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D. Bagramian, Chairwoman, E. Andarawis, K. Martin, E. Ophardt, M.
Fantini, L. Westrick,

Ms. Bagramian, Chairwoman called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. All in attendance stood for

recitation of the Pledge of Allegiance.

Minutes Approval:

None
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Pililic Hearinon:

#2025-006 670/674 Plank Road Two Family Dwelling SUP
SBL: 271.8-5-26 Proposed construction of a two family dwelling duplex, 670 Plank Rd, Zoned:

R1 — Residential Status: Preliminary Applicant: Trinity Place & Ten Broeck Consultant:
GVG Land Surveyor, PLLC — K. Weed Last Seen On: 03/11/2025

Ms. Bagramian explained the review and approval process to those present, stating that the
Board was required to render a determination pursuant to SEQRA (State Environmental Quality
Review Act) prior to conducting a public hearing on this application. She explained that the
Planning Board would assume Lead Agency status for the project and issue a negative
declaration as a “formality” which neither granted nor implied approval of the subdivision
application. Should it be determined that additional environmental review is required, SEQRA
discussions will be reopened and a decision rendered when deemed appropriate.

Mr. Ophardt moved. second by Ms. Westrick, to establish the Planning Board as Lead Agency
for this application, an Unlisted action, and to issue a negative declaration pursuant to SEQRA.

Ms. Bagramian called the public hearing to order at 7:03 p.m. The Secretary read the public
notice as published in the Daily Gazette on May 31, 2025.

Consultant/Applicant Presentation:

Pat Jarose stated he is here tonight requesting 2 duplex buildings, one on each lot. He stated that
everything requested my MJE is on the map an in the Citizenserve file.

Staff and Professional Comments:

Certain staff comments were highlighted by John Scavo, Director of Planning & Zoning, and MJ
Engineering, the Town Designated Engineer. Copies of all remarks read into the record for the
agenda items are included and attached to these minutes.

Public Comments:

No public comment.

There being no additional public comment, Mr. Ophardt moved, second by Ms. Westrick, to
close the public hearing at 7:08 p.m. The motion was unanimously carried.

Planning Board Review:

Ms. Westrick asked if there would be basements in the proposed duplexes and if there are any
grading limits as she believes they are close to the utilities and the wetlands. Mr. Jarose stated
they should be able to do it as the land is flat and then pitches up to Plank Road.
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Mr. Ophardt asked if drainage would be appropriate here. Mr. Jarose stated that 10" is given and
drainage is to travel away from the homes. He stated it is tight but they should fit and since these
are duplexes there would be no sheds or pools.

Ms. Bagramian asked if there would be basements and if the duplexes would be for sale or rent.
Mr. Jarose stated there would be basements and the homes would be for rent.

Mr. Martin stated he was not in love with the 5 lot subdivision that originally came before them
and that he agrees with the ECC on this being constrained land. He asked the applicant to
consider a single family for the lots or one duplex.

Mr. Andarawis read from the Code Chapter 208-79 E and stated he interpreted that to mean that
in keeping with the character of existing uses, the project needs to maintain a residential look and
feel, but he is having a hard time seeing that the project is accomplishing that with the
constrained land. He stated that the lack of available space for landscaping for screening screen
makes it challenging for the project to meet the SUP guidelines.

Ms. Bagramian stated she agrees with Mr. Andarawis and stated that the Board generally asks
for side load garages so the duplexes won’t stand out. Mr. Jarose stated that side loads do not
work here but that they do meet the requirements of the code.

Mr. Andarawis stated there are constrains with changing how the building looks.

Mr. Martin stated he is familiar with the parcels and stated that screening is tough on the north
side of the land and it needs to be screened well along the road, it currently is not and he does not
feel good about it.

Mr. Ophardt stated Mr. Jarose could go back to the applicant and see what could be mitigated
and asked if a side load garage would be a deal breaker. Mr. Jarose if screening is changed if the
Board would consider.

Ms. Bagramian asked to see landscaping and an example of what a side load would look like.
She stated it is a busy road and people would want privacy.

Mr. Andarawis stated it looks like a parking lot in the front.

