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CITY OF GLOVERSVILLE PLANNING BOARD 
 OCTOBER 2, 2018 
  7:00 P.M. 

 CITY HALL 
 

 MEETING NOTES 
 
 
PRESENT: 

 
JAMES ANDERSON, CHAIRMAN       

JONATHAN KLUSKA          
PETER SEMIONE        
 
BRANDON MYERS, BUILDING INSPECTOR   
TRACY GUTOWSKI, SECRETARY     
SEAN M. GERAGHTY, SENIOR 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 September 4, 2018 meeting. 
 
      MADE BY : Peter Semione  
      SECONDED :  Jonathan Kluska 
      VOTE        : 3 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 
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. 
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IV. PARKHURST FIELD FOUNDATION – CONTINUATION OF PUBLIC 

HEARING ON SITE PLAN FOR EXPANSION OF GLOVERSVILLE LITTLE 

LEAGUE FACILITY: 
 

A. Background: 
 
Parkhurst Field Foundation owns 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 new landscaping will be installed.          
 

B. September 4, 2018 Meeting: 
 
During its September 4, 2018 meeting, the City of Gloversville Planning 
Board opened a public hearing on the Parkhurst Field Foundation’s Site 
Plan application for the expansion and renovation project at the 
Gloversville Little League facility.  At that time, the Planning Board decided 
to leave the public hearing open in order to allow the applicants to provide 
additional information and details concerning the project.  The Planning 
Board asked that the following information be provided before the public 
hearing is reconvened this evening: 
 
1. A written confirmation must be provided for any additional off-street 

parking spaces that will be made available to the Little League Facility 
by the City or a private property owner.   
 

STATUS:  ? 

 
DISCUSSION:   Chad Kortz, P.E., representing the applicants, indicated 
that Dave Karpinski, Parkhurst Field Foundation, has been working with 
the City on that letter.  He indicated that he didn’t know when it would be 
available. 

 
2. The total number of off-street parking spaces available on the Little 

League property must be identified along with the total number of 
spaces that will be available on the adjacent City-owned property. 
 

STATUS:  There are 52 spaces shown on the Little League property and an 
additional 58 spaces shown on the adjacent City-owned property along the 
FJ & G Rail Trail. 
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3. A 50’ clearance between the last parking space along the FJ & G Rail 

Trail and the City sanitary sewer facility must be provided. 
 

STATUS:  Provided. 

 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Kortz clarified that four (4) spaces were relocated from 
the south side of the parking lot to the north side of the parking lot in 
order to leave the clearance that the City requested.   

 
4. The specifications for the gravel parking area along the FJ & G Rail 

Trail must be provided. 
 

STATUS:  The detail sheet contains a pervious asphalt concrete parking lot 
detail. 
 
DISCUSSION:  Mr. Geraghty asked Mr. Kortz to describe the type of 
surface that will be used in the parking lots.   
 
Mr. Kortz explained that, as part of the revised Stormwater Management 
Plan for the site, the bioretention areas have been eliminated from the 

property and a pervious asphalt concrete will be installed in all of the 
parking areas.  He indicated that in order to comply with NYSDEC 
regulations, his firm was able to reduce the amount of impervious surface 
by over 30% and will no longer need to provide any further treatment of the 
stormwater that is generated onsite.   
 
City Building Inspector Brandon Myers explained that representatives from 
Greenman Pedersen, C.T. Male and the City met two (2) weeks ago to 
discuss the revised Stormwater Management Plan for the site.  He 
explained that Greenman Pedersen is currently working on the revised 
calculations and infrastructure design that C.T. Male provided.  He 
indicated that GPI has not yet completed its review. 
 
Planning Board Chairman James Anderson asked if the same surface will 
be provided for both the parking areas and the pedestrian walkways? 
 

Chad Kortz indicated that the same surface will be used.   
 
Planning Board Member Jonathan Kluska asked what type of subbase 
material will be provided under the pervious surface? 
 
