asked if C.T. Male Associates will be 
able to provide all of the updated information before next month’s meeting? 
 
Mr. Szymanski indicated that he expected to provide a revised package to 
the Planning Board prior to next month’s meeting. 
 
Mr. Geraghty indicated that the State Environmental Quality Review 
process will also likely be concluded by that time. 
  
MOTION: To schedule a public hearing on the Parkhurst Field 

Foundation’s Site Plan for the Gloversville Little 
League expansion for 7:00 p.m., Tuesday, September 
4, 2018.  

 
MADE BY:  Peter Semione 

SECONDED:  Matthew Donde 
VOTE:   4 in favor, 0 opposed 

 
 

VII. OTHER BUSINESS: 
 

A. Code Enforcement Update: 
 
Mr. Myers indicated that the Estee Senior Complex has received its 
Certificate of Occupancy.  He indicated that the facility is expecting to have 
90% occupancy by the end of the month.   
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VIII. CLOSE OF THE MEETING: 
 

MOTION:  To close the meeting at 8:02 p.m. 
 
MADE BY:  Geoffrey Peck  

SECONDED: Matthew Donde 
VOTE:  4 in favor, 0 opposed  