Mr. Martin stated that across the street there is a chiropractic office and home that is well
screened and landscaped and the applicant should look at this for examples.

Mr. Fantini stated he agrees with all of the Boards comments tonight.

Ms. Bagramian stated Mr. Jarose should go back to talk to the applicant as this is a large ask for
the lot. She stated the Board would like to see side load garages, a buffer for traffic, and have the
2 lots combined as they do not want to see a parking lot type driveway.
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Old Business:

None

New Business:

#2025-024 811 Rt 146 2 Lot Commercial Subdivision & Site Plan

SBL: 272.-1-27.11  Proposed subdivision and redevelopment of site with a new quick serve
restaurant with drive thru and a new coffee kiosk with drive thru, 811 Rt 146 , Zoned: TC6 -
Boulevard Zone, Status: Concept ~ Applicant: Hospitality Syracuse Inc ~ Consultant: Bohler
Engineering — S. Burden

Consultant/Applicant Presentation:

Sam Burden, Bohler Engineering, stated he is here tonight with Mike McCracken from
Hospitality. He stated that they are looking to remake the Taco Bell site. He stated that there is a
2,800 sf building on the site in the T-6 and TC zone. He stated that this is permitted in the zone
and an SUP would be needed for the drive-thru. Mr. Burden stated that this has a right only exit
onto Old Route 146 and that they would like to out in a new Taco Bell building and subdivide
0.7 acres to put in a building totaling 500 sf which includes a 275 sf cooler for a drive-thru only
coffee shop. Mr. Burden stated the two buildings would share an entrance and there would be no
new curb cuts. He stated that the Taco Bell is proposing 26 parking spots and the coffee shop is
requesting 14. Mr. Burden stated that they will be working with the local utilities and there is a
disturbance of over an acre so a full SWPPP will be needed. He stated that the site plan shows
the layout with the current Town and State construction in mind and they are looking for
feedback tonight as well as referral to the TAC.

Staff and Professional Comments:

Certain staff comments were highlighted by John Scavo, Director of Planning & Zoning, and MJ
Engineering, the Town Designated Engineer. Copies of all remarks read into the record for the
agenda items are included and attached to these minutes.

Public Comments:

No public comment.

Planning Board Review:

Ms. Bagramian stated she is happy to see the redevelopment of the site and asked the applicant to
explain more about the coffee shop and she would like to see the traffic pattern within the site.
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Mr. Burden stated the coffee shop is a drive-thru only with 2 lanes and the employees would be
working under canopies.

Ms. Westrick asked why the coffee shop needs 14 parking spaces when it is a drive-thru. Mr.
Burden stated that it was added per the request of the applicant to accommodate staff and shift
changes.

Mr. Fantini asked if there is parking provided for patrons waiting for coffee that need to pull out
of the drive-thru line. Mr. Burden stated there is not, it is drive-thru only. Mr. McCracken stated
patrons would be served from both drive-thru lanes and the parking is for staff only.

Mr. Ophardt asked if there would be any walk-up customers. Mr. McCracken stated here would
not be. Mr. Ophardt asked why the parking is proposed to the west and asked if it could be flip to
the other side of the Taco Bell building as the Board may not want to see parking against the
road. Mr. Burden stated the main entrance face Clifton Country Road. Mr. McCracken stated that
they looked at this layout and at lunch time people would be waiting in the road to get through
the drive-thru que. He stated that this layout allows for 10 cars to be stacked without interfering
with the flow of road traffic. He stated that employees would park closer to the drive-thru while
patrons have closer to the entrance to park. Mr. Ophardt stated they could still flip the layout and
have the door facing the east like it is now.

Ms. Bagramian suggested moving half of the parking across from the drive-thru. Mr. Burden
stated they want to isolate the drive-thru to avoid backup into the parking lot.

Mr. Ophardt stated he wants to see landscaping replaced with what is already there or better. He
stated he does not want to pull in into the area and see the parking lot as the main feature. Mr.
Burden stated they want to decrease visibility from the Route 146 and keep the main building
facing Clifton Country Road as most people come from that direction.

