
RESOLUTION 42 OF 2O2I

RESOLUTION OF THE COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KINGSTON,
NEW YORK, AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO EXPEND FUNDS IN THE
FIRST INSTANCE FOR MULTIPLE US DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT
FUNDED AWARDS FOR PARKS IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

Sponsored By:

Finance/Audit Committee: Alderman Scott-
Childress, Tallerman, Davis, Hirsch, Schabot

WHEREAS' the City of Kingston has been awarded a series of Community
Development Block Grants from various funding years, in the amount of $405,819; and

WHEREAS' there are no matching funding requirements; and

WHEREAS, there are specific requirements and regulations governing the expenditure
of these funds; and

WHEREAS, the action is categorized under 6 NYCRR,PaTI 617.5 as Type II.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COMMON COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF KINGSTON, NEW YORK, AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. Administration of all funds under these grants will be in accordance with
all terms and conditions contained in guidelines provided by the HUD Community
Development Block Grant Program;

SECTION 2. The Mayor of the City of Kingston is hereby authorized to expend funds in
the first instance under the terms of the HUD Community Development Block Grant
Program Parks Improvement Projects;

SECTION 3. This resolution shall take effect immediately.

Submitted to the Mayor this _ day of Approved by the Mayor this _ day of

202r 2021

Elisa Tinti, City Clerk Steven T. Noble, Mayor

Adopted by Council on 2021





Tinti, Elisa

From:
Sent:
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Noble, Steve
Friday, February 26,2021 12:42 PM

Alderman
Tinti, Elisa; Timbrouck, Lynsey; Bruck, Amanda
Late Communication Request for Monday's Special Finance Meeting
CDBG Budget Transfers 2021_updated 22621.docx

Follow up
Completed

Dear President Shaut,

This is a request for placement on the agenda of the next appropriate Committee, and if at all possible, the
Special Finance and Audit Committee on March 1., to discuss a request for budget transfers for a variety of
Capital Park lmprovement Projects for reimbursement by Community Development Block Grant funding. Each

of the projects has been previously approved by the Council:

Transfer 5405,019 for Park improvements at AMNC, Rickel Knox, Barmann, Van Buren, Kingston Point and
Block Parks, per resolutions #123 of 2oL6, # 1"06 of 2018, # 63 of 2org, # 11 of 202r.

a. 560,000 AMNC - Kitchen appliances and floors and senior lounge floors
b. SSZ,OOO Block Park- Parking lot paving

c. 572,720 Barmann - Playground upgrades

d. 550,000 Van Buren - Replace safety structure
e. SZO,OOO Kingston Point - New playground

f. 565,899 Rickel Knox - New playground

I am asking that a Capital account be set up to manage these projects and approve a resolution to spend in the
first instance for these important community projects. As you know, we are hoping to get these projects done
as soon as possible to stay in compliance with HUD's timeliness guidelines and to also have these sites ready
for Summer as best as possible.
Please feel free to contact me with any questions regarding the projects. Thank you for your consideration.

Respectfu I ly Su bm itted,

Steven T. Noble
Mayor, City of Kingston
420 Broadway
Kingston, NY 12401
845-334-3902
www.kingston-ny.gov





RESOLUTION 43 OF 2O2I

RESOLUTTON OF THE COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KINGSTON'
I\EW YORK, AUTHORIZING THE TRANSFER OF 21 NORTH FRONT
STREET TO THE KINGSTON LOCAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
PURSUANT TO SECTION 1411 OF THE NOT-FOR.PROFIT CORPORATION
LAW

Sponsored By

Finance/Audit Committee : Alderman Scott-
Childress, Tallerman, Davis, Hirsch, Schabot

WHEREAS' it is the policy of the State of New York to promote the economic welfare
and prosperity of its inhabitants and to actively promote, attract, encourage and develop
economically sound commerce and industry; and

WHEREAS, The City of Kingston for a long period of time has sought to address
several critical issues that have been negatively affecting the Business District and one
such issue has been the lack of adequate parking for visitors and consumers which has

been the biggest challenge for Uptown Kingston's economy; and

WHEREAS, TFIE City of Kingston owns the land located at2l North Front Street
consisting of an approximately acres that is identified as tax map ID, SBL No. 48.80-
l-26 and further shown on a map of lands as filed with ; and

WHEREAS, The Mayor issued a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for a developer to
design, construct and operate a mix of housing units, commercial and retail space and
most importantly public parking; and

WHEREAS' a developer submitted a proposal that addressed the needs and concerns
contemplated in the RFQ; and

WHEREAS, on December 16,2019, the City of Kingston Planning Board, after a
coordinated and comprehensive environmental review conducted pursuant to the State
Environmental Quality Review Act, issued a negative declaration; and

WHEREAS, the transfer of 2l North Front Street was considered and addressed by the
Planning Board in said coordinated review and negative declaration;

WHEREAS' the Common Council has examined the property and determined that the
City no longer needs the property now or in the future for the operation of the City; and

WHEREAS The City has the responsibility and burden to promote the health, safety and
general welfare of the residents of the City by, among other things, preventing
unemployment and economic deterioration, increasing and maintaining employment
opportunities and attracting and sustaining economically sound commerce; and



WHEREAS, the city is desirous of moving this proposal forward in the most efficient,
effective and practical manner in accordance with the RFQ; and

WHEREAS, Not-For-Profit Law, Section 1411 empowers a city to sell and convey real

property to its local development corporation; and

WHEREAS, Not-For-Profit Law, Section 1417, was created for the charitable or public
purpose of relieving and reducing unemployment, promoting and providing for additional

maximum employment, bettering and maintaining job opportunities, ......and lessening

the burdens of govemment and acting in the public interest; and

WHEREAS, Not-For-Profit Law, Section 1411 further authorizes the legislative body of
aCity by resolution, to determine that certain real property of the City not required for
use by the City may be sold or leased to a not-for-profit local development corporation

for purposes that include lessening the burdens of goveflrment and acting in the public

interest; and

WHEREAS, the Kingston Local Development Corporation was created under Not-For-
Profit Law, Section l4II, with the authority to acquire by purchase, lease, gift bequest,

devise or otherwise, real property and without leave of court, to sell, lease, mortgage or

otherwise disposed.

WHEREAS, Section 1411 (d) of the Not-For-Profit Law further provides that the sale or
lease may be on such terms as may be agreed upon by the City and local development

corporation, without appraisal or public bidding; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to and in accordance with Section 1411(d), a public hearing

relating to the Disposition was duly scheduled, noticed and conducted by the Common

Council prior to the adoption of this resolution which hearing shall be on

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COMMON COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF KINGSTON, NEW YORK, AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION L. Pursuant to Section 1411 (d)(1) of the LDC Act and upon due

consideration of the presentations and comments received during the public hearing, the

Common Council hereby determines that title to the lands shown on the map as filed with
the (the "Property") is not required for use by the City.

SECTION 2. Pursuant to Section 1411 (d) of the LDC Act, the Common Council
hereby authorizes the undertaking of the Disposition, including transfer of title andlor a

leasehold of up to ninety-nine years, to the Property together with the equipment and

assets situate thereon, to the Corporation pursuant to a deed andlor lease to be approved

by the Corporation Counsel (the "Deed" and/or "Lease") provided however, that any sale

or lease of these lands by ttre Corporation shall be in accordance with the goals of the City as articulated

in this Resolution



SECTION 3. The City shall transfer title to the KLDC in fee unless in the event
the City shall need any of the Property for a limited period of time, then the City may
transfer a title and/or a leasehold

SECTION 4. The Mayor of the City of Kingston may as set forth in the City
Charter and Code andlor as may be required otherwise, is hereby authorized to execute
any and all documents related to the Disposition, including the Deed and Lease

Agreement(s), subject to approval by the Corporation Counsel of the City of Kingston,
along with any other agreements, forms, certificates or applications necessary to
effectuate the foregoing.

SECTION 5. That the property at 21 North Front Street, Tax Map No. 48.80-1-
26,be transferred to the Kingston Local Development Corporation.

SECTION 6. That this transfer is conditioned with the requirement that any
development must include public parking and a public park with restrooms.

SECTION 7. That this transfer shall require the Kingston Local Development
Corporation to obtain all necessary approvals during which time the property shall be
leased to the city.

SECTION 8. In the event any of these requirement cannot be met the property
shall revert back to the city.

SECTION 9. This resolution shall take effect immediately.

Submitted to the Mayor this _ day of Approved by the Mayor this _ day of

202r 202t

Elisa Tinti, City Clerk

Adopted by Council on

Steven T. Noble, Mayor

2021





UII'Y UT'' ruNGSI()N
Office of the Mayor

rnayor@ kings ton-ny. gov

Steven'f. Noble
Mayor

January 29th,2021

Honorable Andrea Shaut
Common Council President
420 Broadway
Kingston, NY 12401

Re: Transfer of 2l N. Front St. parcel to KLDC

Dear President Shaut,

As you are aware, the Ulster County Industrial Development Agency has approved the PILOT agreement regarding
the Kingstonian. The next step of the process will be for the City to transfer our parcel located ai Zt yo.th Front St.
(SBL: 48.80-i-26) to the Kington Local Development Company so that the KLDC can then transfer the property to
the Kingstonian Development Corporation.

Specifically, I am requesting that the Council authorize the Mayor to transfer title to the property for the purpose of
development pursuant to the terms of the Request for Proposals previously awarded by the -ity. fft. authorization
would be contingent upon final approval of the site plan by the Planning Board and by an affirmative vote by the
KLDC to accept the property.

This transfer would be made pursuant to Section 1411 of the Not-for-Profit Corporation Law of the State of New
York which authorizes a legislative body to determine that a parcel of real property is not required for use by the
City and funher authorizes the City to transfer the property to the local devilopment rorporuiion in order to lessen
the burden on government and in the furtherance of the public interest.

As previously outlined and discussed, it is my position that the parcel at issue is no longer needed for City pu{poses
as it stands today, and that the transfer to the KLDC facilitates the redevelopment projeit moving forward and, as set
foth in the numerous previous public presentations, the transfer and development of ihe property lessens the burden
on government posed by the property and serves the public interest. It is also my belief that this transfer is fully in
accordance with the mission and bylaws of the KLDC.

I would request that this matter be referred to the appropriate committee for discussion and action and that the
Common Council schedule a public hearing with regard to the proposed transfer. Please feel free to contact me with
any questions regarding this matter. Thank you for your consideration.

Respectfully Submitted,

Steven. T. Noble
Mayor

Cily Hall. 420 Broadway .Kingston, Ncw York 12401 . (845)334-3902 . Fax (845) SB4-8904 . wrvw.kingston-ny.gov
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INDEX NO. EF202O-2075

RECEIVED NYSCEF : 08/21,/2020

City of Kingston Purchasing Department
RFQ#: K16-10

Adaptive Development of Uptown Parking Sites for Mixed Use
Thursday, October 27, 2016

11:00am

Request for Oualifications

Adaptive Development of uptown Parking sites for Mixed use
KINGSTON, NY

RFQ Release Date: Friday, A.ugust lg,2{}t6

Proposals l)ue: f hursd;ry, Octotre r 27 
"2816 

at l l :0t) .,{..M" local time.

It is recommended that responses be submitted in advance, at least one day prior to the specified
date and time to allow for a timely receipt. LATE RESPONSES will NOT be considered.

Send a clearly marked original, and three (3) duplicate copies of each proposal, along with an
electronic version.

Please use the above gf'Q number on all correspondence.

Steven T. Noble
John Tuey
Suzanne Cahill
Brian J. Woltman

Mayor of the City of Kingston
Comptroller
Planning Director
Purchasing Agent

I. INTRODUCTION

The City of Kingston, New York hereinafter referred to as (the "City") is seeking responses from
qualified developers to design, construct and operate a mixed use development on thrie separate
parcels owned cuuently by the City of Kingston. The City is interested in a mix of housing units,
appropriate commercial and retail space and public parking, and will consider separate proposals
for each location or a combined proposal for all the sites.

1
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INDEX NO. EF2O2O-20'75

RECETVED NYSCEF | 0B /2r/2020

City of Kingston Purchasing Department
RFQ#: K16-10

Adaptive Development of Uptown Parking Sites for Mixed Use
Thursday, October 27, 2016

1l:00am

Information regarding the City of Kingston, its' departments, Laws and Codes can be obtained
from the City's web site http:/lwww.ki4gston-ny.eov. Respondents are encouraged to review this
information.

Section VIII of this RFQ contains an outline of important meeting dates and deadlines.

The successful respondent to the RFQ will negotiate the terms and conditions of the sale of these
parcels the terms of which will be contained in an Agreement negotiated by and between the
Developer and the City.

II DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT

There are three sites in Uptown Kingston for which the City will contemplate proposals for
adaptive development; the locations are as follows:

Former Uptown Parking Garage Site
2l North Front Street & Odd Side of Schwenk Drive

sBL# 48.80-t-26

North Front Street Parking Lot - (North Side)
65-77 North Front Street

sBL# 48.314-2-16

North Front Street Parking Lot - (South Side)
72-82 North Front Street SBL# 48.330-3-3(4X5)
178 Green Street SBL# 48.330-3-29
69-71 Crown Street SBL# 48.330-3-9

The City is seeking a highly qualified developer to propose signature mixed'use project(s) which
will enhance and complement the current structures and use patterns existent in the
neighborhood. The overall vision is for a vertically integrated and vibrant urban project which
creates a sense of place sufficient to knit the proposed project with the surrounding historic
district and nearby historic properties. The City seeks responses which will enhance the Uptown
Business District's viability through the expansion of housing/lodging and commercial/retail
opportunities.

Contemplated uses can include, but are not limited to, a mix of residential, hotel, retail and office
space, as well as public parking. All development proposals MUST comply with requirements
of the City's Procurement Policy and Procedures, these guidelines may be accessed at
www. k in gston:nv. gov/Purchasin g.

2
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City of Kingston Purchasing Department
RFQ#: Kl6-10

Adaptive Development of Uptown Parking Sites for Mixed Use
Thursday, October 21, 2016

11:00am

III, DEVELOPMENT OBJECTIVES

The City seeks to achieve the following objectives through this RFe:

Clearly demonstrate that the City will receive public benefits that are commensurate with
the value ofthe real estate being offered including any purchase price offered as part of
the proposal.
Secure major private sector investment in the construction of a high-quality urban scale
mixed-use development.
Maximize the level of public benefits to be generated by the proposed development
including real estate taxes, job opportunities and public parking.
Obtain a project that achieves the highest level of quality in terms of urban and
architectural design, while also being particularly careful to respect the historic fabric of
the National Register Historic District. Responders shall be required to include a zoning
analysis for their proposal.
Obtain a highly-visible development that respects central business district revitalization,
utilizes smart growth principles, sustainability and green building technologies.
Secure a development which integrates components, operational aspects, designs and site
layouts with surrounding land use redevelopment plans.
Secure a financially feasible development which is market-driven.
Facilitate and continue the revitalization of Kingston's Historic Uptown Stockade Area.
The City will consider this parcel separately or jointly with the two other locations

IV. DEVELOPMENT GUIDELINES

Former Uptown Parking Garage Site

1. The City is the fee title holder of the parcel. The City demolished a317 car parking
structure located on the 2l North Front Street lot in the spring of 2008. The City seeks a
development which embraces mixed-use concepts as part of its design.

2" The proposal should include at least 200 public parking spaces, or propose alternatives to
developing public parking as part of the proposed buildings. The selected developer can
provide rationale to adjust the public parking requirements as specified in the RFQ.
Multi-modal altematives will be considered.

3. The City will view favorably proposals which include street level commercial, retail, or
dining establishments. Any proposals for street level residential units will not be
considered.

4. The State of New York Historic Preservation Office approval of the design will be
required.

5. Green building technologies, sustainable practices, smart growth principles, and
integration by complimenting the historic district and business district character.

3
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City of Kingston Purchasing Department
RFQ#: Kr6-10

Adaptive Development of Uptown Parking Sites for Mixed Use
Thursday, October 27, 2016

11:00am

North Front Street Parking Lot - (North Side)

The City is the fee holder of the parcel. This lot contains sixty 60 parking spaces, one
(1) of which is ADA Accessible. Effort must be taken to maximize parking with any
proposed project

The City will view favorably proposals which include street level commercial, retail,
or dining establishments. Any proposals for street level residential units will not be

considered.
The State of New York Historic Preservation Office approval of the design will be

required.
Green building technologies, sustainable practices, smart growth principles, and
integration by complimenting the historic district and business district character.
This building lot also has adjacent businesses and all development proposals should
factor that into their proposal
The City will consider these parcels separately or jointly, including the opportunity to
develop this parcel with parking on the opposite side of the street or vice versa

North Front Street Parking Lot - (South Side)

The City is the fee holder of the parcel. This lot contains sixty 70 parking spaces,
three (3) of which are ADA Accessible. Effort must be taken to maximize parking
with any proposed project

2. The City will view favorably proposals which include street level commercial, retail,
or dining establishments. Any proposals for street level residential units will not be
considered.