Mr. Kortz explained the type of subbase material that will be used and how 
stormwater will be able to flow from the parking areas to the roadside 
ditches.   
 
Mr. Geraghty pointed out that, during last month’s meeting, the Planning 
Board asked who would be responsible for improving the off-site parking 
area along the FJ & G Rail Trail.  He asked if that issue has been resolved 
yet?  
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Mr. Kortz indicated that he believed the Parkhurst Field Foundation will be 
responsible for improving that off-site parking area. 
       
5. A notation should be made on the drawing indicating that pedestrian 

walkways throughout the site are handicap accessible and meet all of 
the necessary standards pertaining to surface material and slopes. 
 

STATUS:  A pervious asphalt concrete walkway detail has been provided on 
the Site Plan drawings.  However, no other notations have been made 
concerning pedestrian access on the project site.   
 
DISCUSSION:   Mr. Kortz pointed out that, given the topography of the 
property, the slopes for the pedestrian walkways will easily comply with 
any handicap-accessibility standards.   

 
6. A fence specification for the dumpster location should be provided. 

 
STATUS:  A fence specification for the dumpster enclosure has been 
provided. 
 

DISCUSSION: Mr. Geraghty pointed out that the fence specification 
matches the fencing specification for the ball fields in order to provide 
some synergy to the design of the facility.   

 
7. A letter must be provided from the City of Gloversville Common Council 

specifically indicating that there are no longer any easements or 
covenants or other restrictions associated with the Gloversville Little 
League property.  
 

STATUS:  The general notes on the Site Plan drawings indicate that there 
are no longer any easements, covenants or other restrictions associated 
with the property.  However, no letter has been provided from the City of 
Gloversville. 
 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Geraghty stated that Mr. Karpinski previously 
explained  that the City of Gloversville Common Council has adopted a 

resolution removing any development restrictions on the Gloversville Little 
League property. 
 
Mr. Kortz stated that he believed the attorneys are still working on the 
deed language to address this issue. 

 
8. The final stormwater calculations, infrastructure design and layout for 

the site must be provided. 
 

STATUS:  C.T. Male Associates has provided responses to Greenman 
Pedersen, Inc.’s comments concerning the Stormwater Plan for the project.  
City officials have also met with representatives of Greenman Pedersen and 



 5 

C.T. Male to discuss the issue.  Greenman Pedersen is currently reviewing 
C.T. Male’s responses. 
 
DISCUSSION: City Building Inspector Brandon Myers explained that 
Greenman Pedersen Associates has not yet completed its review of C.T. 

Male’s calculations and Stormwater Management Plan.   
 
9. If any directional or cautionary signage will be installed at the Little 

League Complex as part of the project, it should be identified on the 
final drawings.  Specifications for those signs should also be included 
on the detail sheets. 
 

STATUS:   The location of the entrance sign for the Park, as well as a park 
sign, have been identified.  However, no specifications have been included 
with the Site Plan drawings.   
 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Kortz indicated that the signage shown on the building 
elevation drawings, that were part of the first submittal, will be the final 
design for the signage.   
 
Planning Board Member Peter Semione asked if there will be any lighting 

on the signage?   
 
Mr. Kortz indicated that there will not.   
 
Mr. Anderson asked if any additional review of the signage will need to take 
place given the historic designation of the Field? 
 
Mr. Geraghty indicated that he didn’t believe there was any other 
approvals necessary given that the property is not located in a historic 
district or included on a National Register of Historic Places.   
 
Mr. Kortz pointed out that there is a historic marker on the property. 

 
10. Specifications for the islands within the parking lots should be included 

on the detail sheets.   
 

STATUS:  There are no longer island areas shown within the parking areas.  
It is assumed that these areas will be paved and striped 
 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Kortz confirmed that there will no longer be any island 
areas within the parking areas.   

 
11. If pedestrian access is to be provided to the T-Ball Fields, it should be 

noted on the final plans. 
 