Mr. Martin stated that a lot of boulevard elements are present and they are trying to preserve
them throughout the T-6 zoning, however they do not like losing green space and this takes away
from the green space. Mr. Martin stated he wants pavements away from pedestrians. He asked
what the coffee kiosk does in the winter time. Mr. McCracken stated that it would operate similar
to Chick-fil-a and other locations in New York State.

Ms. Bagramian stated that there are 16 required parking spots and there are 26 on the proposal
and asked what they have extra for. Mr. Burden stated they are for meal delivery services,
mobile orders, and ADA parking. He stated that truck circulation also adds more pavements. Ms.
Bagramian asked how many parking spaces they have total now. Mr. Burden stated they have
about 40. She asked for them to consider banking some of the parking. Mr. Burden stated
typically there are about 20-26 for Taco Bell so they will look into potentially reducing this. Ms.
Bagramian stated she likes the change in the drive-thru but they need to come up with something
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else to decrease the pavement and bank the parking. Mr. McCracken stated they could look at
parking on Old Route 146.

Ms. Westrick stated the parking is similar to Pasta Penne but she would like to see it moved
further to the east to regulate green space. Mr. Scavo pulled up the rendering of the TC visual
and stated he can bring comments to the TAC. Mr. McCracken stated they are trying to look at
all of this and they have looked at it a number of ways before coming to the Board.

Mr. Andarawis read from the TC-6 boulevard code and stated they can make changes in the right
direction but this feels like a step back. Mr. McCracken stated they are looking at the existing
restaurants in the TC-6 and want to keep in flow and re-exist here. He stated that if this was a
mixed-use then it would not fit here and would not be in the interest of Taco Bell to redevelop
the site.

Ms. Bagramian stated that the redevelopment will benefit the applicant but the code was put into
place in an effort to follow the views of the Town. She stated that they always r=try to make
businesses successful here in the Town.

Mr. Martin stated that he agrees with Ms. Bagramian’s comments. He stated that green space is
more than just a lawn and they are looking to decrease the advertisement and increase the green
space because most are familiar with this location in Town.

Ms. Bagramian stated they have buildings and signage so they just need balance. Mr. Burden
stated 146 slip lane is being removed and there is no proposal for sidewalks so they can also look
at internal ones for the site. Ms. Bagramian stated she would also like to see traffic numbers to
see if the entrance is sufficient or if it needs to be expanded. Mr. Burden stated they can look at
this and come back.

Mr. Ophardt stated that there may be a lot of conflict points in the site for traffic. Mr. McCracken
stated that there is a benefit as the coffee kiosk will be busier in the morning and Taco Bell does
not serve breakfast.

Ms. Bagramian asked what the hours would be for the coffee kiosk. Mr. McCracken stated that
he can find out. Ms. Bagramian asked how larger trucks would navigate the coffee shop and if
there are 3 spots reserved for them or the coffee shop that are shown on the drawings. Mr.
McCracken stated the 3 spots are for the coffee kiosk and trucks would come after hours as there
is no bypass lane for them but is typical of their other site layouts.

Mr. Andarawis asked if the buildings would be able to combine into one building and asked the
applicant to think about it.
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Mr. Ophardt asked where the dumpster location would be as it is not a favorable is that is shown
on the map. Mr. Burden state that they could look at relocating to the east. Mr. Ophardt asked if
there is pedestrian access within the site. Mr. Burden stated they are looking at that now.

Ms. Bagramian stated she wants screening around it as well

The Planning Board of Clifton Park, NY hereby declares its desire to act as the lead agency for
the project application currently under review. Pursuant to the State Environmental Quality
Review Act (SEQR), the Planning Board will be responsible for coordinating the environmental
review process and ensuring compliance with all relevant regulations.

To facilitate this process, we authorize the Town Planning Department to circulate lead agency
coordination letters on behalf of the Planning Board. These letters will be sent to all involved and
interested agencies to inform them of the Planning Board's intent of obtaining lead agency status
and to request their input and cooperation in the environmental review process.

Mr. Andarawis moved, second by Mr. Ophardt to establish this motion. The motion was carried
unanimously.