3. The State of New York Historic Preservation Office approval of the design will be
required.

4. Green building technologies, sustainable practices, smart growth principles, and
integration by complimenting the historic district and business district character.

5. This building lot also has adjacent businesses and all development proposals should
factor that into their proposal

6, The City will consider these parcels separately or jointly, including the opportunity to
develop this parcel with parking on the opposite side of the street or vice versa

V. SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS

All respondents to this RFQ are required to submit detailed information as set forth below.
Responses that do not materially conform to this outline will not be considered. Additional
material and information, as deemed appropriate by the respondent may be included in the
submission package.

1
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Cify of Kingston Purchasing Department
RFQ#: K16-10

Adaptive Development of Uptown Parking Sites for Mixed Use
Thursday, October 27, 2016

11:00am

Responses must be submitted in a sealed envelope with the RFQ number and Title along with the
name and address of the respondent printed clearly on the outside of the envelope.

Responses are due and must be received no later than 1 1:00am, October 27,2016. Late responses
WILL NOT be accepted after the due date and time. All respondents are required to submii a
clearly marked original, with three (3) photocopies, along with an electronic version of their
response to:

Mr. Brian J. Woltman
City of Kingston Purchasing Department
City Hall - 420 Broadway
Kingston, NY 12401

The respondents shall be required to complete, and include within their RFQ Submission, the
following forms which are supplied in this solicitation; an Information Sheet, and an Affidavit of
Non-Collusion. The response submission should be typed on both sides of 8.5" x I 1" paper.
Pages should be paginated.

Responses may NOT be submitted in plastic sleeves or spiral binders. Illustrations may be
included. All plans are subject to City of Kingston approval. Oversized drawings may be
submitted, but must be accompanied by 8.5" x 1 1" sectionals or reductions to 8.5" xl 1", no
telegraphic or facsimile proposals will be accepted. The response will be evaluated on the basis
of its content, not length.

Respondents relying upon the mail or other delivery services must allow for sufficient delivery
time for their proposal to arrive by the due date and time.

Faxed or e-mailed submissions WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED.

Responders are solely responsible for ensuring that their responses arrive by the due date
and time.

All submissions must include a cover letter signed by a duly authorized member of the prime
development entity. The individual must be one of the persons identified in Section V,
Subsection C of this RFQ as having the authority to represent and make legally binding
commitments for the entity.

All RFQ submission materials become the property of the City of Kingston. Proposal submission
material will generally be made available for inspection and copying by interested parties upon
written request, except when exempted from disclosure under the New York State Freedornof
Information Law. The City of Kingston is subject to the New York State Freedom of Information
Law, which governs the process for the public disclosure of certain records maintained by the

5
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City of Kingston Purchasing Department
RFQ#: K16-10

Adaptive Development of Uptown Parking Sites for Mixed Use
Thursday, October 27, 2016

11:00am
City of Kingston. Individuals or firms that submit proposals to the City of Kingston may request
that the City except all or part of such a proposal from public disclosure, on the grounds that the

proposal contains trade secrets, proprietary information, or that the information, if disclosed,
would cause substantial injury to the competitive position of the individual or firm submitting the
information. Such exception may extend to information contained in the request itself, if public
disclosure would defeat the purpose for which the exception is sought. The request for exception
must be in writing and state, in detail, the specific reasons for the requested exception. It also
must specifu the proposal or portions thereof for which the exception is requested. If the City of
Kingston grants the request for exception from disclosure, the City will keep such proposal or
portions thereof in secure facilities.

The City of Kingston shall not be liable for any costs incurred by respondents in the preparation
of responses or for any work performed in connection therein.

A. Formal Letter of Interest by Principal Developer

All responses are required to include a Formal Letter of Interest from the Principal Developer.

Letter should be addressed to:

Mr. Brian Woltman, Purchasing Agent
Kingston Purchasing Department

City Hall
420 Broadway

Kingston, New York 14201
(84s) 334- 3943 t
(845) 334- 3944 f

bwoltman@kin gston-ny. gov

B. Conceptual Plan

Provide a conceptual development plan for the RFQ which is consistent with the Development
Concept, Development Objectives and Development Guidelines outlined within this RFQ. Also,
provide an accompanying nanative that will enable the City to sufficiently understand the
respondent's submission and conformity with the RFQ criteria. Respondents may, but are not
required to, submit conceptual drawings illustrating preliminary proposals for site uses and
building placement. The plan and the narrative should include preliminary indications of
approximate square footages for each proposed use, In addition, the response should include
information concerning project quality, features and amenities. Each respondent will include an

outline development budget and a preliminary operating pro-forma based on their project
concept and their understanding of the Kingston market.

C. Experience and Qualifications of the Developer/Development Team

6
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City of Kingston Purchasing Department
RFQ#: Kl6-10

Adaptive Development of Uptown Parking Sites for Mixed Use
Thursday, October 27, 2A1.6

11:00am
Provide a full description of the principal developer and (its related development entities and
subsidiaries) along with all team members, including all principals and persons who have or will

have either a direct or indirect financial interest in the development project. Descriptions of the
development entity must include, at a minimum, the types of development undertaken by the
entity, description of its geographic market focus, length of time in business, desciption of the
principals and key personnel who are most likely to work on the project, description of all
persons who have, or will have, a financial interest in the project and identification and resumes
of key personnel of any proposed team member.

All submissions must:

Identify the development entityos name, street address, mailing address, phone number,
fax, e-mail address and web page. specify the legal form of the organization (e.g.
corporation, partnership, LLC, Joint Venture, other).
Describe the development entity including the number of years in business.
Identify the person(s) with the authority to represent and make legally binding
commitments for the principal development entity.
List all officers, partners, owners, shareholders and members of the development entity
by name, title, percentage of ownership and list addresses, telephone numbers and e-mail
addresses.

Provide biographical summaries of company officers and/or principals/owners.
Identify all members of the proposed development team that are likely to be engaged in a
project in Kingston including engineering, architectural, construction, property
management, marketing agent, geotechnical, environmental, legal, financial, public
relations, and other consultants. Indicate the role of each in implementing the
development and managing the completed project.
Describe the structure of the development team submitting responses to this RFQ.
Describe the familiarity of the project location and City of Kingston.
Provide a statement of adequate financial resources. List Business Financial Statements
for last three years; a balance of sheet and reconciliation of Net Worth, Profit and Loss
Statement (Income Statement).
Include a finance plan for your project.

List name, address, telephone, e-mail, percent of ownership, personal net worth and
annual compensation of all owners (having 20%6 or greater interest), officers, directors
and/or partners
Estimated project starl (submission of documents for review) and anticipated completion
date.

D. Relevant Development Experience

Provide a list of similar projects which the developer/developer team has completed. This
description must be in a nanative form that is clear and comprehensive. Brochures and collateral
material can be included as appropriate, but should not substitute for a narrative description. All

)

a

a

a

I
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a
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City of Kingston Purchasing Department
RFQ#: K16-10

Adaptive Development of Uptown Parking Sites for Mixed Use
Thursday, October 27, 2016

1l:00am

respondents must provide examples of a minimum of three completed development projects with
project budgets in excess of $10 million.

Information presented about these projects should include

Name and location of the project.
Name, address and telephone number of three references who can be contacted
conceming the project, as well as municipal officials involved in the approval and
oversight of the project.
Type of facilities included in the project.
Total square footage of the project and its component parts.
Total project costs.
Sources and Uses statement.
Photographs of the exteriors and interiors of the completed projects sufficient to
determine the quality of the overall project design and architectural detail.
List of litigation, if any.

Original budget and timeline for completion and final budget and timeline for
completion.

In addition to the above, respondents should also provide as much of the information delineated
below as possible pertaining to the three completed projects referenced above:

Evidence of the developer's experience and/or capacity to implement mixed-use projects
containing market rate housing and retail/commercial uses.
Number of all types of housing units developed.
Size, pricing and distribution (e.g. studio, one-bedroom etc.) of housing units developed.
Actual project start and completion dates.
Number of phases of the project.
Total duration of all phases.

Construction type.
Site and environmental conditions.
Developer's project team and contact information for all members of the proiect team.
Sources and Uses of funds.
Variance from original project budget.
References for sources ofdebt and equity financing.
Description of leasing activity, current tenants, time necessary to achieve 90% lease-up.
A description of the total square footage developed.
A description of the total square footage it currently manages.

a

a

a

a
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Adaptive Development of Uptown Parking Sites for Mixed Use
Thursday, October 27, 2016

1l:00am

E. Financial Capacity

All respondents must provide evidence of the ability to obtain financing for major real estate
projects. Please provide information regarding the financial condition of your firm along with
bank and credit references.

Documentation under this section may be submitted under a separate cover to ensure
confidentiality. If you choose to submit this information separately, please note it clearly in the
appropriate section of the RFQ submission.

' Financial Statements of the parent company of the principal developer, whether publicly
traded or privately held for the last three fiscal yea$. Publicly traded companies should
submit the latest annual report and form 10K. Financial statements should be complete
and include a balance sheet, profit and loss statement, statement of cash flow and notes to
the statements. Audited statements are preferred.

' Dun & Bradstreet report or Federal ID number of the parent company of the principal
developer, whether publicly traded or privately held.

' Narrative describing any cunent or outstanding litigation pending against the team or any
of its members, as well as any litigation brought by or against any individual involved
with the project, during the last five years.

' List of prior debts involving monetary defaults, bankruptcies or foreclosures.

VI. SELECTION PROCESS AND CRITERIA

All responses will be reviewed and evaluated by a selection committee. Responses will be
reviewed and evaluated based upon information contained in the respective iubmission packages
and responsiveness to the submission criteria delineated below.

The selection committee will evaluate the submissions beginning after the posted submission
date.

Upon review of the submissions, the City reserves the right to:

1. Take no further action.
2. Select a short list of developers
3. Select a developer based upon the quality of their submission.

Selection Criteria

The factors to be considered in the selection process include but are not limited to:

l. Project impact and feasibility

9
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Location

City Hall

21 North Front Street

Purchasing Office
(City Hall)

City Hall

City Hall

2

City of Kingston Purchasing Department
RFQ#: K16-10

Adaptive Development of Uptown Parking Sites for Mixed Use
Thursday, October 27, 2016

l1:00am
Development team qualifications, capabilities and prior experience.

Attractiveness of the proposed conceptual plan and its ability to facilitate the RFQ's
Development Concept, Development Objectives and Development Guidelines.
Financial strength of the developer/developer team.
Potential candidates will be required to further develop their respective concept in greater
detail, in order that the decision makers and public presentation provide an adequate level
of information for constructive review and consideration.

All questions pertaining to this RFQ are required to be made in writing no later than 4:00pm
Tuesday, October 4,2016 and must be submitted using the questionnaire form included within
this specification. All questions must be emailed to Brian Woltman at the following email
address : bwoltman@kingston-ny. gov

Respondents with a question directly related to this specification are required to cite the
particular page and number, section, and paragraph to which the inquiry refers.

All substantive questions received by the above mentioned deadline will be responded to in the
form of an addendum issued no later than Wednesday, October 12,2016.

The addendum will be sent to all respondents that have registered to receive the RFQ. Only an
addendum from the City of Kingston will be considered official. Respondents are advised that
the City of Kingston cannot ensure a response to any inquiries received after the due date for
question submissions.

VIII. SCHEDULE OF PERTINENT DATES

J

4

5

VII.INQUIRIES

Milestong

Issue RFQ

Developers Conference

RFQ Due Date

Interview Short List
RFQ Respondents

Date

August 19,2016

September 15,2016

October 27,2016

Timq

TBD

1:00 pm

11:00 am

TBD

10
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City Hall

City of Kingston Purchasing Department
RFQ#: Kl6-10

Adaptive Development of Uptown Parking Sites for Mixed Use
Thursday, October 27, 2016

11:00am
Select Finalists TBD Ciry Hall

Public Presentation
Of Finalists

Selection of Prefened
Developer

Signed Memorandum
of Understanding (MOU)

TBD

TBD City Hall

TBD City Hall

Agreement TBD City Hall

IX. DEVELOPERS' CONFERENCE

A developers' conference will be held on Thursday, September 15, 2Aft b answer questions
from interested applicants concerning the RFQ. Represenratives from the City will be available
on site to answer questions. The conference will begin at 1:00 pm at 2l North Front Street,
Kingston, NY 12401. The conference will be held rain or shine. Respondents wishing to attend
the conference should notifu Brian Woltman.

X. DEFINITIONS

Respondent: The term "respondent'o means any firm or individual submitting a response for the
development of the real estate listed in this RFQ.

Response: The term "response" means the material submitted by a "respondent" in reply to this
Request for Qualifications.

Property: The term "property" means the real estate defined herein.

Real Estate: The term "real estate" means the real property delineated in section I. of this RFQ.

XI. TERMS AND CONDITIONS

Instructions to Respondents: All submissions must be in accordance with this Request for
Qualifications.

RFQ Information: The information set forth in this RFQ concerning the real estate and its
condition, size status, legal requirements and other matters is believed to be accurate but is not so
warranted. The City of Kingston and its officers, employees, representatives, agents and
consultants make no representation express or implied as to the physical condition of the real
estate, status of the title thereto, its suitability for any use, the absence of hazardous and toxic

11
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City of Kingston Purchasing Department
RIQ#: K16-10

Adaptive Development of Uptown Parking Sites for Mixed Use
Thursday, October 27, 2016

11:00am
materials, or any other matter. The City makes no representations as to the accuracy of any
statements made herein regarding any environmental conditions of the real estate and any
information provided with regard to the environment is not to be relied upon and should be

independently verifi ed. All measurements are approximate.

The information provided for respondents is for informational purposes only, and may not be
relied upon and does not constitute a representation or warranty by the City of Kingston, its
representatives, employees, officers, agents, or consultants that the information contained therein
is accurate or complete, and no legal commitment, obligation or liability of the City of Kingston
or its representatives, employees, offlrcers, agents or consultants shall arise by use of, or the
information relating to any of these materials.

As is Condition & Disclaimers: The real estate will be conveyed "as is" with all faults. The
City of Kingston makes no representations or warranties regarding the real estate and the
property whatsoever, including without limitation whether the property is in compliance with
applicable zoning use and other similar regulations, laws and codes (including without limitation
building codes and Americans with Disabilities Act), and respondents are not to rely upon any
representations or warranties of any kind whatsoever, express or implied, from the City of
Kingston, its representatives, employees, officers, agents or consultants.

Revisions, Interpretations or Corrections: Revisions, interpretations or corrections of
specifications made by the City of Kingston shall be by addendum issued before the date set
forth for the submission of responses to this RFQ. Interpretations, corrections or changes made in
any other manner will not be binding, and respondents shall not rely upon such revisions,
interpretations, corrections or changes.

Conflict of Interest: The City of Kingston's employees and the immediate family of City of
Kingston employees are not permitted to submit a response to this RFQ. Furtherrnore, no official
or employee of the City of Kingston shall have any personal interest, direct or indirect, in this
transaction, nor shall any such elected or appointed official, department head, agent or employee
having such an interest participate in any decision, meeting, evaluation or exert any opinion or
influence relating to this transaction that affects his or her personal interests or the interests of
any person or entity in which he or she is directly or indirectly, interested.

Zoningand Permitting: The City of Kingston does not warrant that the real estate is suitable for
any particular use. Verification of the present zoning and detennination of permitted uses, along
with compliance of the property for present or proposed future use, shall be the responsibility of
the respondent. The City of Kingston does not guarantee that any zoning information is
necessarily accurate or will remain unchanged. Any inaccuracies or changes in zoning
information shall not be cause for adjournment or rescission of any contract resulting from this
RFQ. Finally, respondent assumes the entire responsibility of complying with any govemment
requirements and procedures related to intended use, including, but not limited to, licenses,
zoning, permitting, habitation restrictions, historic preservation requirements, etc.

t2
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11:00am
IUIQ Award Acceptance: The City of Kingston reserves the right at all times to accept or reject
in their sole discretion, any or all responses and to waive any defects or technicalities or
advertise for new RFQ responses where the acceptance, rejection, waiving or advertising of such
would be in the best interest of the City of Kingston. The RFQ process may be terminated or
modified without notice at any time.

Notice of Acceptance or Rejection: Notice, by the City of Kingston regarding either
acceptance, or rejection of a response to this RFQ shall be deemed to have been sufficiently
given when mailed to the respondent, or his or her duly authorized representative, at the address
indicated in the cover letter accompanying respondent's submission of a response to this RFe.

Postponement or Cancellation: The City of Kingston reserves the right to postpone or cancel
this RFQ, or reject all responses, if in its judgmeniit deems it to be in tne mst interest of the City
to do so.

I114. event of a postponement or cancellation of this RFQ; the City of Kingston shall not be
liable for any costs incurred by respondent in the preparation of their response or for any work
performed in connection therein.

13
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SUBMIT ALL QUESTIONS PERTAINING TO THIS RFQ
lN WRITING NO LATER THAN 4:00 PM TUESDAY, OCTOBER 4, 2016.

Please use this form and email questions to Brian Woltman at
bwoltman@kinosto{t:ltv.gov all substantive questions will be responded to
in the form of an addendum.