STATUS:  There is no pedestrian access shown to the T-Ball Fields. 
 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Kortz confirmed that the pedestrian access walkways 
will not extend to the T-Ball Fields.  
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12. Fencing specifications for each of the ball fields should be noted on the 

drawings and included on the detail sheets. 
 

STATUS:  The baseball field perimeter fencing detail has been provided on 

the Site Plan drawings. 
 
DISCUSSION: Once again, Mr. Geraghty noted that the fencing 
specifications for the ball fields will match the fencing specification for the 
dumpster enclosure to provide some type of synergy.   

   
13. The Planning Board asked that the September 4, 2018 letter from City 

Building Inspector Brandon Myers’ office be discussed with Mr. Myers.   
 
STATUS:  The applicant has been having conversations with the City 
Building Inspector’s office concerning the project.  Several pieces of 
information will need to be submitted to the City Building Inspector’s office 
as part of the Building Permit application process.  Mr. Myers has asked 
that some final information be provided for the Planning Board on the final 
Site Plan drawings: 
 

➢ The zoning classification of the property must be identified. 
➢ A final grading plan to coincide with the storm water management 

plan.  The grading plan must include a clearly identifiable 
benchmark.  

➢ Handicap-accessible parking spaces must be noted in the parking 
lots. 

➢ Internal lot aisle widths and turning radiuses for either buses or 
emergency vehicles must be noted. 

➢ The final design of improvements to the stormwater management 
infrastructure must be included on the drawings. 

➢ If the size of the waterline and sewer line laterals servicing the 
facility change, it must be noted on the final drawings. 

➢ Notations regarding seeding of green space areas must be included 
on the final drawings. 

➢ The finished floor elevations of all buildings must be noted on the 
drawings. 

➢ An estimated project construction schedule should be submitted. 
    

DISCUSSION: Mr. Geraghty pointed out that City Building Inspector 
Brandon Myers has provided him with numerous comments regarding the 
project and, while some of those comments will be more pertinent to the 
review of the project during the building permit process, there are several 
additional pieces of information that should be included on the final Site 
Plan drawing.  Mr. Geraghty reviewed the list above of additional pieces of 
information that he felt should be included on the drawings. 
 
Mr. Kortz pointed out that the waterline servicing the building will be a 2” 
line and will be noted on the final drawing. 
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There were no other comments or questions concerning the additional 
information. 

 
C. State Environmental Quality Review: 

 

During its September 4, 2018 meeting, the City of Gloversville Planning 
Board declared itself the Lead Agency for the purpose of issuing a 
determination of significance under SEQR.  At that time, the Planning Board 
reviewed comments it received from NYSDEC and NYSDOH.  Eventually, the 
Planning Board decided to table its issuance of a determination of 
significance pending receipt of additional information regarding the 
Stormwater Management Plan. 
 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Geraghty reminded Board members that both the 
NYSDEC and NYSDOH concurred with the Planning Board’s proposal to 
serve as the Lead Agency for the SEQR process.  He asked Board members if 
there were any outstanding issues involving potentially adverse 
environmental impacts that could occur as a result of the project? 
 
Mr. Anderson indicated that, given the fact that Greenman Pedersen has not 
yet finished its review of the revised Stormwater Management Plan, he did 

not feel the Planning Board could offer a determination of significance at this 
time. 
 
Mr. Geraghty indicated that it was his impression that, as a result of the 
meeting that took place between City officials, Greenman Pedersen and C.T. 
Male Associates, all parties had reached an understanding of how any 
stormwater issues will be handled. 
 
City Building Inspector Brandon Myers indicated that he did not believe the 
stormwater issue had been resolved and that nothing could be concluded 
until Greenman Pederson finishes its review of C.T. Male’s revised 
Stormwater Plan and calculations.     
 