Discussion Items:

None

Mr. Martin moved, seconded by Mr. Ophardt, adjournment of the meeting at 8:17 p.m. The
motion was unanimously carried.

The next meeting of the Planning Board will be held as scheduled on June 24, 2025.

Respectfully submitted,

Fuuta Cogper

Paula Cooper, Secretary



ATTACHED:

PROFESSIONAL STAFF, TOWN
DESIGNATED ENGINEER & ADVISORY
COMMITTEE COMMENTS



|~* Review Comments by Permit#

Permit Number:

SUP25-000006

File# |Permit# |Project |[Route Activity Reviewer |Completion{Comment
Name Name Type Date
25. SuUpP2s- [#2025- |Special Use [Zoning Scott The two proposed duplex's meet all space
000140 |ooooos 006 Permit - Pian‘s Reese and bulk standards per Town Code.
670/674 |Preliminary [Review
Plank
Road
Two
Family
Dwelling
SUP
25.- SuUP25- [#2025- |Special Use [SUP Scott 05/22/2025 |(This Special Use is permitted per Town Code
000140 000006 006 Permit - Review Reese 208-10 B. (10)(a)[7] identifies a Dwelling, two-
670/674 |Preliminary family and/or semidetached as a special use
Plank pursuant to chapter 208-79. The proposed
Road land areas meet or exceeds the minimum
Two area requirement.
Family
Dwelling
SUP
25- SUP25- [#2025- |Special Use |Stormwater (Scott 05/23/2025 [The applicant shall show the location of the
000140 |ooooos 006 Permit - Review Reese foundation of the duplex on Lot 1 so its not
670/674 |Preliminary within the utility easement.
Plank
Road
Two
Family
Dwelling
SUP
25. sup2s- [#2025- |Special Use [Stormwater |Scott 05/23/2025 |The applicant shall show a grading plan so it
000140 1000006 006 Permit - Review Reese shows that there will be no impact to the
670/674 |Preliminary ACOE Wetlands. Add the Environmental
Plank Protection Area signs, and proposed trees on
Road the plans as shown on the previously
Two approved subdivision plans.
Family
Dwelling
SUP
25.- suUp2s- [#2025- |Special Use [Stormwater |Scott 05/23/2025 |With the proposed modification to the 5 lot
000140 000006 006 Permit - Review Reese single family residential to 2 duplexes and 3
670/674 |Preliminary single family homes impacts the original Basic
Plank SWPPP. The applicant shall provide a
Road narrative to be included with the original
Two Maxwell Drive Residential Subdivision Basic
Family SWPPP, dated June 6th, 2022, prepared by
Lansing Engineering. The applicant shall also




Dwelling show an updated Erosion and Sediment
SuUP Control Plan, that will include early
demarcation by orange construction fencing of
the wetland boundaries prior and during site
construction.
25. SUP25- [#2025- |Special Use [Stormwater |Scott 05/23/2025 |There are existing wetlands on site that have
000140 000006 006 Permit - Review Reese a permit to be filled, those areas shogld be
670/674 |Preliminary shown on the plans. When the work is
Plank complete send a signed copy of the
Road Nationwide Permit Compliance Certification
Two and Report Form.
Family
Dwelling
SUP
25- SUP25- [#2025- ([Special Use |[Zoning Scott 05/23/2025 |The two proposed duplex's meet all space
000140 000006 006 Permit - Plans Reese and bulk standards per Town Code.
670/674 |Preliminary |Review
Plank
Road
Two
Family
Dwelling
SUP
25.- SUP25- [#2025- [Special Use [Zoning Scott 05/23/2025 |Per Town Code Chapter 208-79 A. (1) this
000140 |000006 006 Permit - Plans Reese Special Use Permit requires special
670/674 |Preliminary [Review consideration so that the (proposed duplexes)
Plank are properly located and planned with respect
Road to the objectives of the chapter and the
Two (proposed duplexes) effect on the surrounding
Family properties and community character.
Dwelling
SUP
25- suUP25- [#2025- |[Special Use [ECC Scott 05/23/2025 |The proposed site plan shows very little
000140 looooos 006 Permit - Review Reese usable outdoor space for duplex homes. Lot 1
670/674 |Preliminary is constrained by a utility easement. Lot 2 is
Plank constrained by the Federal Wetland
Road delineation. The ECC strongly recommends
Two that this project be reduced to single family
Family homes or a single duplex by combining lots 1
Dwelling and 2.
SUP
25- sSuUpP25- [#2025- |Special Use |ECC Scott 05/23/2025 |The ECC notes the change from single family
000140 000008 006 Permit - Review Reese to duplex homes increases traffic in this
670/674 |Preliminary vicinity and produces a higher density
Plank unsuitable for this busy corner.
Road
Two
Family
Dwelling
SUP