Datel

Company Namel

Contact Namel

Telephone Numberl

Fax Numberl

E-mail:



NYSCEF DOC. NO. 4

INDEX NO. 8F2020-2075

RECEIVED NYSCEF. 08/21,/2020

ORMS

City of Kingston Purchasing Department
RFQ#: Kl6-10

Adaptive Development of Uptown Parking Sites for Mixed Use

Thursday, October 27, 2016
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PLEASE U RN THE FOLLOWING F
WITH YOUR RESPONSE
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INFORMATION SHEET

NAME OF RESPONDENT:

ADDRESS:

TYPE.OF ENTITY: Corp. Partnership

LLC

If a non publicly owned Corporation: NAME OF CORPORATION:

List Principal Stockholders (holding over 5% of outstanding shares)

City of Kingston Purchasing Department
RFQ#: K16-10

Adaptive Development of Uptown Parking Sites for Mixed Use

Thursday, October 27, 2016
11:00am

Individual

LIST OFFICERS:

LIST DIRECTORS:

DATE OF ORGANIZATION:

If a partnership
PARTNERS

NAME OF PARTNERSHIP:

DATE OF ORGANIZATION:

* If the business is conducted under an assumed name, a copy of the certificate required to be

filed under the New York General Business Law must be attached.
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AFFIDAVIT OF NON.COLLUSION

NAME OF RESPONDER:

BUSINESS ADDRESS:

I hereby attest that I am the person responsible within my firm for the final decision as to the prices(s) and

amouni of this proposal or, if not, that I have written authorization, enclosed herewith, from that person to

make the siatements set out below on his or her behalf and on behalf of my firm.

I further attest that:
1. Any dollar amount stated is this response has been arrived at independently, without consultation,

communication or agreement for the purpose of restricting competition with any other contractor,

responder or potential responder.
Z. nny Oottar amounl cited in this response, has not been disclosed to any other firm or person who is a

responder or potential responder on this project, and will not be so disclosed prior to response opening.

3. No attempt his been made or will be made to solicit, cause or induce any firm or person to, refrain from

responding to this RFQ, or to submit a proposal higher than the response of this firm, or any

intentionally high or non-competitive response or other form of complementary response.

4. The response of my Rrm is made in good faith and not pursuanl to any agreement or discussion with, or

inducement from any firm or person to submit a complementary response'
b. My firm has not offeied or entered into a subcontracl or agreemenl regarding the purchase of. materials

oiservices from any other firm or person, or offered, promised or paid cash or anything of value to any

firm or person, wheiher in connection with this or any olher project, in consideration for an agreement or
promise by an firm or person to refrain from responding to this RFQ or to submit a complementary

response on this project.
6. My firm has not aicepted or been promised any subcontract or agreement regarding the sale of

miterials or services to any firm or person, and has not been promised or paid cash or anything of

value by any firm or personjwhether in connection with this or any project, in consideration for my firm's

submitting a complementary response, or agreeing to do so, on this project

7. I have made a diligent inquiry of all members, officers, employees, and agents of my. firm with

responsibilities relating to the pieparation, approval or submission of my firm's response on this project

and have been advised by eactt of them that he or she has not participated in any communication,
consultation, discussion, agreement, collusion, act or other conduct inconsistent with any of the

statements and representations made in this affidavit.

B. By submission of this response, I certify that I have read, am familiar with, and will comply with
any and all segments of these specifications'

The person signing this proposal, under the penalties of perjury, affirms the truth thereof.

Signature & Company Position

Print Name & Company Position

Company Name

Date Signed Federal l,D. Number
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&t F:ilt 0 tt..t N t) t.t |lt (} t' t"l N t) F] Rsl'.\ N I]l N e;

This Mcnrorarrd*rn af tJnde rsilurding { MOt.ji. he r*inalicr rcfbrretl tu as the Msnr(}rarrdunr.
enteretl into on ilrs ''t 

o tkry tilit,, . t, ,t Y ,2017 , by arrtl l'rclrveen City of Kingston, a

rnunicipal corporation x,ith ot'ficcs at.l2{i firoldrvr5'. Kiugston, Nerv York. (hereirrafier rcferrcd (o

as {iity} antl Wright Architects I'l,l,C, rvith ollicss at 20(} l:air Street, Kingstorr. Ncw Y*rk
(lrreinafler relcrr*ii lo as l)cve krprr)

WlltlREAS, thr: llilrcnterttion*rl p;rtics rl*;irc to *ntur iato tlte hrrrcin drscril"ted Agrecm*nl
in rvhich thcy shall worh togctlrcl to acconrplish rh* rlexrl.s ln(! o['].ie{tives 5ct tbrth; an(,

WllEttEAS, thc ;rartir-'s lre ik:sirorrs !() rjnt* arr rrrxlerslanrling. thus sctting aul all trcccssary
working arrarlgLrtl*nt.$ tlrat both [)irrtier tgrce slrall lrc rrcerssur] tt.r ciirlplsle'tlris l]roject.

l)tJRl,tlsH A N l) sC{}t,1.:

'l'he partics irttutd fi;r tltir lVlcrnorirrtrlurn r-rl'llrrrlcrst;rndirrg kr;:rrovidr the corne|ritonc and
slrucfurr. firr an! artLJ ;rll irossib!y inrprrrdirrg tlinding {(}ntr.icts trlrich rnay Lre rclated to thc l'rojcet.

()t|.tB(:'f tvr:s

'l'he parti*s sllrll enilltav(.rr til n'rlfk tlrgr:llrcr tr: rlevch;p llr()l)crtv knorvn as ll Nurth l"'rorrt St.
(fi:rmcr [.lptorvtt f]:rrking (ilrage irlitlr;r rnirrirrrirrr of'l(Jlt pulrlir, p*rking $pil{*s *long rvith r comhinatiorr
olslrset lcvel currrrrclcirl. retlil ;rrrtl dirrirrg cst;rblishrn*rrt rvith apannrcnt:i or h$tel.

l{ F"tiP(}Nsn}t t,t'il Es A N I) {iltt_ t ( ; A"t' t (}Ns {} r; T'} I E t,,il{Tl }:s

It is lhe tlcsire a*rl llte rr'irh rrl'llrr"r p;r'li*s trl this Vl(lt.,j Agrcerncnt thirt tlris rlocurrrsnl should
rrcl and thtts shall nr,tt eltablislt n(lr crq:ltr; iurv huur ('r nll*atsr ol'a lirrrrrnl agreenlent, but rallrer an
rlgreenrcnt bstrveur thc partics t* w'rirk to{eilrcr rvherelry thc [)cvclopcr rvitlr thc a;rprov*l riitlrc City
lrt*rkets attd tthl;titrs invcstors ttrcetstr\ i'rrr rirs lcase arrrl or :lle ol'tlrr"' property in * m*nrrcr conristerr!
rvirh the abov* staled obj*ctivcs" i)*r'cloper shull lrv thu *xpirltiorr at'tlrs t{rnl ol'this agrc*rnerrt" !}rssctrt a
final arrrJ eJet+ilcii;rlitrr lirr tltc L'ilr'to lirrrrr*lll lpf].(lvd trr le.icct irr rvritirrg.

TERM.q t}F I",Ntltittsl'ANIlt t\( ;

'I'lre tcrr:r eil"this l'vtcrttorartrluln nl'(indtrstalrclirrg:iritll bt-: lol n pcriod ul'*ight*crl t lll) ltlnths
liorn the af'ori:rrtenliotrrld r;llr:ctive r,ltt.e;rn(l nr11.lre cxlcrrder! rrp*rr rvlitlcn nrutual tgrcenlsnl ot'lroth
panies.

It is tlrc [tn<lcrttan(litig rrl'llru l]itrtir\ thirt dirc to llrc tcrrn ol'this lglrcntcnt and tlre liity's desir* to
tnnve lirrtvard rvitlr thir pro^icct bcrtch rrr;rrl.rs are r*quircr.l io ijlnurr: fi tintsl) ilroces:i. 

'l"lri: 
1rroc*ss shall he

in trrhascs as lirllorvs:

Phase l. [)cvclo;'rrslr;rll pLoviile turire ('it.l .ascherri;rlirdi;rg*inrrvithinsixl{r}rrrorrthsti,orrrthc
date of this agrectne nt.

lihass2. Devcloperslrall providctothcCit) prool'ert'proiccttitliulcingrvithinrwctve (12)
nrrlntlrs fium the r.lilte oi'this .tgr{eln!rtlt.



I
NYSCEF DOC. NO. 5

TNDEX NO. EF2O2O-2075

RECETVED NYSCEF : 0e/2L/2020

l)lrasr i. [)evc'lirper slurll providc to tlrc ('it1'l c*rrtplelcd appliettion firr appnrval tionr thc City
of Kingstt:n [)lanrring l]o*ril fbr thr l)rojccl rvithin ciglrtccn ( lll] r]lonth:i liortr llic dat{ ol'this agre!'n!*ni"

During caeh phasc trl"the proicr"rt tlre [)cvrlopcr shall irgrcr; lo hr.rkl public rnettirtgs ind i]utrca(h related

to the pro.iect irr eoordination rvith the f it5' ol'Kirtgstorr,

A M ENI);!l t:N]' {}1. CA N (: lil"l,A'n0N (}F'n I ls l\l liM(}l{ANt}liM

'I'lris lvlr".nrrrarrr!url cl'[.Jrrrler'*tanrling rrrav lre :rrrrutrled or ntrrriili*rl irt;.tny tirl]e in rvtitirrg b.v.-

rnutilRl crlrls€rll ol' botlt partirs.

ln ar.lelition. tlre Mcrri*rantJtlrrr al'l.lridelstarrtjing rtra;- l:c curtcelle,;J bv uitlrer partl'rrith
10 days advartce rvlittcrr noticf, rvitlr tlre exce ptiurr belng rvlrcrc crttss l{.rr canc*ll;ttirrtt rrtay irtcltrtle , brrt

is rxx linrited tr). a nlalL'riill and significunt hrcue lr ol';ury of tltr,'provi.riorts cottiaittqd hercirr, rvhctt it rnar

bc canccllcil trporr deliv*r-v rll'n'ritterr rlo{ice to llrc other partl'. "l-he palties agrcc tlrat eacll *'ill ltc hcld

lrarnrl*ss lirr tlre tilnc tnd cxtrrcrtse associalcd *'itlt this ;tgrr'ctltcnt.

(;EN EltA t. Illr(}vlstoNs

'l'lrr-. partirs ackrrr>rrlcdge ;rnel urtrlcrsland that tlrcy'nlusl l)c ilhlc to lirllill the ir respr-rrriFrililics

undorthis Mgnruraritltrirr of ilnr.lerslirrriling irr lccoril;urr:rl rritlr tltc provi;ions ol'thc law artcl rcgttlatiorrl
thal govcrn the ir arrtivitics. N*thirtg in tlre illcrnorartrf rrnr is intsrrdc.l {o ticgols or (}lhsrrvi:ir t'st}diir
inefl'ective any suclr pr*r,isioris or opsr;rtilrg l.)rocsdurcs. 

'l'lrc parties assunt* lull responsibilitr' lor tlreir
pcribrnrance uttdcr tltc te rtrts ol'lltis lvle nlrrrlrxlurtr.

l{'at an1'titlc eithsr f)*rl}'i$ unatrle to p{j1f'(11111 tire ir dutics or t'cspottsitrilities u*der tlris
Mcntorandurtt cl!'ljrrderrlitnrlirrg corrsist(jni \\ith silclr partv's sliallrl{}r} iir}il rcgt,ltt(}t;" rrtartd:ttcs. tlrc

afl'ectetl parry slrall irnnrcdi:rtely pr*vitlc nrittcn noticc i{, the other prul}'to establi$lr a d*tc {br
resolution ol' the rrtatter.

LtMI'fATI()N Olt t,l,t lll t,lTY

'I'hc 
Srrrtius acklrurvietlge lrrd urrdgrstiurtl tltat tltc l)ro.icct drarvirtg,s. sr:ht; ttl{\ artd rneilx}d$ are thc

intellcciual propcrt)'ol'Wriglrt,,\rr:hilccts.'['lri> irrlirrrrr*tiorr shall nol he disckrsecl uttlcss <lisclosutc is

required by larv eir cuttrt orrle r.

No rights or lirrrita{iori r:f'righls slrlll urisr": rrr bc assunrer.l bctrvccn tltr p;lrti*s us n rusult ol'lh*
tcnlls ()t' th i:i Mutrtot.littrlutn n I' I i rtilerslantl i ng:.

A tt I;!'t' RA"r I oNlilt tin lA'l' loN tlt stltJT'li Rnso LU'fi (}N

'flic pcrtics to tlris lr.f *rrrurlnqlrlrr ol'1.!rrdcrstalrdirrg :rgree tlrat slruuld arr.v tti,";putc arisc tltrough
{ny aspect ot'this rclatiorrship, ine lrr.ling. but rrat lisuitcd fo, iln} n1;rtl{rs, riisputcs or slairns, thc
par:ics sliall conlt-'r in gorrtl llitlr to pr{}nlptt}'r.'s{)lvc anv tlisputc. ln thc *,ent tlrat lhr parties are
unable to re:;olvr the issrre or disptrtr: hcnvccn thun, thcn thij nrattijr rlr;rll lr,: nrerliated arrdlor'
arbi{rated in an;rttcr}tf}( to resrtlvc arty.'attr1 rll issrtcs hetu'ecrr lhc lrartir"'s,

I"hc prartics.!lilec thlt;rrrr'e llirtr *r dirputc tllat ariser lirrrrr trr lhrouglr tlris agrucrrrrrrl, tlte
rcl*tiorrslrip ol ollligirtiorrs corricrrr;rlll*d or r;utlirred ii'ithin thi; il!:reenrcnl, it rrot r'*rulvr:d thrr-rugh

n{:diilti$n, shall thr:lr S(l t(} irnd he resoll'crl tlrrrugh linul arril birrdilrg *rlritratiorr. Arry r"lccisiorr leachs.l
b1'the Arbitrator shall lre lirtiri aur"l llindirtg arrd. i{'rc,.1trircrl, rnay h* errter{tl as a,iudgnlrnt in any
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court having iurisdictirrtr,

ln the event thnt any c{)urt hrvingjuriselictirur should dcterrninc that iury pqrrtionerl'tltis

Agreement tn bc invalicJ or uuenhrrcciltrlc. o*11'thal portierrr shall he dscnrc(l invaliil and not el'fcctivc.
ivhile rhe balarrce ol'this Agrceurent shall rcnrairr in tulle llcct and enforeerble. T'his Agreenrent shall

be intcrpreted and gove rrr*d lry and in accordancs rvith thc l"'edcral Arbitrati*n Act I I.J.S.C. Scction

t- t6.

]YOTtc'n

An1.' rrotiec or cot"tlmurric;rtiorr required or Srennittr"il urrqlcr tltis Merttoratrdunr .rlrall he

suflicicntl5'given if delivcred in persort ar by certilicd ntail, r*turn rec*ipt rcrlucsted. trr thc adrlress
set f'orth in thc openirrg paragraplr ()r to .iuch artrlress ali onc *lav have fitntislt*d to the olhr'r itt
writin6i.

G(}vnRNtN{; t",flw

'fhis 
Mcnroralrtlunr ot-[-,lrrrlcrstnrrtlirrg sh*ll b* govcrned hv tntl cortslruetl itt aetorilalrce

rvith the l;rws ol-lhc Snrtc of !',ir:rv Ytrrk.

sriv EI{A Iil t,t'rY c LA lJSr:

ln tlrt-'*v.:rrt tltal an1, lrruvision o{'tlris Nlcrrrorlndrrrtr ol'lJnrterstandirrg shall be dccrncd t$
be severablc *r irrvalid. arrtl il iury terrrr, r;orrdiii*n. phr;rsc. ()r portiorr ol'this LlenlorandLrm shall
bc detertrtined to lre unl**..lul or otfr*rrvise uricufr;rcctble. thc rcnruindcr: ol'thtr Mcnrurandurn slrall
rctnain in lull lbrcc alrel r:fkcl, so krrrtri as thc clirurd severcd cloes nrx atlircl the ilrtcnt olthc partie$
Il'a court should find th:rt crry tr:rovisiorr cf'this lVcrlorarrtlurn to lrc invalid or unelrlirrceirhle, but
that by linriting slid provision il rvoukl besonrrl v*liit irnd err{irrcsablc. then slid pravision shull be

dcemcd to trc. written, construecl and qlrfiuced as ro linrited.

ASSI(;NMENT

Ncithcr parly to llris Mcrnttr;urdurn rrl'ljrtdcrrtanijirtg nray lssigrr or lranslrir the res;rorrsibilitics
cl'this agrcetrcnt ltcrcin witltout llrc g.lrior *'ri(tr-'rr consenl cl-ilrc nr:rr**ssigning party tilr rvhie lr such
appraval shlll not be urrrc.a.conirbly' rvithlre ld.