Mr. Geraghty indicated that, if the Planning Board feels that there could be a 
potentially adverse environmental impact involving stormwater and that 
additional information needs to be provided before that can be determined, 

then the Board must table any action on the application. 
 

D. General Municipal Law Section 239-m: 
 
During its August 28, 2018 meeting, the Fulton County Planning Board, in 
accordance with Section 239-m of the General Municipal Law, reviewed the 
Parkhurst Field Foundation’s Site Plan application for the renovations and 
expansion of the Gloversville Little League Facility along Harrison Street in 
the City of Gloversville.  As a result of that review, the County Planning 
Board felt that the proposed project could have very beneficial economic 
and tourism impacts for the entire region and recommended that the City 
of Gloversville Planning Board approve the Site Plan application. 
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DISCUSSION:  The Planning Board had no comments or questions 
concerning the County Planning Board’s review of the application.  
 

E. Public Hearing: 
 

1. The public hearing was reconvened at 7:24 P.M. 
 

2. Speakers: 
 

There was no one to speak regarding the Parkhurst Field Foundation’s 
Site Plan application. 

 
3. The public hearing was closed at 7:25 P.M. 
 
 

F. Planning Board Action: 
 

In accordance with Section 300-80 of the City of Gloversville Zoning 
Ordinance, the Planning Board, within sixty-two (62) days after the public 
hearing, shall approve, approve with modifications or disapprove the 
application for Site Plan approval.  Consequently, does the Planning Board 

wish to issue its final decision on the Parkhurst Field Foundation’s Site 
Plan application for the expansion and renovations at the Gloversville Little 
League facility along Harrison Street? 
 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Geraghty pointed out that the Planning Board is not in 
a position to issue its final decision since the State Environmental Quality 
Review process has not concluded.  
 
MOTION: To table any action on the Parkhurst Field Foundation’s 

Site Plan for the expansion and renovations at the 
Gloversville Little League facility.  

 
MADE BY: Jonathan Kluska 
SECONDED: Peter Semione 
VOTE:  3 in favor, 0 opposed 

 

 

V. BALDEV KUMAR – SITE PLAN FOR CONVENIENCE STORE AT 260 NORTH 
MAIN STREET: 
 

A. Background: 
 
Baldev Kumar would like to use an existing building on the corner of North 
Main Street and Fifth Avenue for a new convenience store (Tax Map Parcel 
No. 134.14-23-1).  The existing property is approximately .32+/- acres in 
size.  The existing building has approximately 1,876 sq. ft. of space.  The 
building was formerly a Stewart’s convenience store and then a travel 
agency.  An old gas island with a light pole will be removed as part of the 
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project.  Eight (8) parking spaces will be provided in front of the 
convenience store and new landscaping will be installed.     
 

B. September 4, 2018 Meeting: 
 

During its September 4, 2018 meeting, the City of Gloversville Planning 
Board began reviewing Baldev Kumar’s Site Plan for a convenience store at 
260 North Main Street.  At that time, the Planning Board asked that the 
following information be provided on a revised Site Plan submittal prior to 
scheduling a public hearing: 
 
1. The reconfigured off-street parking spaces must be shown on the Site 

Plan drawing. 
 

STATUS:  The parking spaces have been realigned so that adequate 
turnaround space can be provided on the property.  This resulted in the 
reduction of one space and the repositioning of the dumpster location to 
the south end of the building. 
 
2. The designation of the access driveways was to be changed. 

 

STATUS:  The Main Street access driveway curb cut will be reduced from 
32’ to 20’ and will be an entrance only access.  The Fifth Avenue access 
driveway will also be changed from a 32’ curb cut to a 20’ curb cut and will 
be an exit only access point. 
 
DISCUSSION: The Planning Board was very comfortable with the 
realignment of the parking spaces and the designation of the access 
driveways.   

 
3. The final design of the signage to be provided on the building must be 

identified. 
 