25. SUP25- [#2025- |Special Use |ECC Scott 05/23/2025 |The ECC notes that while a small area of
000140 |000006 006 Permit - Review Reese usable Iellnd it will still need tq be maintained
670/674 |Preliminary and equipment used to do this may have
Plank ramifications on the wetlands it borders.
Road
Two
Family
Dwelling
SUP
25- SuUP25- [#2025- |Special Use |Open Jennifer  |05/27/2025 |Please see attached "Existing Trails Map near
000140 |000006 006 Permit - Space Viggiani 670 and 674 Plank Rd Two Family Projects"
670/674 |Preliminary [Plans attached in this project file for your reference.
Plank Review Recommend this project include a new path
Road built along the Plank Road frontage for these
Two four new dwelling units to connect to the
Family existing Maxwell Drive Multi-Use Paved Trail.
Dwelling This project site is on the west side of Maxwell
SUP Drive, which has an existing multi-use trail on
the east side of Maxwell. This SUP proposal
for two (2) duplexes for 4 units total, should
consider adding a path along its frontage
along Plank Road, connecting to Via da Vinci
and Maxwell Dr. and adding neighborhood
connectivity. The 2012 Trails Concept Plan: A
Long-Term Vision, Town of Clifton Park
identifies Plank Road for a potential multi-use
trail route. The addition of a path segment
from Via Da Vinci to Maxwell Drive, along
Plank Road, would provide a significant public
benefit to the community for closing a
neighborhood gap to the Maxwell Drive Multi-
Use Trail, which leads to a diverse,
commercial area, restaurants, and shopping,
among many other community destinations.
An alternative is to add a segment of concrete
sidewalk that connects from Via Da Vinci in
the Plank Rd right-of-way to Maxwell Drive
25- SUP25- [#2025- |Special Use |Fire John 05/27/2025 |No concerns at this time
000140 |000008 006 Permit - Marshall DeSimone
670/674 |Preliminary |Plans
Plank Review
Road
Two
Family
Dwelling
SUP
25. SUP25- [#2025- |Special Use [Planning  |John 06/06/2025 |The limits of the sewer force main on the
000140 |000006 006 Permit - Director Scavo property and its easement to be conveyed to
670/674 |Preliminary [Plans the Saratoga Co. Sewer District should be
Plank Review marked by a survey before soil disturbance




Road activities commence to ensure the offset for

Two the dwelling at 674 Plank Road does not

Family encroach onto the easement.

Dwelling

SUP

25- SUP25- [#2025- |[Special Use |Planning  |John 06/06/2025 |Display the side yard setback from 674 to the
000140 |000006 006 Permit - Director Scavo nearest proper‘ty line at lot 78 Via Da Vinci to

670/674 |Preliminary |Plans confirm compliance.

Plank Review

Road

Two

Family

Dwelling

SUP

25- SUP25- [#2025- |[Special Use |Planning  |John 06/06/2025 |Given the limits of clearing and grading, it is
000140 looooos  [008 Permit - Director Scavo recommended that the Planning Board and

670/674 |Preliminary |Plans the applicant consider installing landscaping

Plank Review along Maxwell and Plank Roads. This will help

Road minimize and mitigate the visual impact of the

Two duplex dwellings permitted by special use

Family permit within the zoning district. Or determine

Dwelling the extent to which certain mature vegetation

SUP will remain.