EN'TIRE TJN IX:RS'TANI}INC

'l'he hcreirt crlrrlainud N4*nrorlurtlurtr til (jndcl'starrtlirrg constitute; tlrr: entirc urrilerstanding ol'thrt
pariies perr;rining to all nlnttcr$ c()ntcrnpl.tcd hqr*undcr *t thi:i tilne. l'hu parties :;igrring this MOU
desirc $r intctrij lhat arrl inrplclrreniing {L}nlrxct, lir;r:nsc" or othcr agr{enlcul entcrcd irrto hetrvesn tlre
partics subsequenl l'rcruto shrll supclscrlc antl prct-:rnpl an;'cein{'lictirrg provisit;n ol'this Mcnrorandunr
of lJnderstanding whe thur rvrit(en or or';rl.
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'l'his.{greement shall tre signed by the abovc nnned parties and shall be ellective as of the d*re
{irst abave written.

Dare: t I tolt? llity ot'Kirtgstonrl

Date {-lI

flv
'l'. Nohlc, Mayor

Wright Architscts, Pl.l-C

By
ghr
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State ol'Ne* York

County af'tJlster

On rhis ,ta'e day 
"t*:** 4...1a-q- . :0 17. bclirre nre flu undersigned, fl notary pxtrlic in anc! tbr

said State, personally appcared'Stn'cn T.-Nobte. persorrally' knorvn to ffie or proved to me on the basis nf
satisfactory evi<lenc{i to he the irrdividual tvh(}sc nanre i.s subsL*ribed to the within inslrument and
acknowledged lo ntc tlrat hr"'execuied the sanrc in his capacity anel thct hy his signature on thc instrunrent.
the individual, or the p.qf,:g!,ppqe-[q}alf ol' rvhic]r thc individual actcd. executed the instrurnent"

,rrtillji,
.: .lii t;g '
.I":

: i ,.-.

).!t)t. 'T*
Not;rry Public

Statc olNerv York
s5.:

County nf" l-jlstcr

on lhls ld tlty ol' JAtnrg'r.lul?, he tirr* rnc rhc uneler^signcil, a no(ary public in ond l"or
said State- persanally appcarcd Andrew Wlight. persanally knor"-n to mo or proved [o me on thc basis ol
satisfactory evidence ta be the individual rvhose narne is subscriberJ to the within instrunleni end
acknowledged to rtts (lr*i hc exccutsd thc sanrc in his capacity and that by his signaturr,. on the instrunrpnt,
the individual, or the person uporr behalf of'rvhiclr the individual acted. executed rhe instrument.

\-:ry*-iL.r+L4- ta I /" ,-Vgr*.)
r.,'

t lF

ry

AT{GEIAA" CHflE|TOFORO-. .

\*ffi*y*w3#
oonnredonEnk- q laa laOX
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'l.his Menrorrrrtlurrr $l'Urrtle r'-rtlrrrlirrt, tldof i), hcrcirrillicr' re Icrrcd.to irs the lvlentoranduttt'

entcretl irlto 0rr tlru ,..^- 
"rirry 

it'."i'"... ,. ",:1 . 2017, l'r1' rtrtd lutrvccn City ot l(ittgstun' a

nrurricipal corporitlirrtt r,'itnl,fti.** lr'lltl [J''irdr',t1'' Kirritrt'"' Nclv Y*rk' (lrercirtlrlicr relcrrcd ttr

as Ciri.) ald tVrighl nr.iti,-.iit i;f.i.C'. *'itlr 
'l'liuc.r 

itt :(;0 I'nir Str*ct' liirtgsturt' Ncg' Yurk

(h*cinfilier rultrrcd ltr its lle vrlultcr')

wlll:ltEAS, tlrc irlirrgnurrriorrcd p;rr'ries drsirc ttr ettlcr into lhc lr$'ein clescribcd Agr'cctltcnt

in rvhich thc.v shall ,rurt rogrrt,,.',: tn,t.e,,,rrtplisll 111* g'alr lrrrd objr'rctive'r sct fgrih; ltnd

wlllilll.,As, tlrc partics irrr' clcsirLrrrs to cntL-t an urxttt'stantjirrg' thus se tlirrg ottt ull n''-cussatl'

worki'g arranltcnlcrtts ,itt'ilt,r,it pllrtics irg'tju slr.ll t:'c nqc('ss:rfv to c'ttrplctc tlis frrojr'rct'

l'U llP0Sli i\ N l) SCO Ptl

.l-he 
partics irttcnd lbr tlris Mcrrror'irrrtlurn ol'llrrrle|starrrlittg to Il'ovirle the corllt'lstonc 

'llld
struclurc lrrr nn1, o,l0 uff p-u*rit ly: i,rt1,.,r,lirtg trindirrg corllrilcts trlrich rrtal' bc relirted to tltc ['rui*cl'

()t|.,EC"l'lvlis

'l'hc pfirtir:s sltlll ttttle :rvt:r ltt rt'tlt'k togr'tlrcr hr tlcvclop In'oltcl ty f,111rrvtt irs 2 I Nor'tlt l:rOttt St'

{lbn'er llprn*u I'arking (ilrlgc) rvith e.rrrirrirnr,,,, uit:irti prrtrtic p,rr*ing $pil!:es lllorlg rvith c ctttttbiilatirrtt

ol.sircel 1.vsl corrrrurjr'.i,,1. ,*r,iil .,,tl dirriug e$tlhli:illrrr{rlt rlith rrpitt'iltletrl$ (tr llole l'

llFlSl)0NslIl|1.11.IllsAND0lll,l(;A1'l()l..tS()F.rllliP^ll.I'lDs

It is rhc tlesir.q llrrtt rlrc rvi:ilt ol-rlrc p;rlrics til this M()tJ Agttc,rtltcnl thrtt this doeutttr"rrtt sllould

n$l nttrj tlrtrs sh*ll ,tu, *rt,,lrli*lt tl(11 frclllr ;irt'r' li'rrrr (li lllilllller ol'lr tirrrrritl itgluerltclrt'i hul rilthur rn'

Agr*cr'r:nt 6ctwdcp rtre li"r;rics rc rvork t,rg.ih.r'rutr.r.tr1'rltt'l)cvelolrer rvith thc apPrdvitl ol'thu {iity

ntgrkels utttl lttllrtitts tnvcslots ll(t(:us:iitf) lirt tlr'j l*asr u"tl t" 't'l* 
tll'rlie lllopclty itt tt ntitrtrtcr collsistclll

with the abovc statcd otri*.,it "i. 
L'lur,,:i.,pcr shrrll bl tltc expiratiort of lllc tcrttt of'this agrcemctrl' prtsenl il

flnal anrl dctailrtl lllarr lirr rlrc citl'tir lirrnrirllf ilpllltrvc or te.irtct irt rvlitirrg'

TF:RM,S 0F (tNl)E lrs'rA N l)l N (;

,l.hc ter'r ol'this lvlcru'rnrulurrr ol [.]ud*rstundirrg slrlll bc [ot'tr pr-'ritrd ot'ti6tlt{ftl (i[l) ntrrttths

l'rorn tls ilfor,.'rrrentiorred cl'fcutive rlirlc u'rl rrr;ty bt cxtqir,lcd ltpott lv'itlcn llttl{uol ttgrer$lcll( ol'both

pilrlics.

It is thc 
'rulcrstulrlirrg 

ol'thc parriirs thrl rluc to thc tr.:r'nt ol'tltis lgrc'crnetrt ilttd tlic City's desirr: to

rn.vc lir^r,ar<J rvitlr this 
'r'irct 

bcnch rnirrks iirc t(.(luir'{(l ro crrsllru a tirrrJl' pr(,Lrcss ['his pruccss shall bc

ilt ltivt () ll.l N l)u t\l o l' l't N D EllsTA N D INC

in phlses us ftrllotvs

l)lrasc I I)cvcluJlcr s[all pLrrvicle t9 t[c t'it;', lt scltcrlatic {iagritnr r.vitIin six (6) rlorrlhs lirrrn t[c

date of this tlgrcctttclll

Phrrsc 2 t)r..vclopcr slrull providc to thc C'ir;' prool'ol'1:rojcct lillilllcinE. rvitlrin trvelvc (12)

nlotrtlts fitlrrr thc tlAtc rll tltis trgrcctttcttt
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l,lrase J. l)cvclo;rc'r shnll protitlc trr thc L'it1'lt c{illll)lcted appliclttiort tbr apprtrval lruttt thu City

of Kingston l)lartrrirtg lloartl lbr tlrc lrrrrjr:ct rvitlrrn ciglrrcen (ltl)rtronths liortt llre datc o1'tlris a$rccll'lc[l['

During rfle h pha-se gf rlrr.. prrrlect rlrc [)cr'clopcr rhall irgrcu to lrold puhlic rrlcetirtgs nlld outrcilclt rctliltctl

to the pi'tlicct itt cotrrtlirlalitrn rvitlt the City trl Kirlg,strrn'

Al\t EN l) i},1 liNl. 0 lt (]A N ( : li t,l,^.rl 0 N 0 l.''r l l ls M E lll o Il^ N Dt,lll

-l'lris 
Mr:rrror.^rrdrrrrr o('llnilc'r'stlrrtrlirr4 lnin'lrs itrttcrtrlccl trr lttotlilleij ilt lllly tirne in lvriting bv

ntutr.r0l cixrselrl ol' lrotlt Pill'tic'\.

l* ockliti,rr, tlrr lvlcrrr*r;urdrrru ol'l.irtd*rslil't{liltg rrr;,ry be eitrresllcd by citlrer party with

3g days lrdr.a*cc rvr.itrcr'rotir":s. rvitlr thc L'xcrlltion treirrg lilr.r,: enttre li)t cnttcr"rllatitrn lrlity illcltlde' lltl(

is rrot limircd t*. a nr$lsrial lnrl siurril'icarrt hrcriclr.,l'urry ol"tlrr provisiottr cotltuittrrd lrtrcin' rthutl i1 rrtol'

bc carrcrllud uporr tl,,liyerr i'rt; o'riii.,, rro(iec lu tlrr rrthci p;rrt1 ' 
;l'h* 

llilflies itgrce tltilt ettsh r!ill be ltcld

lrarrrrlesS lOr flte tirnt iltld *\llcllxu itssnsillletl rt'itlr llris agl'ccll)dl1['

( J llNEl{Al, t'Rov lsl(}NS

'1rc partics acknrlvlc4g:c arril urrtl(r'stand tllrr tlrr:y rttust bc lrbl* to lirllill their rcsPorrsilrililius

rrrr4r:r t5is lvlcrrrorirndurrr of lJnrlcrslurding in lccordarrcc tvith tlrc provisions ol'the larv itntl rcgttlittiorrs

tfitrt gov.rn t|1cir activitics, Ngthirrg irr tlrc lul.'rlrolltttlttttt is irttcrrtl'ld to ttegatc qr otltcrWisc rcndcr

inel{ective any suclr pr.rrvisiorrs or ()l)crilrir}s procctjurcs. 'l'lrc;lanir's.r.\ritlrttLr liill re.spolrsibilitl' 1'or I'lrr:ir

perlortnatrcc urrdt't the tclrlrs ol" tltis lvlclll()rillldtllll

ll'ut any tirlc eillrcr partf is rlnuble to purlilrnt tltcir clrrtics or rcsporrsiLrilitics ttndt'r tlris

[\4cnr.raldrrnr olt.ll.lersiarriirrg corrsistcrrt u'ith suclt pilriy'r; stilttlt(>r'y arrcl regulirtorv trranditlcs, tltc

u{Tcctcd party slrull irlnrrtliarcl} plrrvirlu r,ur'ittcn n(tticu 1o thu othcl Pillt)'to cstablish il dil(c lbr

lesolrttiol ol' the tttatter.

Lt M l'l'rtTlON ()l; t,l A lll l'l'f Y

'l'hc partius ac,krrorvledge and $nrJe|sturrd tlrat thc ['ro.lcct tlritrvittgs, sclrr;ttres alld lllcthods BrL'thc

intcllectual ptoperty ol'\\,right)\re hitcct.,i. 'l'his irrlirrtnatiurr slrall ntrt lrc rJisclosrd rtrtlqss disclosrti'c is

requirsd by larv or cottrl ordet'.

Ntr riglrts or lirrririttiorr 6f'rights slrall urisr: or hc l"ssunted bctN.)ell thc partics as it rcsttlt o{'thc

lcnlrs ol' th is Nl c rn trrarrtltlttl n l' l l ndcrsla rl(l i rr g.

A RIrlTltA'r I 0 N/lvl l'l lll A'r I o N I ) Ist' tJl'I l( cs0 LUT I ()N

1'lrc partics lo lltis N4crnorarllulrr 9l'Llndclstlrttlirrg agrcc tlrat.shottld iltly (lisptlrc lrisr'lltrouglt

any $spcct oithis rclltionshil;. including. [rut rrot linritcd to, an)'nliltlel's. rlisprrlcs ttr r":laittts' thi]

pnrtiesshall conlrr in good liritlr to prorirptli'rersolvc lny'dispr.ttc. ltt thc cvcn! that lht'purtics arc

unable to r.esolvc thc issue or'dispute bc(rvccru lhort, thcn thc nlatlcr shall bc rnediat,;'d andlor

arbitruted irt an attttnpt 1o resr)lvc arry atld lll isstrt's bcttvcctl llrc partiCs.

'l-he parties agrqc thur arrl,cllitn or <Jisputu thilt lrisus ft'olrt or tlrrougli this lgruenrctnt. tllc

l.cl*ti.nslrip or obligaiirrns corrtcnrJrllrtecl or r)utlirr(:d rvillrin rlris cgleenlent, il'rtol rcsolvetl thtttttgh

nrcdiution, shall thcl go (o irrril bc i'u.:olvcrl lhlough linul uttd birtdirrg itlt)i(riltiun. Arly dt'cisinrr rcachcd

b1,rhe Ar.trirraror shalihr: lirrll arrtl lrirrtlirrg rntl. il'rr:qtrircd, rnll' bc enle t'ctl as a.itrilgrrtcttt in atty
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courl hllvillB.iurisdic(irrn'

ln lhc cvcrrt thilt Irrv riluil htrvirrg jurisdietion shrrilkl rlutr:rlr.tittt'tlrrtt ittty portiutt ol'tlri's.

Agrccn*rrt r* 1c in'alitl ur urrrnlr'r.c".irtrli,-orrlv tlurl p.rtiolt slrall hc tL't'ntctl irrvalirl irttd ttol '"ltcctivc'

rvhilctlrcSalarrurlnf'rfr;,nflr**,r.r.,,i .t,.tt r.,,,,,i,ti,,ii,ll r'l'h;utatril cntirrueshle' 1'ltisAgrccntctrtshall

be i'lcrprcrcd and g'vrr.rrcrl hy lrrd irr uecortl;urriu rvitlr tlrc lrcclcrll Arbirratiorr r\ct I tJ's'c' secliort

r" 16.

N0'I'lcE

Art)'rrulicc trr coltltttttllicatiort rr"tlrtit'etl lr;lcrnritte'<l untlr"t this lvlctnorattdrtttr shall hc

su{,licicrrrll.gi'cn if dclii*r*i i,.r f.r*u,t ur b1'.'.rriii.d rrrarl, rctttrtt rcct:ipt l'c(ltlctitc{l' t<> thc addrcss

sc{ li)rth irr th('trpcrtin1l 1,*r"ir"pit or to stlclt ittltlrcss u's t)lrc may havr: lirrrrisltcd to thc olher ir'l

writing.

GOVEITNIN(I I-AW

,l-his Meilrurilnrlunr ol'tJntlct stitrrdirrg slrirll bt grrvctrtetl lrv tttld uo]tstrttotl in act:ordattcr':

rvith the laws oi'tlrc Stlrtc rr{ Nurv \'ork'

s}]vt]ltAl]t l,l'rY c{,4 tJsl:

ln tlc uvcrrr thilt iy)), prt:r.isiorr o{'this Nlenror:rrtdurtt ol'Iirrtlcrstnnding sltnll br' decrlled.tt'l

5e scveti.rSlc 'r irrr,;rlicl, a,r.iii 
",.t1, 

1r;rttt. cotrclilion. ltltritsc. ttr l)t)r'tit)!l ul'this *tleltt$tutttlttttt sltetll

trc det{.'rtrtlrt*tl tr.r ht unluwlirl or rrtlrr"$visc trrrcrrlirrccalrlrl' tlre tr:tttailrilcr ttl'tlrr: lvlctttoritltdtrrtt sltirll

rerrr$in irr lirll lirrcs urrd ul'l'*ct.51r kruil as tlrc e lrrusc s*vered thrss rrot irl'l'tr"t ths illlclll (rl'lll$ l)ilrlie-\'

ll'a court sSoupl li*d ,trr''oiiy,';,r.,visicin ot'this Nlctttttratrtlttrtt ttt hc irrvrlid or rtttettlbrceitbls' irut

tlnt by lirniting s;rid provisidrr it *-ould hceolllc valicl antl ctr[orccablc, thcn said pruvisiotr shall bu

,lCcnre,l to be ivri,cn, u.rrstt.rrcd .nd cnlirrccd ar s. lirrritctl.