STATUS:  The size and location of the signage has been shown and 
calculated on the new submittal. 
 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Smith handed out a copy of a photo showing the 

proposed design of the signage to be attached to the building.  The 
Planning Board had no comments or questions regarding that signage 
design. 
 
Mr. Kluska asked if new sidewalks would be constructed along Main 
Street? 
 
Mr. Smith indicated that the new sidewalks will only be provided at the 
access driveway locations. 
 
Mr. Kluska asked if new curbing will be provided along Main Street? 
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Mr. Smith pointed out that new curbing will only be provided to reduce the 
width of the access driveways.  He indicated that the curbing along the rest 
of the property appears to be in pretty good shape. 
 
Mr. Anderson asked if any work will be done on the awning? 

 
Mr. Smith pointed out that the mansard roof could use some work and 
there are some shingles that should probably be replaced and repainted.   
 
Mr. Anderson asked that the applicant provide some language on the final 
drawing indicating that the building will be dressed up somewhat before 
the business is open. 

 
4. The entire Landscaping Plan and planting schedule must be identified. 

 
STATUS:  Provided. 
 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Geraghty asked if the overgrown brush behind the 
building will be removed before the new trees are planted? 
 
Mr. Smith confirmed that the entire area behind the building will be 

cleared out before the Landscaping Plan and planting schedule is put in 
place. 
 
5. The location of public utilities, water and sewer laterals servicing the 

building must be identified. 
 

STATUS:  Provided. 
 
DISCUSSION: The Planning Board had no comments regarding the 
utilities and water and sewer laterals. 

 
6. Hours of operation for the proposed store must be identified. 

 
STATUS:  The hours of operation have been identified as 8 a.m. to 8 p.m. 
 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Smith pointed out that the hours of operation will 

actually be 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. 
 

7. Some type of written confirmation must be provided from the NYS 
Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) indicating that 
the underground gas tanks have been removed from the property. 
 

STATUS:  ? 
 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Smith explained that the previous owners of the 
property were given a Hold Harmless Agreement by Stewart’s Corporation 
indicating that the purchasers would not be responsible for any future 
environmental problems associated with the underground tanks. 
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Mr. Smith handed out a copy of the Hold Harmless Agreement to the 
Planning Board for review.  He indicated that Attorney Peter Smith has 
reviewed the document and indicated that it is legally sound.  Mr. Smith 
talked briefly about the monitoring wells that he showed on the Site Plan 
drawing.   The Planning Board had no further questions regarding the 

underground tanks.  
 
Mr. Kluska asked that the final drawings show a location for a Knox Box 
on the building. 
 
Mr. Smith asked if there would be any additional NYS Agriculture and 
Markets issues that need to be addressed? 
 
Mr. Geraghty indicated that he did not believe there would be anything 
required by that State agency. 
 
 

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 Site Plan application is subject to SEQR.  Therefore, the following 
issues must be addressed: 

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

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

DISCUSSION: The Planning Board felt that the Short 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. 

 
3. Section 617.6 (b) of 6 NYCRR states that, when a single agency is 

involved, the agency will be the lead agency when it proposes to 
undertake, fund or approve a Type 1 or Unlisted Action that does not 
involve another agency.  If the agency has received an application for 
funding or approval of the action, it must determine the significance of 
the action, within twenty (20) calendar days of its receipt of the 
application, an Environmental Assessment Form or any additional 
information reasonably necessary to make that determination, whichever 
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is later. Therefore, does the Planning Board wish to issue a Determination 
of Significance under SEQR at this time? 

 
 MOTION: To file a negative declaration under SEQR for this proposed 

action since: 

 
1. The property was previously used as a convenience store. 
2. Public utilities and municipal infrastructure is already 

servicing the building and no upgrades will be required. 
3. Given the layout of the internal traffic circulation and 

access driveways, there will be very limited traffic impacts 
resulting from the proposed action. 