25. suUp2s5- |#2025- |Special Use [SEQR John 06/06/2025 |The project is considered a Type Il action
000140 1000006 006 Permit - Review Scavo under BNYCRR 617.5(c)(11) of the Type Il

670/674 |Preliminary Actions List that states: construction or

Plank expansion of a single-family, a two-family or a

Road three-family residence on an approved lot

Two including provision of necessary utility

Family connections as provided in paragraph (13) of

Dwelling this subdivision and the installation,

SUP maintenance or upgrade of a drinking water
well or a septic system, or both, and
conveyances of land in connection therewith

25- SUP25- [#2025- |[Special Use |[SEQR John 06/06/2025 |Recommend the Planning Board classify the
000140 |000008 006 Permit - Review Scavo special permit application of 670 and 674

670/674 |Preliminary Plank Road as a Type |l action pursuant to

Plank SEQRA and note that as a Type |l action, no

Road further environmental review is required.

Two

Family

Dwelling

SUP
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Mr. Samual Burden
Bohler Engineering

17 Computer Drive West
Albany, NY 12205

Sent Via Email: sburden@bohlereng.com

Re: 811 Route 146 2-Lot Commercial Subdivision and Site Plan
Tax Map ID 272.-1-27.11
CP File: 2025-024
MJ File: 700.422

Dear Mr. Burden:

MJ] Engineering and Land Surveying (MJ) has reviewed the submission for the above referenced
project. Documents received for our review included the following:

Short Environmental Assessment Form signed and dated, April 16th, 2025

Town of Clifton Park Agricultural Data Statement and Control Form, undated.

Town of Clifton Park Applicant Ethics Disclosure signed and dated April 16th, 2025
Concept Site Plan titled “Proposed Site Plan Documents” as prepared by Bohler Engineering,
1 sheet in total, and dated May 12th, 2025.

Project Narrative dated May 18th, 2025

Survey Map titled "Boundary & Topographic Survey of the Lands of Hospitality Syracuse,
Inc.” as prepared by Ausfeld & Waldruff Land Surveyors LLP, 1 sheet in total and dated
March 24th, 2025

e @ o o

e o

Based upon our review of the above documents, we offer the following comments for consideration.

STATE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REVIEW

1. Based upon our review of Part 617 of NYS Environmental Conservation Law, the project appears
to be an Unlisted Type action. In Town Code Section 208.95(F)(9): Subject to and in accordance
with the State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA), the Planning Board shall be the lead
agency for the purpose of conducting the environmental review of the application for a site plan.
The Planning Board shall conduct an integrated comprehensive environmental review of the
proposed project in combination with its review of the application under this article. If the
Planning Board is to request Lead Agency status under SEQRA, the need to undergo a coordinated
review is optional.

a. Town of Clifton Park Planning Board: Plan approval
b. Saratoga County Planning: GML 239-m County Referral
c. Clifton Park Water hority: Water Connection
d. Saratoga County Sewer District #1: SCSD Connection
e. w York nt of Tran ion: Proximity to Route 146A
/ﬁ\ 21 Corporate Drive 518.371.0799 9 Fishkill, NY
Clifton Park, NY 12065 mj@mijteam.com Levittown, NY

mjteam.com Picatinny, NJ
Melbourne, FL




Page 2 of 4

811 Route 146 2-Lot Commercial Subdivision/Site Plan
‘\‘J ) June 4, 2025

f. New York State Department of Environmental Conservation: Stormwater Discharge and
Notice of Intent

g. NYS Historic Preservation Office: Archeological sensitive area
Additional agencies may be identified by the Town during its review of the project.

The applicant has submitted Part 1 of the Short Environmental Assessment Form (SEAF). Based
upon our review of the submitted Part 1 SEAF, the following comments are offered:

Part 1.10- The response indicates the applicant plans to connect to an existing water supply. The
applicant is then required to provide written proof of the willingness and ability to meet the water
demand. The applicant should provide a correspondence letter from SCSD Connection.