,\SStGNMF:Nl'

Ncillcr ll,r,t),to lltis lvlcrrrnrlrrtltrrrr uf'l.lndcrstarrding tnal'asrigrr rrt'trattsler thc rcsporrsitrilitics

.l'tlris agreu.rrrurrl lcrcirr irli,l,,,r,, tlru lrrirrr l'rirur conscnt oitlrc nr.rtt-ussigning pilrt1' lirr rvlrit:lt sur:lr

approval sltall not bc ttrlreastttt;tl:11' rvirlrllulil'

cNT I Ia n [lN l)t]lrs'l'A N l) 1N(;

'l'ltC lrtrcirt r:ontaittctl Nlsnllf;ttrtltrnt tr['IJlttt*r'slttrttlirtg ct'rtlslitttts! tl\e clttirc ltrttlcrstatrtlitrg ol tlru

p'rtics lrer:1i1ing to lll rnuttr,rs t.ontcllrplilt*d herstttt(lur a{ rltis tirrrc. 'l'[rc partics signing.lhis lr4()Ll

tltsirt or irrtsltd tlral uilf inrplctrrenlirr$ cr][trilct. lieclrsc, or trtltcr ilgrcr'lllcllt cntcr(:d into hctrlecn lhe

partics.subscqucrr( lrcyctrr slirll supcrs"rlc rrri! Jrrccrn;lt :rtrl cottllicting, provisitltt rr['tltis Mc;rrorttndunt

ol' Understanditrg rvlrethcr tvrillsrl or oral.
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This Agrccment shall be signed by lhe ubovc natucd partiesand shall beelli:ctive as of the date

firsl above \trritl,en,

Dnter City o{'Kingrton

By;
T. N$ble, Mayor

l"l Wright Archi$g.ts, PLI,C

A

L
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Statc of Ncrv Yurk
:i5,;

County of Ulstcr

Orr rlris ./., 
tr* 

day al\:]a.a<,p.q- . 20 I ?, hclbrs nls the undcrsigrtetl- a imtary p$bli{ in nnd lbr

said Stnte, personally .pgr*uri,iySi.'t,r:n 't'.'Notrlc. perrrrtrirlly krtorvn lo mc or proved to tne on lhc basis o[
satisfactory eviclencc rii i'e tlrc irrdiviclurrl rvhu.sc nanrc issttbscritrurl to the tvithin inslru*renl and

acknorvlcigr.'d to ntc l.hilt lrc c.seculed rhc sanls in his capncity nnd thnt by his signaturc on thc insfunrenl,

rhe inr]ividrral. or rhe pti.lil$lJtgtgl,-[qlul{'ol'rvhich tlur intlividrralactcd, cxecul.ed ths instrunlertt.
*, '-' ,, .-rlajGllJli

_' Oi l jt,,.
- i: -; ,;:r '

(,'1 L*v<tz-,-t.* 4 I l' '-y ?"-*)
it.

' r.i --r' -

.iur)i. .,' i,l ll. \-_- I .-.

Notary Public

Statc olNcrv Yolk
ss

County ol'Lllster

t;n rhis /d tliy rrl' J4rtUefY,2(.1 I ?, bulilre rrre {lrc untlcrsigrtctl, n rttxrrry pltblic in nntJ lbr

said Statc, pcrsorrally appearcrl Andruu fVf ighr, pL.rsonrlly knorvn to mt'or provcd l(, nle (lll tlu basis of

satisfacrory eviclcnsi ro bc thc individual rvhcrsc nnrne is stdlscrib$d to thc rvithin instruntertl anrl

acknorvlerigcd to mc rhat he exccutcd {he sanrc in his cnpacity and tltat by his sigtratule on lhc inslrutnent'

the individu$I, or lhc p€rrou upon hchall'of'rvhich the individ$al actsd. cxccuted lhc instr[menl,

-#mfrfi#ffiry.
commleglonEetmr q laa lag[

Pu
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AqgIGNMENT

Tlris agreement is made rn i'l day of June 2017 by and between Wrighr Architects PLLC. a New
York Profbssional Limited l.,iability Cotnpany with oltces at 200 Fair Streel. Kingston, New York
(hereinafter referred to as "Assignor"), and JM Dcvelopment Group, LLC, a domestic Linrited Liability
Cornpany with offices located a12975 Route 9W, New Windsor, New York (hereinafter referrcd to as

"Assignee").

WHEREAS, Wright Architccts PLLC, the Assignor. has entered into a Memorandurn of Understanding
with the City of Kingston, a municipal corporation, with its oflices aI 420 Broadway, Kingston, New
York (hereinafter referred to as "Cify") which said Memorandum of Understanding is dated January 10,

201 7 and attached hereto, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to said Memorandum of Undcrstanding, the Assignor has agreed to perform certain

services in connection with the development of properry located at 2l North Front Street in the City oi
Kingston, County of Ulster, and State of New York owned by the City of Kingston (hereinafter rellrred
to as "The Premises"), and

WHEREAS, pursuant to said Mernorandum of Understanding, the City has euthorized the Assignor 1o

seek and submit a plan for the development of the premises in accordance with the timetable nrole fully
set forth in the Memorandum of Understanding, and

WHEREAS, the Assignor wishes to assign all of its right, titte, and interests in the Memorandum of
Understanding attached hereto to the Assignee in consideration of the paymenl ot'certain monies to
Assignor and further in sonsideration ofthe nrutual covenants and agreements set forth herein. and

WHEREAS, Assignee wishes to assume all of Assignors riglrt, title. and irrtercsts in the Mentorattdum of
Understanding attachcd hereto and to proceed with the developrnent of tlre prenrises pursuant to a lurtltcr
agreemenl with tlre City to more fully set forth the rights and obligations of the Assignee as tlre developer
and the City of Kingston as thc owner of the premises.

NOW, THEREFORE, for value received and in further consideration of the rnutual covsnants and
promises set I'orth herein, the parties agree as follows:

L Wright Architects PI,LC as Assignor, hereby assigns all of its right, title, and intercst
in the Memorandutlr of Understanding attached hereto to JM Developtnent Group,
LLC, as Assignee.

2. JM Developnrent Group. LLC. the Assignee, hereby assurnes all obligations of
Assignor as set forth in the Memorandum of Understanding attached herelo.

3. ln consideration for this Assignment, the Assignee hereby agr€es to pay to Assignor
the sum of fifty thousand dollars ($50,000) subject to the rcnns and conditions rnor€

fully set forth herein.

4. This Assignnlent, and the paynrents to be madc by Assignee to Assiguor hereunder.
shall be contingent upon the parties receiving the consent from the City of Kingston to
thi.s Assignment. which said consent is required pursuant tc the term$ of lhe
Mernoranduln of Understanding attaclrcd hereto,

5. This Assignrncnt shall t'urther be contingent rpon the Assignee and the City of
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Kingston entcring into a fulther binding contract whereby the City agrees to retain the

Assignee (or its assignees, if any) as the sole developer of '[he Pretnises and the

Assignee agrees to develop 'Ihe Premisus, It is understood try the parlies, that in order

for any subsequent contract b€tween the City of Kingston as the owner of the prentises

and Assignee as developer of the premise$ to be binding. that it must comply with all

statutes, Liry of Kingston Charter Provisions, rules, and regulations required tbr and

applicable lo the transfer and development of municipal propcrt-v, including c()mmon

council and referendum approval, ifrequired.

6. The payrnent in the amount of $50.000 to be nude by Assignee to Assignor shall not

be due and owing to Assignor until suctr time as the contingeneies set forth above have

been met.

7, Notwithstanding the above, upon theexecution of this Assignment, and consentto the

Assignment having been duly received from the City of Kingston, the Assignee shall
pay the sum of $50,000 to ihe escrorv agent to be held in escrorv until such time as

there has been compliance with the conditions and contingenciss set forth herein.

Upon the escrow agent reseiving notification in writing from the Assignee that (he Cily
of Kingston and Assignee have entered into a duly binding contract for the

developnrent of the prernises and that there hns been full compliance with all statutory
requirernents necessary for the legal transfer of lhe premises from the City of Kingslon
to the Assignee, the cscrow agent shall then be authorizcd to deliver to the Assignor the

esctow funds.

The parlics gonsenl that Assignee's attorney, Robert D. Cook, shall serve as $scrow

agent.

L The parties further agree, however. that in thc event the contingencies set forth herein

have not bcen nret (i,e. (l) the Assignee and the City having sntered into a binding
agreemenl for the transfer of the premises fronr lhe City to tlre Assignee: and (2) that

there has been full conrpliancc ]vith all statutory requirements nsccssaly for thc legal

transfer of the premises from the City of Kingstorr to the Assignee) un or before the

3l't day of December 2Ol7 (the contingency date), then the Assignee shall have the

option to extend the time period lbr c'ompliance with the conthgencies set tbrth above

to December 3l , 201 8 upon payment liom the escrow funds t<t Assignor in the amounl
of $25,000. In order to exercise this option. Assignee must notify both Assignor and

lhe escrow agent in writing no later than Decenrber 31, 2017, of its intent to exercise

this option to extend the contingency date through December 31. 20t8. Upon receipt

of said writtcn notice, the escrow agent shall be authorized lo pay to Assignor from lhe

escrow funds, the amount of $25,000 which said payment shall be the consideration for
the contingency date exiension and it shall be non-rcfundable.

In the event, Assignee does not exercise this option to e,xtend the contingency date on

or before l)ecember 31,20 17, then this agreement shall be deemed null and void and

the parties' righs and obligations under this Assignment shall be terminated. ln said

event, the escrow agenf shall be aulhorized to release and relurn the escrow fqnds to
Assignee.

9. If the option to extend the contingency dale retbtenced in Paragraph 8 above is
exercised hy tlre Assignee, tlre parties acknowledgc and consent that unless the

A.ssignor and escrow agent shall be notitied in writing on or belbre the Stst day of
Dccember ?018 by Assignce that the coutingenci{"'s sct forth above ttave not been met.

then, the escrow agent shall be authorized to pay the balance ofthe escrow funds in the

amount of $25, 000 to the Assignor. tf Assignee does notify both thc Assignor and

escrow agent in writing on or bcfore the 3lrt day of December 2018, that the

contingencies set forth above have not beefl mel. then, unless othcrwise extcndcd by

nruruai agreement of the parties. the escrow agcnt shall bc authorized to release and

relurn the rentaiuing escrcw funds in the amount of $25,000 to the Assignee'
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10. This agreement shall further be contingent upon the City agreeing that if this
Assignment is subsequently rendered null and void due to the failure of the
contingencies set forth herein having been met, that the original Mcmorandum of
Understanding attached herelo shall be reinstated and the time periods set forth in thc

Terms of Understanding shall be extended each for a period equal to the amount of
time that this Assignment was in effect prior to its terrnination prlrsuant to Paragraphs I
and t hereof,

I L The parties furtlrer acknowledge and agree as follows:

[. Nondisclosure of Trade Secrets and Confidential lnformation.

A. Assignor agrees not to disclose, duplicate. se ll, rcvsal, divulge, publish, f'urnish, or cottrmunicate in
any manner, either directty or hrdirectly, any trade secl€t or other conlidential infornralion of Assignee

to any other person or enlify unless authorized in writing to do so by Assignee.

B, Assignor further agrees not to use any trade secrets or other confidential infbrmation of Assignec for
its personal gain or for purposes ofothers.

C. The obligations of nondisclosure and confidentialiry de.scribcd herein are assurrted by Assignot
regardless of whether the trade secret or other confidentiril information has been conceived. originated,
discovered, or developed. in who.le or in part, by Assignor or whether the trade secret or other
confidential information represents Assignor's work product. If Assignor has assisted or participated in

the creation. developrnent. and/or preparation of arry intbrnration that Assignee consider.s to be a trade
sccret or confidential infornration or has created, developed. and/or prepared such trade secret or

information. Assignor assigns any rights that it may have in that trade secret or information to Assignee.

ll. Definition of'Irade Secrets and Confidential lnformation. For purposes of lhis agreement, the terms

"trade secrets" and "confidential informatiorr" lilean any knorvledge, techniques, processes, or
information, or any application thereot, made known or available to Assignor that Assignee treats as a

trade secret or confidential, whether exi.sting now or created in the future, including but not limited to
information regarding: (i) the cost of materials and supplies; (ii) supplier lists or sources of supplies;
(iii) internal business forms, orders, c.ustomer accounts, manuals, and ittstructional tttaterials describing
Assignee's methods of operation. including Assignee's Operations Manual: (iv) products. drawings.
designs, plans. proposals. and marketing plans; (v) all concepls or ideas in, or reasonably related to.

Assignee's business thal have not previously been publicly released by Assignee; and (vi) any other
inforrnation or property of any kind of Assignee that may be protected by law as a trade secrel.

confidential or proprietary, The trade secrets and other confidential infonnation described in this
agreement are the sole property of Assignee.

lll, Solicitation of Employees" Assignor f'urtheragrees that it will not t'urnish to or lbr thc l:cnefit of any

compe titor of Assigrree. or the cornpetitor's subsidiaries, the name of any person who is etnployed by
Assignee.

IV. Noncompetition. Assignor agrees and covenants that because of the confidential and sensitive
narure of the ttade secrets and other confidential infbrmation covered by this agrecment and because the
use of the same may in certain circumstances cause irrevocable dantage to Assignce, Assignor will not,

untilthe expiralion of three (3) years after the date of this agreement enguge, directly or indirectly. ot
through any corporations or related parties, in any business, enterprise. or emplcrymcnt lhal is directly
competitive with the development of The Premises.

V. Saving Provision. Assignor agrees and stipulates that the covenants herein are fhir and reasonable in

light of all the facts and cifcurnstances of the relationship between Assignor and Assignec; however,
Assignor and Assignee are aware that in certain circumstances courts have refused to enforce certain

agreemetrts not lo compete, Thercfore, in furtherance of rhe provisions of the preceding paragraph,

Assignor and Assignee agree that if a court or atbitrator should decline to entbrce the provisions of thc
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preceding paragraph, that paragraph must be considered modified to restrict Assignor's competition
with Assignee to the maximurn extent, in both time and geography. which the court or arbitrator finds
enforceable.

Vl. Binding Effect. This agreement will be binding on Assignor's successors and assignees as though
originally signed by these entitieVpeople.

VII. Applicable Law. The validity of this agreenrcnt willbe governed by the laws of the State of New
York. If any provision of this agreemcnt is void or unenforceable in that state, the remaindel of this
agreement shall bc fully enlbrceablc according to its terms.

lN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this agrcenrent on this _ day of June 2017,

WRICHT ARCHITEC:TS PLLC

BY
(,r.-

JM DEVELOPMENT CROUP. LLC

BY
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WRlGlfI AR('lllT[:C'tS Fl t,C'

$l' I:*'-v.!& c
(-

JM ELOP\{ l-{N'r 0R0ul'. I .l.c

BY
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STATE ENVIRONMENTAI, QUAIJTTY REVIEW ''
NEGATIVE DEcIJARATIoN TIME

NOTICE OF DETERMTNATION OF NON-SIGNTFICA}TCE

Project Application: 1-L/28/tg Date: Decemb"t {6, 2}tg

SEQRA Tllpe 1 Action: l/tA/tg EAF: PArI 3

fhis Notice and Negative Declaration is issued
pursuant to Part 6L7 of the implemenLing regulations
pertaining to Article 8 lState Environmental Quality Review
Actl of Lhe New York St.ate Environmental Conservation Law.

The City of Kingston Planning Board, as Lead Agency
has determined that the proposed action described below
will not have a significant effect on the environmen! and a
Draft Environmental Impact Statement will not be prepared.

NAME OF ACT]ON: In the Matter of the Applicabion of
Kingstonian Development Group, LLC for the Redevelopment
Project known as "The Kingstonian" consisting of a Zoning
District Overlay Change of 0.3L3 acres of Tmproved Lands
Into L,he uixed Use Overlay District, Together With Special
Use Permit, Site PIan and Lot Line Revision Review of a 420
Vehicle Parking Garag'e, 32 Room Boutique Hotel , L43
Apartments, 9,000 Square Foot Retail/Restaurant Space,
Pedestrian Plaza and Walking Bridge Situate Within the tC-21
Commercial Zoning District and the IMUO] Mj-xed Use Overlay
District and the Stockade Historic District.

SEQRA STATUS: Type I Act,ion

CONDITIONED NEGATIVE DECLAR,ATION: NO

DESCRIPTION OF THE ACTION:

In accordance with SEQRA [5 NYCRR Part 617 et seq] the
City of Kingston Planning Board, as l-,ead Agency for the
above referenced project and coordinaEing with the Involved
and Interested Agencies and the Lead Agency's consultants
and in consideration of all of the public comments and
written submittals, has identified the relevant areas of
environmental concern, examined the same and has rendered
this Negative Declaration, finding no significant
environmental impacts resulting from the aforesaid Action.



onDecember!T,zoLstheApplicantappearedbefore.the
city of Kingston Planning Board' pursuant to an Application
for Lot Line Revision, site PIan and special use Permit
Approvals for demolition and redevelopment of improved
plitions of lands owned in fee by Herzog' s Supply Co" Inc'
-and the city of KingsLon. for Kingstonian,improvements,
togetherwithparkingand.roadwayappurtenancesforthe
Kj-ngstonian Project; consisting of :

1.)