4. The Landscaping Plan, when implemented, will greatly 
enhance the aesthetic appearance of the property. 

 
 MADE BY: Peter Semione 
 SECONDED: Jonathan Kluska 

     VOTE:  3 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 Baldev Kumar’s Site Plan application at 
this time? 
 
MOTION: To schedule a public hearing on Baldev Kumar’s Site Plan 

application for a convenience store at 260 North Main 
Street for 7:00 p.m., Tuesday, November 6, 2018.  

 
MADE BY: Jonathan Kluska 
SECONDED: Peter Semione  
VOTE:  3 in favor, 0 opposed 

 

 
VI. ARTHUR AND LINDA GREEN – PUBLIC  HEARING ON A SUBDIVISION 

ALONG HILLTOP AVENUE: 

 
A. Background: 

 
Arthur and Linda Green own a piece of property along the east side of 
Hilltop Avenue in the City of Gloversville (Tax Map Parcel No. 149.14-12-
14).  The applicant’s property is approximately .72+/- acres in size.  The 
applicants would like to create two (2) lots from the original tract of land.  
Lot #1 will be created around an existing home and garage, while Lot #2 
will be left as a building lot.   
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B. September 4, 2018 Meeting: 

 
During its September 4, 2018 meeting, the City of Gloversville Planning 
Board began reviewing Arthur and Linda Green’s subdivision application 

for a piece of property along Hilltop Avenue.  At that time, the Planning 
Board asked that the following information be provided on the final plat 
prior to the public hearing: 
 
1. Topographic features for the new building lot should be identified. 

 
STATUS:  Provided. 

 
2. The location of all utilities and public infrastructure available to service 

the new building lot must be identified.  
 

STATUS:  The overhead electric and telephone lines and gas lines along 
Hilltop Avenue have been identified.  The City waterline running along the 
east side of Hilltop Avenue has also been shown.   
 
3. The location and design of an onsite septic system, along with 

percolation and pit test results for the new building lot, must be 
identified. 
 

STATUS:  Provided. 
 
DISCUSSION: Mr. Geraghty pointed out that the percolation and pit test 
results seem to be adequate to allow for a standard septic system on the 
site.    
 
4. If there are any easements or covenants to go along with the properties, 

they should be noted on the subdivision plat. 
 

STATUS:  There are no easements or covenants identified on the 
subdivision plat. 

 
5. The setback lines for the new building lot should be identified. 

 
STATUS:   Provided. 
 
6. The distance between the shed on the northernmost lot and the new 

property lines separating the lots should be identified.   
 

STATUS:  The shed has been identified as 3’ from the new property line. 
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C. State Environmental Quality Review: 
 
During its September 4, 2018 meeting, the City of Gloversville Planning 
Board authorized the filing of a negative declaration under SEQR for this 
proposed action.  Consequently, unless new additional information has been 

provided, no further SEQR action is necessary. 
 
 

D. Public Hearing: 
 
1. The public hearing was opened at 7:39 P.M. 

 
2. Speakers: 

 
There was no one to speak regarding Arthur and Linda Green’s 
subdivision application.  

 
3. The public hearing was closed at 7:40 P.M. 
 
 

E. Planning Board Action: 

 
Section 254-4 of the City of Gloversville Subdivision Regulations refers to 
the timeframes outlined in Section 32 of the General City Law of New York 
State.  General City Law indicates that the Planning Board must issue its 
final decision within sixty-two (62) days of the close of the hearing if no 
Environmental Impact Statement has been requested. 
 
MOTION: To approve Arthur and Linda Green’s subdivision 

application for a piece of property along Hilltop Avenue. 
 
MADE BY: Peter Semione 
SECONDED: James Anderson 
VOTE:  3 in favor, 0 opposed 

 

 
VII. CLOSE OF THE MEETING; 

 

MOTION:  To close the meeting at 7:41 p.m. 
 
MADE BY:  Peter Semione 
SECONDED: James Anderson 
VOTE:  3 in favor, 0 opposed 