Partl. 11- The applicant indicates that the project will connect to an existing wastewater utility
and may be required to provide in writing the ability and willingness of the utility provider to treat
the additional wastewater. The applicant should provide a letter of correspondence from Saratoga
County Sewer District.

Part 1. 12.b. - The response indicates that the project site is located within or adjacent to an
area designated as sensitive for archeological sites on the NY State Historic Preservation Office
(SHPO) archeological site inventory. The applicant should provide a correspondence letter from
SHPO to confirm the presence or absence or archeologically sensitive resources.

Part 1. 17 - The response indicates that the proposed action will create stormwater discharge.
The applicant indicates that the action will disturb +/- 1.50 acres of land. As such, it will be
subject to the NYSDEC Phase II Stormwater Regulations and General Permit GP-0-25-001.
Therefore, a full SWPPP will be required that address water quantity and quality. As the project
proceeds through the Town’s regulatory review process, a fully conforming SWPPP shall be
provided for review.

No further comments at this time.

SITE PLANS/SUBDIVISION

L

10.

The project is located within the Town’s Town Center District - Boulevard Zone (TC6). The concept
plan indicates a restaurant with a drive thru therefore a special use permit will be required.

In reviewing the proposed site plan, it appears to be deficient in regards to meeting the minimum
bulk lot requirements outlined in Section 208-22.1 of the Town’s Zoning. It is suggested that the
applicant meet with the TAC independently, if not already completed to review the site plan,
building architecture and discuss modifications that may be required.

The subdivision map should indicate any cross-connection easements between the two lots.

Subsequent submissions shall include the metes and bounds of the affected lots and right-of-
way. This plat shall be prepared by a surveyor licensed to practice in the State of New York.
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11.

12.

13.

14.

L5,

16.

17.

18.

19

20.

21.

275

23

The project will disturb more than 1-acre of land. As such, it will be subject to the NYSDEC Phase
II Stormwater Regulations and General Permit GP-0-25-001. Therefore, a full SWPPP will be
required that addressed water quantity and quality controls. As the project proceeds through the
Town's regulatory review process, a fully conforming SWPPP shall be provided for review.

The submitted information indicates the project is proposing to connect to an existing water
main(s) within proximity to the parcel. These mains are owned and operated by the Clifton Park
Water Authority (CPWA). It is recommended that the Town be furnished with documentation that
the CPWA is willing and capable of providing potable water to the project.

The submitted information indicates the project is proposing to connect to an existing sewer
main(s) within close proximity to the parcel. These mains are owned and operated by the
Saratoga County Sewer District No. 1 (SCSD). It is recommended that the Town be furnished
with documentation that the SCSD is willing and capable of providing sanitary sewer service to
the project.

The plan should show all existing utilities and current building connections. Indicate any proposed
relocations due to the project.

Show the new water and sewer laterals that will service the site and the connection to public
mains adjoining the site,

Show how roof drainage is being captured and routed to the on-site stormwater system.

Show any required ADA drop curbs and/or ramps.

Subsequent submissions should include architectural renderings of the building along with
identification of materials of construction.

.Subsequent plans shall provide additional information to demonstrate conformance with 208-

26(6) of the Town Zoning with respect to site lighting. Light fixtures located within the interior
asphalt area of a parking lot shall not exceed 30 feet in height. Light fixtures located along the
perimeter edge of a parking area within 50 feet of a property line shall not exceed 15 feet.

It is recommended that at a minimum the number of peak hour vehicle trips, including truck trips
be provided.

Provide notation on subsequent plans indicating that all work proposed within the Old Route 146
right-of-way is subject to a highway work permit issued by the Town of Clifton Park Highway
Department.

Subsequent submissions should include a landscaping plan per Section 208-26(1)(3)(5) of the
Town code,

Subsequent submissions should include a pedestrian amenities per Section 208-26(1)(7) of the
Town code,
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25. The following comments are relative to the site plan and its conformance to the NYS Fire Code
(NYSFC). The Town Fire Official shall have final authority on the applicability of these comments
to the proposed site layout:

a. If the proposed building is to be provided with an automatic sprinkler, show the location
of the fire department connection to ensure they are reasonably accessible.

b. Section 507.5.1.1 of the NYSFC requires a fire hydrant to be located within 100-feet of
the building’s fire department connection. It is not clear from the plans where the closes
hydrant to the site is or where the fire department connection may be. Additional hydrants
may be necessary.