2

3

420,Vehicle Parking Garage l'290 spaces devoted to
pu.blic parkingl .

32 Room Boutique Hotel.
129 Units of Apartments [On Octobet 24, 2OL9' the
Applicant volunEarily added l-4 units of
altordanle housing to the project in response to
public calls for affordabl-e housing unitsl '

g,OOO Square FooL Retail/Restaurant Space'
Pedestrian Plaza [Public use] '
Walking Bridge.
Related Project Infrastructure and Appurtenances'

The Su-bject Premises is currently zoned C-2
(commercial) and MUo (Mixed use overlay) and is located in
the Historic Stockade District' A 0'3L3 acre portion of
the site is l0cated outside of the MUo District and on June

4, 201-9 the Applicant las Petitioner] petitioned the city
of Kingston Common Council for extension of the MUO

District Lo this o.3l-3 acre parcel'

The rezoning reguest was made following the project
engineers d.iscovery that the MUoD (Mixed use overlay
Oistrict) did not conform to a portion of the Historic
stockad.e DistricL. In addition, the inclusion of Ehe 0'313
acres of land within the MUOD permits for multi-family
residentialunitstobeaccommodatedthereby.

The redevelopment project is located at 9-L7 and 21

North Front Streel, 5l- Schwenk Drive and abuts a portion of
Fair StreeE Extension lS/B/L Numbers 48.80 -L-25, 48' 80-l--26
and e8.80-L -24.1-207. The Project will is e>qrected to
further result in Lhe demolition of the existing diner and

waretrouse buildings and a closing off of a portion of Fair
Street Extensiott itt order to accommodate 2.72+/ - acres of
redeveloPed area-

ItisfurthernotedthataportJ-onoftheprojectsite
was previously devoted to a public parking garage which

4
5
6
7

)

)

)

)
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consisted of 3t7+/- spaces and which was demolished by t'he

City of Kingston in 2008.

TheprojectisclassifiedasaT]4)elActionpursuant
to SEQRA and at'tendanE regulatory authorit'y seL forth
wirhin 6 NYCRR Parts 6L7.4(b) (5) (v) and 617- (B) (9) ; To

wir,:

a.) In a city having a population of l-50'000 persons
or less, a facilitt with more than L00,O0O sqFlare feet of
gross floor area tlqote, this threshold is a 25* reguirement
under SEQRA as a result of the Historic stockade District
pursuant to 5 NYCRR Part 6L7.4 (b) (9) I '

b. ) Any Unlisted Action that exceeds 25? of any

threshold. established in section 617.4 of sEQRA, occurring
wholly within, partially within or substantially contiguous
to "ny historic building, structure, facility' site or
district or prehisLoric site list,ed on the National
Register of iistoric places. lNote, in the instant matter
the National Historic District Stockade Area'l

Following the Applicants submittal of the Application
documents, Long EAF, Part L, EAF Addendum' Maps and

accompanying documentation and reports to the City of
fingslon plan'ing Board, the Planning Board aforesaid
declared its intent, to serve as Lead Agency for the project'
and circulated a Notice of Intent to Serve as Lead Agency

to all involved and interested agencies on 'Januaty 29,

20t9.

This notice was accompanied by copies of Apptication
documentation, the SEORA Long EAF, Part L, Addendum and

site Plan Maps, in order to initiate coordinated SEoRA

review [5 NYCRR Part 6t7.6 (b) (3)] '

SEQRA review has progressed during the pendency of the
last l-2 months by .oordi.r-ted review with aII involved and

interested agencLes, as well as members of the public
participat.ing in various public forums and public hearing
venues.

I{ISTORY OF THE PROJECT.

Theinit.ialgenesisofthisprojectaroseoutofthe
City of Kingston Common Council forward'ing a Request f9t
nroposat tnFpl associated with d.eveloping a public parking

3



garage project in order to assist with urgently needed
public parking within the uptown area of the City of
Kingston.

ln 20L7, the City of Kingston had forwarded an
init,iative for economic development with the State of New

York and j-ts respective agencies. The resultant earmarks
for the Kingstonian Project were made following SEQRA

review at the State level [5 NYCRR Part 6]-7.3] and resulted
in CFA Grant Funding, Restore NY Grant Funding and DRI
Fund.ing in the total amount of 5.8 million dotlars being
planned for the Kingstonian Project.

A Public Informational Meeting announcing plans for
the Kingstonian Project was held by the Mayor of the city
of Kingston on october 23, 2018 at the LGBTo Meeting Room

situate on WaIl SLreet in Lhe City of Kingston.

In ad.dition to the aforesaid public Informatj-onal
MeetingT, the Applicant, conducted investigations into the
statutory and regulatory authority governing projecE
review. upon the initial Rpplication and as part of the
expanded. EAF, Part I, the Applicant submitted an address of
the respective reviewing agencies and statutory compliance
requirements Lo the Lead AgencY-

The Lead Agency subseguently reviewed the forgoing
documentation and added its additional interested agencies
theret,o. In this regard, it is noted that the City of
Kingston Common Council Rezoning was added to the said
listing as an fnvolved Agency upon the submittal of the
.June 5, 2O]9 Zoning Petit,ion and the city of Kingston Tree
commission was ad.ded to said listing as an interested
agency follow.ing an october 8, 2aL9 Applicant. meeting with
this agency.

STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS/ INVOI,VED AND INTERESTED AGENCIES:

A. ) Involved Agencies Statutory Authority:

1. city of Kingston Planning Board. loiscretionary
Reviewl :

i.)
ii. )

iii. )

iw. )

Site PIan Approval.
Special- Use Permit aPProval.
SEQRA Approval.
Lot Line Revision APProval.

4



2

3

4

City of Kinston Common Council.

i.) Closing of a CitY Street.
ii.) Sale of Land or Easement Conveyance'
iii.) Deviated PILOT Review.
iv. ) Rezoning APProval.

New York State DeparUment of Environmental'
Conservation

i.) spDEs General Permit for stormwater Discharges.

City of Kingston Department of public Works'

i.) Curb Cut Permit'.
ii. ) Sewer Tap.

City of Kingston Zoning Board of Appeals'

i.) Area Variances for:

) Landscaping striP.
) Setbacks.
) Flood Zorte.

city of Kingston Historic Landmarks Preservation
Commission.

i.) Notice of Preservation of Action'

Ulster County Industrial Development Agency'

i.) Deviated PILOT Agreement.

City of Kingston Water Department.

i. ) Water TaP.

city of Kingston Consolidated School District'

i.) Deviated PILOT Review.

Empire State Development Corporation'

i.) Approval of Grants.
(Restore New York, Consolidated Funding

5

5
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7.

8.

9.

10.



Application and Downtown nevitalization
rniEiative. )

a ) Involved Agencies Statutory Authority:

) City of Kingston Zoning Law.
) City of Kingston Code.
) Sections 2O, 27'A, 27'8, 29, 32, 33, 34 and

83 of the General City Law of New York
State.

) sPDEs GP-0-L5-002 General Permit for
Stormwater Discharges.

) City of Kingst.on Subdivision Regrulations '
) SEQRA [6 NYCRR Part 5]-7 et. seq.l
) Article 18-A of the New York State General

MuniciPal Law.
) Article 4 of the New York State Economic

DeveloPment Law.

B, ) Interested Agencies: lMinisterial Reviews] :

1, U1ster CountY Planning Board.

t- Referral and Recommendation on Site PIan
and Special Use Permit.

2 City of KingsEon Building and Safety Division'

Building Permit.
Demolition Permit.
Certificate of OccuPancY.
rire/Safety InsPections .

Flood Plain DeveloPment Permit.

New York State office of Parks, Recreation and
Historic Preservation.

i.) No Adverse Effect Letter.

Ulster CountY Health DePartment.

1
2
3

4

5

6
7

8

i.)
ii. )

iii. )

iv. )

v. )

3

4

i.)
ii. )

Sewer/water HookuPs.
Food. Service Permit.

City of Kingston Heritage Area Commission'5

6



6.

't.

8.

9.

L0.

1L.

12.

t_3.

14.

1_5.

L6.

t7.

18.

L9.

20.

2L.

22.

23.

24.

25.

a.)

Friends of Historic Kingston.

United States Fish and Wildlife Service'

United States DeparEment of the Army Corps of
Eng'ineers.

city of Kingston Fire DePartment.

City of Kingston Police Department.

City of Kingston Engineering Department'

City of Kingston Community Development'

Ulster CountY Legislature.

City of Kingston Assessor.

Kingston Local Development Corporation'

New York State Department of Transportation'

Ulster County Department of Pr:blic Works '

City of Kingston MaYor.

City of Kingston Tree Commissj-on'

New York State United Teachers Associ-at'ion'

Kingstonian DeveloPment, LLC.

Herzogs SuPPlY Co. ' Inc.

JM DeveloPment GrouP, LLC.

City of Kingston Recreation Commission'

city of Kingston Tree Commission'

StatutorY AuthoritY.

1-.) City of Kingston Zoning IJaw lSect'ions 405-
a7, 405-27.1, 4a5-26, 405-30, 4A5-32, 405-
34, 4A5-37, 405-40, 405-49, 405-54' 405-

I



55.1-, 405-6]-, 405-53, 405-64,405-65, 405-
661 .

City of Kingston Code.
Section 239-m of the General Municipal Law
of New York State.
Section 14. O9 of the Historic Preservation
Law of New York sLate.
Article 1l- of the Public Hea1th Law of New
York State.
33 CFR Part 330, et. seq.
16 USC 1531, €t. seq.
City of Kingston Code.

PRO,JECT CONSULTANTS/MAPS :

The following is a current l-isting of the Applicant's
consultants and their respective areas of involvement for
the projecE.

Riseley & Moriello, PIJIJC: Legal
Michael A. Moriello, Esq.
PO Box 4465
Kingston, New York, i-2402

Mackenzie Architects, PC: Architectural/Visua1
Steven Mackenzie, RA
162 Battery Street
Burlington, Vermont 05401

Brinnier & Larios, PC: Engineering
Derlrtis M. Larios, PE
ez uaiden Lane
Kingston, New York, 1'240]-

Creighton Planning Engineering LLP: Traffic
Frank A. Filiciotto, PE
2 Winners Circle
Albany, New York, L22O5

Ecological Solutions I-,LC: Endangered,/threatened
Species
Michael Nowicki
]-248 Southford Road
Southburg, Connecticut, 06488

2
3

4
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iloseph Diamond, PhD: Archaeological/Historical
290 Old Route 209
Hurley, New York, L2443

Camoin AssociaEes: Fiscal
L20 West, Avenue, #303
Saratoga Springs, New York 1-2866

Vernon Hoffman PE: Geotechnical
SoiI and Foundation Engineering
2L420 Bay village Drive, Unit 212
Fort Myers Beach, Florida 33931

Mcloughlin Properties. LLC: Asbestos Abatement
Thomas P. Mcloughlin
16 }larcourt Cosman Drive
Newburgh, New York L2550

10. Couch White LLP: PILOT
Harold Gordon, Esq.
PO Box 22222
A1bany, New York L22OL

The Lead Agency Consultants Consist of:

1. Suzanne Cahill city Plar:ning Director

Kyla DeDea - City Assistant Planner

Daniel Gartenstein, Esq. - AssisEant Corp.
Counsel

,John Schultheis, PE - City Engineer

Daniel Baker, City Assessor

HVEA Engineers - Traffic Peer Review
David E11is, PE

560 RouEe 52, Suite 201
Beacon, New York 12508

The project maps/pIans, as considered by the Lead
Agency during the pendency of administrative are as
follows:

) Existing Conditions.
) Site P1an.

6
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d
e
f

Floor Plans.
Preliminary Schematic Utility Plans'
PreliminarY UtilitY Plans'
Architectural Renderings .

Therehavebeenvariouspublicmeetingsdevotedto-the
projectduringthependencyofadministraEivereviewanda
iirlitrg of the Citlr of Kingston Agencies involved
therewith, togethei wit'h the respective meeting dates' to
date is set forth as follows:

Kingstonian Meetings to date:

Planning Board Informational Meeting
Planning Board Meeting
Planning Board Meeting
Planning Board Meeting
Special Planning Board Meeting
Special Planning Board Meeting
Common Council Meeting
Ptanning Board Meeting
Planning Board Public Hearing
Special PB Meeting
.foint Meeting (PC, HAC, HLPC)

Tree Commission Meet'ing
Zoning Board of APPeals
Hist.oric Landmarks
Heritage Area
Special Planning Board Meeting
elanning Board PubIic Hearing
Special Planning Board Meeting

LO /ts lLe
L2/!7 /1,8
oL/ 22 /te
03/r8/Le
04/to/le
06/ 03 /Le
6/4/1,e
o7 /1,s/re
o8/Le/ae
oe / Lr/te
oe/26/re
lo/08/Le
Lo/to/Le
oe/05/Le
oe/28/re
tr/06/t9
rr/ L8 / re
L2/g/tg

REASONS SUPPORTING THE DETERM]NATION:

METHoDoI.ToGY:Inmakingthisdeterminationofnon-
signifi;an;; the Lead Agency and its advisors first
examined Part 1 0f the FulI Environmental Assessment Form

tEAFl, associated application d.ocumentation, addendums and

related maPs and P1ans.

onMarcrllg,zoLgthel,eadAgencycirculatedaNot'ice
of lntent to serve as Lead Agency to all lnvolved and

fnterested Agencies classifylng ttre pro3ect as Type 1 under

SEORA and includ'ing the Application, EAF Part 1' Addendum

and related exhibiis therein and initiating coordinated
review pursuanL to 5 NYCRR Parts 61,7.6 (b) (3) (i) and

10



6L7.6 (b) (2) (i). [A copy of the Long EAF, Part 1 is annexed
hereto and made a part hereof as Exhibit 'rArr .l

The Lead Agency further noEes that as the project
involves an Applicant reguested zoning change that meets
the threshold for a Type I Action based upon the location
of -the project in the Stockade Area lNational Register of
Historic Placesl, the project Application documents were
circulated to the City of Kingston common Council and
considered by said body on ,June 4, 201'9 .

As no objections were raised to the establishment of
Lead Agency, the City of Kingston Planning Board
automatically attained such status at the expiration of
thirty (30) days from the date the EAF and supplemental
materials were circulated [6 NYCRR Part 6L7.6 (b) (3) (i)].
,June 3, 2OL4 the Planning Board formally rat'if ied its
status as Lead Agency for the project.

On

The Lead Agency thereafter cont'inued to coordinate
with its advisors and consultants in order to further
examine and comprehensively review the potential
environmental impacts associated with this action through
studies, reports, documentation and data which has been
made of record.

Coordinated environmental review of the project has
also included the Planning Board making its views known in
recommending to t}re Common Council, by way of JuIy 1-5 ' 201'9
vote, that the zoning change request is appropriat,e for the
project. fn addition the City of Kingston Landmarks
Commission, City of Kingston Heritage Area Commission and
Ulster County Planning Board have all commented upon the
project and the attendant zoning change.

By examining the project in coordinated fashion,
whereby members of the Planning Board have considered the
discret,ionary purview of the Lead Agency and the Common

Council, as well as other involved agencies, the Lead
Agency has forwarded the administrative review of this
project as part of t,he administrative/Iegislative
consideration of its potential environmental impacts.

On August !9, 2OL9 the Lead Agency held a duly noticed
public hearing upon Site Plan Application, Special Use
Permit Application and Lot Line Revision prior to any
determination of environmental significance. At the public
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hearing verbal and written comments were received from the
public concerning the project' Said public hearing was

thereafter held op"r, for L2 day written comment period.

The Applicant and the Lead Agency then engaged in
further administrative review in consideration of the Site
Plan, Special Use Permit, and SEQRA, thereby refining t'he

project, plans and investigating potential environmental
impacts.

Based upon the environmental review and the Public
Hearing comments and written submittals the Lead Agency

determinedthaE'theApplicantwou].dbetaskedwith
preparingcomprehensivereportsinaddressofidentified
areas of environmental concern aL its June 3' 2OI9 meet'ing

as follows:

Visual- Impacts. Prepared by Mckenzie Architects
PC (.luty tg, 2OL9) .

archeollgical/Historj-c Impacts. Phase lACu1tural
Resource Investigation, prepared by Joseph E'
Diamond Ph. D (Ju1Y 11, 20L9) '
Geotechnical Report and Borings and Site
Investigation nlsults (ConeTec, Inc', - Prepared
by vernon C. Hoffman PE December 17, 201'7) '
eoring Logs - Conducted by Northeast NSD

(Received .IuIY 25, 2OL9) '
Custom Soil Resource Report - Prepared by USDA

Natural Resources ConservaLion Services (March

18, 20L91 .

End.angered/Threatened Species' Habitat
Suitability Assessment Report' Prepared by
Michael nowictci, Ecological Solutions (Ju1y s'
20L9) .

Water Supply. Water Supply and Wastewater
Capacity. Prepared' by Brinnier and Larios' PC

(.luly e, 2019).
rrafiic fmpacts. Prepared' by Creighton Manning
(JuIy 23, 2OL9') .

Green Technolo gy / F;nergy Ef f iciency'
St,ormwater Impacts - Preliminary Stormwater
Report - Prepared by Brinnier ad Larios' PC ('fuly
8, 20L9) .

Zoning PetiEion (June 4, 2019) '
Green Concepts - Sustainable Features - Prepared
by Mackenzie Architects PC (iluly 30, 2019) '

a

b

c

d.)
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A11 of the foregoing areas of environmental concern
were thereafter studj-ed by the Applicants consultants, with
attendant Reports and written narratives following- All
are available at https t / /www.kingston-
ny. gov/content/ 83 9 9 / t7 32L / def ault . aspx.

In addition, the Applicants attorney has submitted
various legaI Memorandums in address of Character of the
Neighborhood, PILOT/Economic Issues, SEQRA Standards of
Review, Segmentation, SEQRA Procedures and SEQRA

Substantive Review Standards .

The above referenced Reports, narratives and
memorandums were considered by the Lead Agency and made
available to the public Eo review and provide commentary.

At the September 11, 2OL9 Planning eiard Meeting it
was determined by t,he Lead Agency t,hat. further
investigation and analysis as to traffic and visual impacts
was warranted.

After deliberation and considerat.ion of comment
raised, the Lead Agency det,ermined to engage its own
Traffic Consultant to review the Applicant's Traffic Report
and Supplement,al information was requested in the area of
traffic impacts and associated mitigation' (See Report
from HVEA, dated October 7, 2OL9.l

The architectural- documentation and associated visual
impacts were thereafter examined by the Lead Agency, the
City of Kingston Historic l-,andmarks PreservaLion Commission
and the Heritage Area Commission at a .Ioint Meeting on
september 26, 2019. This meeting followed upon the August
28, 2OL9 City of Kingston Heritage Area Commission Meeting
and the September 5, 2OIg Historic Landmarks Preservation
Commission Meeting; alI in consideration of visual,
historic and architectural effects.

The Lead Agency/ s Traffic Consultant reviewed the
Traffic Report. and provided its own Peer Review Comments
thereon, while requiring further information by way of
answers to t.raffic questions posed.

' The Applicant's Traffic Consultant thereafter
responded to the Peer Review comments by submitting a
Traffic Report Add.endum in address of the traffic issues,
as requested.. During this period of time the Applicant's
Arctritectural ConsuLtanL forwarded additional refined plans
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and renderings which detailed the project changes and
vi-sua1 impacts. These submittals contained information and
depictions in consideration of the additional 14 units of
multi-family housing added to the projecE.

In both instances, the changes to the project, in
terms of traffic and visual, were examined by the Lead
Agency at its November 5, 2OI9 meeting. The Applicant's
Traffic Consultant answered t,raffic questions posed by the
Lead Agency and the Applicant's engineering consultant, as
well as the Applicant's Principal, answered Lead Agency
questions concerning visual impacts.

In addition, the Appticant's attorney submitted a
d.etailed. Memorandum in address of site plan and special use
permit criteria under the City of Kingston Zoning Law.

It is noted that updated reports, addenda and
information in consideration of the 14 units of additional
multi-family housing, have been submitted to and considered
by the Lead Agency with respect to various environmenLal
factors as examined herein.

At the November 6, 2OL9 meeting the Lead Agency
d.etermined to hold another Pub1ic Hearing, owing to the
changes to the project by way of the additional 14 units of
multi-family housing.

The duly noticed additional SEQRA public Hearing was
held on November l-8, 2OLg and the Lead Agency accepted oral
and written commenL in consideration of all aspects of the
project and the Public Hearing was held open until November
25, 20L9.

At the Public Hearing, the Applicant presented
add.itional- visual documenLation which portrayed the
addition of seven (7) unit.s of multi-family housing at the
former top elevation of the multi-family building. Thus,
adding on additional story to the building would be visible
along Schwenk Drive. However, given public comment, the
applicant was reguired to provide additional- visual
analysis from John and WaIl and a second from the
intersection of Fair and North Front. Both visual
assessments show no change from the viewshed of the
Stockade Historic District.

The Lead Agency received public comments from 8

speakers at the second public hearing and took the same
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into consideration in following through with review of the
Long EAF, Faxtr 2, giving particular emphasis to visual
effects related t,o the additional seven (7) units and their
location in light, of descending topography away from waII
street and Fair street, as well as the location of the
project within the Historic Stockade District'

Following all of the foregoing consulLation with
involved interested agencies, as detailed above, and
consideration of the 14 additional units of housing,
Lead Agency completed Part 2 of the fu11 EAF of the
November 5, 20:-9 meeting.

the
The

The l,ead Agency considered the criteria set forth
withj-n 5 Ir[yCRR Part 6]-7 .7 (c) , in each case comparing the
id.entified impacEs that may be reasonably expected to
result from the proposed changes and activities against the
indicators of significant adverse impaets on the
environment [Part 2 of the full EAF is annexed hereto an
made a part hereof as Exhibit 'B"1.

The Lead Agency scheduled another duly noticed public
meeting on Decembet 2, 207-9. Said meeting was re-scheduled
due to weather condiEions and was re-scheduled to December
g, 2o1-g; whereupon addit.ional visual simulations of the on-
site structures, including the seven (7) additional multi-
family units situate at the uppermost Level of the building
were examined bY the Lead AgencY.

At the December 7, 2OLg meeting, the l,ead Agency read
through the draft Negative Declaration in consideration of
red-Iined changes "rtd 

add.itions made thereto by t'he City of
Kingston Planning DirecEor. The Lead Agency then made

ad.ditional recital clarifications and changes to the
Negative Declaration.

whil_e the Lead Agency is aware that t,his action is
classified as Tlpe 1 pursuant to SEQRA procedures and that
such classification makes it more likely that an
Environmental Impact StaEement will be required, under the
circumstances of the particular related actions, as

hereinafter evaluated, the Lead Agency finds that the facts
and information available to it support a determination
that alI probable and relevant adverse enwironmental
effects have been identified. and that they will not be
significant and therefore an Environmental Impact Statement
is not necessary.
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The environmental analysis of the reasonably related
long-term, short-term, direct, indirect, sequential and

combined impacts of these related and simultaneous
environmental factors st.art.ed. wibh an analysis of the
existing conditions of the project site. The review then
analyzed the environmental impacts of the proposed changes

and actions while comparing t,hose impacts with the impacts
on existing land use to determine if the proposed action
may have a significant adverse environmental impact.

No other related or subseguent actions are included in
any long-range plans for the project site, nor likely to be

undertaken, nor dependent on the actions which are now

und.er consideration. lAccordingly, the L,ead Agency hereby
d.etermines that the entire AdministraLive Record is
incorporated herein by reference'l

The Lead Agency's examinatj'on of t'he specific
environmental impacls of the proposed actions and changes

and their magnitude is as follows:

1. SUBSTAI{TIAL ADVERSE CHANGES TN EXISTING AIR QUALITY:

Shorttermairgualityimpactsoccurringduringthe
construction phase oi the project may occur from vegetative
clearing, parking structure construction, building
construction Uuiiding demolition and construction of
related. site appurtenances associated with site work-

site construction potential impacts will be reduced by

employingmitigatingsitebuildingpracticesinorderto
control the poiential for fugitive dust and sediment'
Amongthesevariouspracticeswillbetheemploymentof
dustTsediment mitigation measures through the use of hay

ba1es, site watering during periods of dry weather'
stabilizaLion seed.ing, straw mulching, or site grading,
limiting site disturbances, d.rainage, controlled tracking
areas where construction vehicles exit onto public streets
andtheemployrrrentofotherbestmanagementpracticesas
reviewed bY the Planning Board'

In addition, the potential for adverse air quality
effects will also be niturally limited by the gravelly loam

characteristics of the on-site soils and the fact that
virtually the entire site is already developed or affected
by formei development. The Soil Survey of Ulst'er County,
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New York, as prepared by the Soil and Water Conservation
Service classifies Ehe on-site soils which are slated for
development as being 1"00? well drained soils.

The Lead Agencyrs review finds that the projecE site
is made up of well drained soils, especially in the areas
which are slated for redevelopment. This condition will
further minimize the potential for fugitive dust.

The Lead Agency has identified moderate to large
impacts relating to grading and demolition, construction on
greater than 15? slopes and Lhe fact that construction may
continue for more than one year. However, owing to the
mitigation measures set forth herein, impacts do not rise
to the level of being classified as significant and as
such, the Lead Agency finds Lhese areas to be
environmentally non- signif icant .

The project, site witl be accentuated by the addition
of landscaped areas and tree plantings, with far more
vegetation existing at, the conclusion of the build portion
of the project than presently exist.s- This will further
Iimit the pot.ent.ial for adverse air quality impacts. [See
Existing Conditions Map and Site Plan. l

As to long term air quality impacts from the project,
the Lead Agency finds that there is no potential for
ad.verse impacts from vehicle emissions occurring at the
site, oy as a result of the fully built development- Based
upon the number of apartments, retail, hotel, commercial
uses and public/private parking and the proximity of the
site to an existing and extensive roadway network, there
will not be large volumes of idling vehicles introducing
pollutants into a concentrated locality. In addition, the
pedestrian walkway, sidewalks and bike access will limit
the need for additional idling vehicles.

Based upon all of the above, t,he project will not
result in a substantial adverse change in existing air
guality.

2. SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE CHAI{GE IN EXISTING GROUITD OR

SURFACE WATER QUANTI TY OR QUAI,ITY:

The Lead Agency and its consultants have reviewed the
Site Plans and the documentation contained in the EAF and
various Addendums submitted as part of this Application and
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finds t,hat there will be no significanL adverse changes in
existing ground or surface water quantity or qualit'y.

In making iEs determination, the Lead Agency notes
that, the project site current conditions consist of an
existing urban development site which is to be redeveloped
with stormwater treatment and no increase in stormwater
runoff. In accord.ance with the SEQRA EAF requirements, the
Lead Agency has identified no potential for significant
impacts on $rater on the EAF Part 2.

The action will require the issuance of a SPDES

General Permit for stormwater Discharges IGP-0-15-002] by
Lhe New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
[NYSDECI for construction activities disturbing in excess
of one (1) acre of land for a muLti-family/commercial
development.

City of KingsEon municipal sewer and water will be
utilized by the project and there will be no discharges of
sewage effluent to the ground. water discharges will be
treated for removal of contaminants and the post-
development flows witt be attenuated to at or below present
levels.

In ad.dress of the above areas, Lhe Lead Agency finds
as follows:

A.) Stormwater Treatment: The Applicants have
calculated stormwater volumes to take into account all
impervious areas and related disturbances within the
projecL site. The Lead Agency notes that the applicable
NYSDEC SPDES General Permit for Stormwater Discharges from
Construction Activity is to be applied to construction
related activities during construction and that pollutant
Ioads for total suspended solids, phosphorous, nitrogen and
BOD will be treated and removed.

Additionally, a SEormwauer PoLlut,ion Prevention PIan
will conErol waste materials, petroleum, fertilizers,
potential spiIls, sanitary waste, vehicle parking and
housekeeping, including detailed maintenance and inspection
measures employed at the site. The Applicant's Notice of
rnt,ent tNoIl will be filed with the II-YSDEC and the city of
Kingston Building Department and will remain active and
subJect to all maintenance and reporting requirements until
completion of all regulated sit.e work and the acceptance by
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the NySDEC of the Applicant's Notice of Termination [NOT] .

lsee Stormwater Details and Preliminary JuIy 8, 2Ol9 Storm
Water Report.l

B.) Stormwater Flow Attenuation: The stormwater
management system and pre-development/post development
runoff volumes have been calculated by utilization of the
TR-55 United States Department of Agriculture SoiI
Conservation Service Hydro-Cad Procedure, together with
hydro-cad stormwater modeling .

Approximately 2.4 acres of the site will be disturbed
for the construction of the on-site buildings, parking
structure and appurtenances. Stormwater management system
construction and site grading will account for portions of
this site disturbance.

As a result of the stormwater management practices to
be employed on site, there will be a net reduction in peak
and volume runoff of stormwater from the pre-existing
[developedl site condition. In addition, the stormwater

management system will reduce peak stormwater discharge
from the site to below the 2, 10, 25 and 100 year storm
events as analyzed by t,he Applicants engineers and reviewed
by the Lead Agency's Planner and Engineer'

Based upon the November 5, 2OL9 testimony of the
project engineer, the foregoing figures wiII not be altered
Lo "tty degree by the additional 14 units of housing being
provided. site disturbances and impervious surfaces have
not been increased. [See preliminary Storm Water Report] '

The stormwater management practices include the use of
alternative Stormwater Management Practices to treat the
water qgality volume from the site in accordance with the
NYSDEC Design Manual (2015) for redevelopment.

currenLly, the premises consist of roofs and pavement
which pre-date the NYSDEC Stormwater Regulations and as
such, ihere is no treatment of stormwater discharged into
the City of Kingston stormwater infrastructure during sEorm

events.

The peak rate of discharge during the 100 year storm
event will be reduced from 20.95 cfs to 1-9.78 cfs (5'4?)
and the total volume runoff will be reduced from 1.54 acre
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The primary Stormwater management facility will
utilize Alternative Stormwater Management Practices to
treat the water gualiLy volume from the disturbed and
impervious areas. In this regard, two (2) Vort,echs 7,000
,rtl.-it hydro-dynamic separators witl be utilized. Additional
stormwaLer features will include permeable pavers,
veg'etative swales, infiltration trenches, bio-infiltration
and filter beds.

c. ) Erosion and SedimenL Control: Erosion control
will be implemented with the installation of siLE fencing
around areas of site d.isturbance until the disturbed areas
are stabilized with vegetative surfaces in accordance with
Ehe New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Design Manual for Urban Erosion and Sed'iment Control. [See
Preliminary Storm Water RePort'J

A St,ormwater Pollution Prevention Plan will identify
additional erosion/sediment controls as employing gravel
stabilized construction entrance/exit pad, downgradient hay
bales or silt fences, temporary swales and the utilizaticjn
of erosion conLrol matting on slopes in excess of Lhree
feet horizontal to one foot vertical-

In addition, waste materials, hazardous waste,
petroleum, fertilizers, sanitary wasLe, vehicle Eracking
sediment, and good, housekeeping of the site are regulated
und.er the Stormwater General Permit Regulations and will be

the responsibility of the Applj-cant to have its site
superinlendent make sure that tLre Stormwater Pollution
prlvention Plan is followed with regard to these areas.

feet to 1.40 acre
reduction) .

The Lead Agency
this urban develoPed
treatment whatsoever
stormwater condition
foregoing stormwater

feet d.uring the 100 year storm event (8?

again emphasizes Lhat, at present,
sice employs no stormwater quality

Accordingly, the post-development
is expected to be imProved bY the
treatment and volume measures.

D. ) Site Assessments and Inspections: under GP-0-15-
oo2 regulatory requirements, inspection of stormwater and

erosion control faciliEies shall be conducted under the
supervision of a gualified professional at least seven (7)

calendar days and within twenLy-four (24) hours of the end

of a storm event of 0.5 inches or greater'
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Und.er the Permit regulations, the site operator is
required to also maintain a record of all inspection
reports in log book which sha1l be maintained on site and
made available to the NYSDEC upon request. The operator
will also be reguired to post, at the site, a summary of
the site inspection activities on a monthly basis.

E. ) Final St.abilization: In order to file the Notice
of TerminaEion INOTI of coverage under the New York State
Stormwater Regulations with the NYSDEC, the Applicant must
have a qualified. professional engineer perform a final site
inspection. As a condition precedent to permit coverage
termination, t.he qualified. professional must certify that
the site has undergone final stabilization methods and t'hat
all temporary erosion and sediment controls which are not
reguired for long term erosion control have been removed.

F. ) Water: The City of Kingston municipal sewer and
water system is capabte of handling the increases in flows
attributed to the project. The project will reguire water
demands on a design average of 29,850 GPD. Water wiII be
supplied t.hrough a service line and connection to a l-6"
water main located on North Front Street. The JuIy 8, 2AL9

Water Supply and wastewater Capacity Report was
supplemented by an October 24, 2OL9 Addendum No. l- which
demonstrates adequate design flows for the Project in
accommodating the additional 14 units of multi-family
housing.

The 5? increase in water demand, brought about by the
ad.ditional units, will not materially affect the City of
Kingston water supply, nor the conclusions in the original
.fuly 8, 201,9 Report.

Adeguate fire flow wil-l exisE and the designed plans
will meeL all water supply design standards, back flow
prevention measures and associated water regulations
promulgated by the city of Kingston water Department and
the Ulster County Health Department Regulations [See also,
10 NYCRR Part l-00 et. seq. and the Uniform Fire Prevention
and Building Control Act Regulations of New York State ' 1-L9

I{I'YCRR Part 450 et. seq.l .