Show or note the location of any required Knox Box associated with the building.

Provide a turning template analysis for the largest emergency vehicle that may respond
to an event at the site.

26. Considering the plan submitted is conceptual in nature, we will reserve further comments until
more detailed plans and reports are submitted.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (518) 371-0799.

Sincerely,

Assogigte, Land Development Group Manager
ecc: Clifton Park Planning Board
John Scavo, Director of Planning
Scott Reese, Zoning Administrator/Stormwater Management Officer
Jennifer Viggiani, Open Space Coordinator
Melinda Acker



|~ Review Comments by Project ID

Project ID Number: 2025-024
File# |Permit# |Project Route Activity |Reviewer |Completion|Comment
Name Name Type Date
2 [25. SUP25- [#2025-024 Special |Sewer |Mike The Town of Clifton Park Sewer
000733 1000007 811 Rt 1462 |Use Review |OBrien Depanment will require2' §eparate lateral
Lot Permit - connections on each individual property to
Commercial |Concept the sewer main on the southern shoulder of
Subdivision, old Rt 146.
Site Plan &
SUP
2 (25- SUP25- [#2025-024 Special |Sewer |Mike A narrative indicating projected flows from
000733 000007 811 Rt146 2 |Use Review |OBrien the project existing and after the
Lot Permit - subdivision and build out is requested.
Commercial |Concept
Subdivision,
Site Plan &
SUP
2 |25- Sup25- |#2025-024 Special |Planning |John 06/06/2025 |Per the Town Center Zoning Regulations
000733 1000007 811 Rt 1462 |Use Director |Scavo attached, please find a preliminary list of
Lot Permit - |Plans recommendations related to the
Commercial |Concept |Review development plans, such as variances,
Subdivision, waivers, or permits required; initial design
Site Plan & feedback; guidance on which types of
SUP technical studies may be necessary before
approvals can be granted.
2 |25- SuUpP2s- [#2025-024 Special |SEQR |John 06/06/2025 |The applicant has submitted the SEAF Part
000733 000007 811 Rt 146 2 |Use Review |Scavo | for review in addition to the subdivision,
Lot Permit - site plan, and special use permit application
Commercial |Concept materials. Based on a review of the
Subdivision, information and scale of the redevelopment
Site Plan & the project appears to be an Unlisted Action
SUP under SEQRA.
2 [25- SuP25- [#2025-024 Special |SEQR |John 06/06/2025 |The EAF acknowledges a potential
000733 |000007 811 Rt 1462 |Use Review |Scavo increase in traffic due to the drive-thru
Lot Permit - uses. | recommend the applicant provide an
Commercial |Concept ITE trip generation projection based on the
Subdivision, intensity of the use compared to the current
Site Plan & single restaurant with a drive-thru at the
SUP project site.
2 |25- SUP25- [#2025-024 Special [SEQR |John 06/06/2025 |SEAF Part |, Question 12.b., is marked
000733 looooo7 (811 Rt 1462 |Use Review |Scavo "Yes", indicating that the project site may be
Lot Permit - located in or adjacent to an area listed in
Commercial |Concept the New York State Historic Preservation
Subdivision, Office (SHPO) archaeological site
Site Plan & inventory. Therefore, correspondence from
SUP SHPO must be obtained by the applicant to
determine whether the proposed action will




have any impact on cultural or
archaeological resources. The applicant
should submit a request to SHPO and
provide the Planning Board with a Letter of
No Effect or other determination as part of
the environmental review process.

2 |25
000733

SUP25-
000007

#2025-024
811 Rt 146 2
Lot
Commercial
Subdivision,
Site Plan &
SUP

Special
Use
Permit -
Concept

SEQR
Review

John
Scavo

06/06/2025

| recommend that the Planning Board seek
lead agency status for the SEQRA review
process and undertake a coordinated
review with involved and interested
agencies.