The City of Kingston Water Treatment Plant design
capacity is 6.8 McD and this figure is well in excess of
current system demands. This excess capacity of the Water
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System represents the Safe Yield of
Reservoir Water System lcapacity of
typical maximum daily demand.

the Cooper Lake
MGDI, less any5.0

Safe water supply yields have been calculated and
based upon the data , 4.L MGD represents the average daily
demand in the city of Kingston. The safe yield capacity
for the system is 5 MGD and the total wat'er and wastewater
demand for the Project, after calculation for the
additional L4 units, is 1-.56? of the excess capacity. [See
October 24, 2OL9 Addendum No. 1.1

IL is further noted that water pressure for domest.ic
supply and fire flows ranges from 65 psi to 75 psi and this
is-laequate for providing water supply to the project which
figure amounEs to less than 3? of the remaining capacity of
the system. lsee wasuewater Figures at Addendum No. ]-,1 .

The project siEe currently has a sanitary sewer
connection to the City of Kingston sanitary sewer system
and is connected, to the pump station at Frog Alley. There
are no problems at this location in terms of backups,
overflows or restri-ctions. An analysis was performed of the
sanitary sewer collection system and Frog Alley Pump

Station and this indicates significant excess capacity in
the sanitary sewer sYstem.

The Project will have a design flow of 29,860 GPD,

including the l-4 unit increase in the project. This
represenLs an increase in flow of 5? per day over the
original proposal.

The Lead Agency is satisfied that Ehe water and
wastewater demands for the project will be adequately met
in consideration of the available water supply and
associated. inf rastructure. In this regard, the l-,ead Agency
further finds that water metering, water tap and back flow
prevention for the project will- be subject to the review
and approval requirements of the city of Kingston wat'er
Department under the City of Kingston Code.

rn consideration of all of the foregoing, analysis,
the IJead Agency find.s that adeguate municipal water and
sewer supply will be provided for by the project'
fhereforl, there will be no substantial change in existing
groundwater or surface water quantity or quality as a
result of the Project.
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3. SUBSTAIilTIAL ADVERSE CHANGES IN EXISTING TRAFFIC
I,EVELS:

The Applicants Traffic Engineer has submitted a July
23, 2OLg Traffic Impact SLudy, as well as an October 24'
2O!g Response to CommenLs narrative in address of the
october 7, 2OI9 Peer Review conducted by the Lead Agency's
consulting traffic expert, HVEA Engineers. The site
specific traffic demands for this mixed use project have
been extensively reviewed in light of traffic posing a
prominent issue under SEQRA.

The Traffic Study analyzed the existing traffic
conditions in light, of the planned project and the effect
upon traffic patterns, movemenEs, capacity and safety. fn
addition, the planned parking garage and closure of the
Fair Street Extension has been analyzed in consideration of
a fulI build out of the site by 202]-, with a design year of
2425.

After consultation with the Lead Agency and the
Applicants engineer, and the Lead Agency Engineer the
followj-ng study areas for intersection analysis was
determined, as follows:

r Schwenk Drive/washington Avenue
r Washington Avenue/worth Front StreeL
r N. Front Street/Frog AlleY
r N. Front street/wal-l Street
r N. Front Street/Fai'r St,reet
r Schwenk Drive /;lai-r Street Extension/PLaza Driveway
r Schwenk Drive/Clinton Avenue
r Clinton Avenue/,fotrn Street
r Clinton Avenue/westbrook Avenue
o Clinton Avenue/t"lain sLreet

The potential traffic impact of the proposed project
was determined by documenting the existing Eraffic
cond.itions in the area, projecting future traffic volumes,
including traffic associated with other developments in t,he
area, adding the peak-hour trip generation of the site, and
analyzing the operating conditions of the study area
intersections after development of the proposed project.

23



A sensitivity analysis, in consideration of the
impacts of the project as they relate to proposed changes
to circulation within the study area resulting from the
Downtown Revitalization Initiative (DRI) was also examined

The Lead Agency identified two areas within the Long
EAF, Part 2 wtrereby moderate to large impacts are
identified:

1.) The proposed action may alter the present pattern
of movement of people or goods; d,Dd,

2.) The closing off of Fair Street Extension.

Accordingly, these areas of environmental concern have
been given comprehensive address by the l-,ead Agency in
consideration of the project and related mitigation
measures.

As to traffic volumes, the Lead Agency notes the
following:

a. ) vehicles: Intersection turning movement counts
were conducted at the study area intersections on Thursday,
May 9, 2OL9 from 4:00 to 5:00 p.m. with the exception of
the North Front Street/Frog Alley intersection, which was
counted on Wednesday ,June 19, 201-9. In addition, traffic
associated with Lhe existing driveways on Fair Street
Extension was observed. The traffic study focused on the
weekday PM peak period, which corresponds t.o peak
operations at the proposed site and peak traffic conditions
on the surrounding roadway network.

il

a

The
p.m.

PM peak hour generally occurred from 4:30
to 5:30 P/=.6.

The two-way traffic volume on N. Front Street
adjacent to the project, site was approximately
435 vehicles during the PM peak hour. The two-
way traffic volume on Schwenk Drive was 1-,255
vehicles during the PM peak hour. Fair Street,
Extension carried approximately 140 vehicles
south.bound and 11-0 vehicles northbound during t'he
PM peak hour.

Pedestrian activity was observed at the study
area intersections during the PM peak hour.

a
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Bicycle and pedestrian activity was also examined
during the peak hour.

Transit service in the study area is provided by the
Ulster County Area Transit (UCAT) and on April 28, 20:..9
UCAT proposed changes to the existing bus network in order
to improve bus servj-ce and eliminate certain bus routes
within the uptown service area. There measures were
analyzed and found to be of assistance in mitigating
further impacts.

The Lead Agency has further studied the project in
consideration of Traffic Forecasts, the HVEA Engineers Peer
Review and the Supplemental Responses provided by the
Applicant's consulting Traffic Engineer, following the
addition of 14 units of multi-family housing.

To further evaluate the impact of the proposed
development, traffic projectj-ons were prepared for a 2025
design year and a comparison was made between the future
traffic volumes with and without t,he project.

A regression analysis of historic traffic volumes in
the study area indicates that traffic volume growth in the
vicinity of the sit,e has increased by approximately two
percent per year over the last several years. Therefore,
the Existing 2Ol9 traffic volumes were increased by a two-
percent-per-year growth rate for six years to represent
general growth in Ehe area. The Lead Agency finds this
projection to be reasonable in light of historic traffic
growth rates. It is noted that this 2* background growth
further accounts for potential future traffic from four
boutique hotels currently under consj-deration, as well as
other projects not known at this time.

fn ad,dition, the City of Kingston Planning Department
indicaLed that background t,raffic would increase based on
traffic associated with the following other developments
for the 2025 No-Build conditions:

Energy Square - 57 Apartment units above improved
areas dedicat.ed t.o civic space located on Cedar
Street. [This project is situated in Midtown
within the City of Kingstonl.

a

The traffic project.ions associated with Energy Sguare
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were further added to the Traffic Report and examined in
light of future traffic growth.

With respect to trip generation, the Institute of
Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation, 10th
edition, was utilized within the Traffic study to provide
trip generation data for various land uses based on studies
of similar existing developments located across the
country. Trip Generation for this mixed-use project was
estimated. using fTE land use code (T,UC) 22L - Mu1t.i-Family
Housing Rise, LUC - Shopping Center, and LUC 310 - Hotel,
thereby properly classifying t'he traf f ic trips.

In addition to the site-specific uses, t,rip generation
of the expanded municipal parking supply was also examined.
The Lead Agency agrees with the Traffic Impact Study
finding as examined by the Lead Ag'ency, that a greater
public parking supply at the site location will attract
more drivers to a static parking area, thereby reducing
vehicul-ar trips.

cross access between parking lots alIows drivers to
also enter and exit the existing surface parking lot via
Schwenk Drive, and data examined indicates that a municipal
parking garage generates 0.34 trips per space, which
provides a conservative trip estimate. The trip generation
rate was applied to the total number of public spaces,
minus the anticipated number of spaces to be occupied by
the project's retail and hotel customers and no trip
generatj-on credit was considered for removal of the
-xisting surface 1ot. Accordingly, the Lead Agency finds
that the parking garage acEs as a mitigation measure for
traffic associated with the project.

Proposed retail use trips may also originate from
t.raffic that is already passing the site on Schwenk Drive
and N. Front Street, oT diverting from Washington Avenue or
Clinton Avenue. Pass-by trips and diverted-1ink trips have
also been examined by the Lead Agency in deeermining
Eemporary visits to the project site. The Lead Agency noted
that in order to estimate the trip generation of the site,
a pass-by/diverted-1ink cred'it, was not applied to trips
generated by the retail land uses at ttre site. Nor was any
credit considered. for internal capture of vehicles Iie,
internal trips to the site which are not made on the street
system proximate to the project site].
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The Lead Agency finds that, as parE of the project,
Fair Street Ext,ension will be closed to through traffic.
Therefore, the existing trips on Fair Street Extension will
be redistributed within the existing street network. The
closure of Fair Street, Extension will eliminate through
traffic between North Front Street and Schwenk Drive and
provide for the access to the municipal parking lot on the
west side of Fair Street.

The Lead Agency goncurs with the Traffic rmpact
Study's finding that the additional off-street parking
created by the proposed project presents an opportunity to
recapture these drivers (and potentially attracE others who
are currently seeking on-street parking) via the proposed
project entrances across from WaIl Street and across from
Kingston Plaza.

Traffic generated by the proposed project was further
examined by its distribution based on existing travel
patterns; locations of major highways, residential areas,
and employment areas; and the access management plan of the
proposed projecL. The l-.,ead Agency concurs with the traffic
analysis which shows that 5OZ of the site-generated t.raffic
exiting the site will travel- to the west of Schwenk Drive
while the remaining 40* of exiting traffic will travel to
the east on Schwenk Drive. It is expected that 2Ot of
vehicl-es entering the site will travel from the east on N'
Front Street, while an ad"ditional 2AZ of vehicles entering
the site will travel- from the west on N. Front Street. It
is anticipated that 2OZ of the entering traffic will arrive
at the site from the east on Schwenk Drive, while 35? of
vehicles wilt enter from Ehe west on Schwenk Drive. The
remaining 5? of entering traffic is e>rpected to travel from
the south on WaIl Street.

The foregoing distributive percentages are not
ercpected to be altered by the addition of 14 units of
multi-family housing, as tlre traffic patterns are expected
to remain consistent, irrespective of the 14 additional
units [See Traffic Report Addendum].

In ad.dition, trip assignment and 2A25 build traffic
volumes have been examined by the Lead Agency and its
consulting engineer and the estimates provided by the
Traffic Impact Study are deemed to be reasonable in light
of the traffic methodology employed.
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The Lead. Agency notes that intersection eval-uations
were made using synchro software which automates the
procedures conLained in the Highway Capacity Manual'
Evaluations were also completed using Sim Traffic
simulation software. This use of technology is deemed by
the Lead Agency to be proper in the instant matter'

Existing, No-Build, and Build condition operational
analyses were conducted for the study area intersections.
The results of the analyses describe operating conditions
in terms of control delay which is the portion of total
d.elay that includes initial deceleration de]ay, queue move

up time, stopped delay, and final acceleration delay for
signalized., roundabout, and unsignalized intersections.

The overall existing leve1 of service for the
interseetions reflect a weighted average of each of the
movemenLs and the signalized and un-signalized level of
service values were examined for the PM peak hour of
ad.jacent sLreet traffic. In this manner, the non-
significant impacts of the proposed project have further
been d.etermj-ned by comparin$ t.he level of service during
the 2025 design year for the No-Build and Build condition.

In address of the calculations reviewed by the Lead
Agency, the following traffic Levels of Serviee have been
examined [tlote, these Levels of Service will not change
from their current classifi-cations as a result of the
additional l-4 units of mutti-famity housingl:

i. ) Washington Avenue/Hur ley Avenue/Schwenk Drive

operate similarly with mosL movements experiencing LOS C/D.
Unaer Build. conditions, this intersection is expected to
operate at overall LOS D with an average increase in delay
oi 

"pproximately 
two second. It is noted that. under Build

cond.itions, Ehe south.bound left Eurn movemen! will operate
at L,OS E.

ii. ) Washinqton Avenue/N. Front Street - This

The analysis shows that this inte
operates at overall LoS C during
No-Buitd conditions, the intersec

inEersection currently operates at overa
approaches operating aL LOS C or better
hour. The L,ead Agency expects this inte

rsection currentlY
the PM peak hour. Under
tion wilt continue to

11 LOS B with all
during the PM Peak
rsection to oPerate

simitarly through build conditions with an averag'e increase
in delay of approximately one second.
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iii. ) North Front Street/Froq Allev - The analY$rs
indicates that the eastbound and westbound left turn
movements on N. Front Street current,Iy operate at LOC A and
will continue to do so through Build Conditions. The
southbound Frog A1ley approach currently operates at LOS B

and will operate similarly under No-Build conditions.
Under Build conditions, the southbound Frog Alley approach
will operate at LoS C with approximately four seconds of
additional de1ay.

iv. ) North Front Street/wall Street - The analysis
indicates that this intersection currently operates at
overall LOS B during the PM peak hour and will continue to
do so through Build Conditions.

v.) North Front Street/ Fair Street/Fair St,reet
Extension - This intersection currently operates at overall
LOS A during the PM peak hour and will continue to operate
similarly through Build conditions. It is noted that
closing the south.bound Fair Street Extension approach wilI
result in a slight j-mprovement to intersection operaLions
given the reduction in turning movements and volume.

vi. ) Schwenk orive/ Fair Street Extension/Kinqston
Pl.aza - This intersection currently operates at overall LOS

e autittg the PM peak hour. Vehicles turning left into and
right out of the Kingston Plaza experience LOS F. Under
No-Build conditions, the intersection is expected to
operate aL overatl LOS F with average delays nearly double
Existing conditj-ons. It is noted thaL the westbound
Schwenk Drive approach is expected to operate at LoS E

under No-BuiId conditions. Under Build conditions, the
intersection will operate similarly with an average
increase in delay of four seconds.

vii. ) Clinton Avenue/Schwenk Drive - The southbound
Schwenk Drive approach currently operates at LOS B dur ing
the PM Peak hour. Under No-Build conditions, this approach
is expected to operate at LOS C with an additional two
seconds of deIay. Under Build conditions, this
intersection will continue to operate adequately with three
additional seconds of de1ay.

viii.) Clinton Avenue/,Iohn Street - The eastbound
ilohn Street approach currenEly operat,es at LOS B and will
continue to do so through No-Build conditions. Under build
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conditions, this approach is expected to operaEe at LOS C

with an additional six seconds of de1ay.

ix. ) Cl-inton Avenue/Westbrook Lane - This
intersection currently operates at overall LOS D, with the
northbound Clinton Avenue approach experiencing LOS E.
Und.er No-Bui1d conditions, delays at this intersecLion are
anticipated to nearly double, resulting in overall LOS F
with the northbound Clinton Avenue approach experiencing
LOS F with more than one minute of delay. Under Build
conditions, this intersection will operate at LOS F with l-5

seconds of additional delay.

x.) Clinton Avenue/Main St.reet Vehicles turning
left onto Main Street currently experience
continue to do so through Build conditions.
Clinton Avenue approach currenLly operates

LOS A and will
The southbound

at LOS B. Under
No-Build conditions, this approach will operate at LOS C
with three additional seconds of delay. Under BuiLd
conditions, this approach will operate similarly with two
additional seconds of de1aY.

A sensitivity analysis was performed by the project's
consulting traffic engineer and evaluated by the Lead
Agency to determine the impacts of the Kingstonian project.
The New York State DRI Grant for the City of Kingston is
expected to allocate considerable funding for traffic
improvements in the Stockade District, some of which
include reversing the direction of traffic flow on some

streets as traffic mitigation measures occurring
irrespective of the project and being analyzed as follows:

a. ) North Front Street from Clinton Avenue to Fair
Street Extension would be reversed from one-way westbound
to one-way eastbound (towards Clinton Avenue) '

b.) John Street from Crown Street to Clint'on Avenue
would be reversed from one-way eastbound to one-way
westbound (away from Clinton Avenue). west of Crown
Street, .John Street would remain open to two-way traffic.

c.) Main Street from Washington Avenue to Clinton
Avenue would be reversed from one-way wesLbound to one-way
eastbound (towards Clj-nton Avenue) .
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d. ) Wa1l Street from North Front Street to Henry
Street. would be reversed from one-way southbound to one-way
northbound.

e. ) Fair Street from North Front Street to Henry
Street would be reversed from one-way southbound to one-way
northbound (away from North Front Street).

In addition to the one-way street changes, the DRI
also proposes to install an actuated traffic signal system
with pedestrian signals and push buttons at the Clinton
AvenuefWestbrook Lane and Clinton Avenue/,fohn Street
intersect,ions.

f . ) The north]round Washington Awenue/tturley
avenue/Schwenk Drive approach witl experience additional
mj-nor traffic volume and delay which can be accommodated by
existing signal timing adjustments.

g. ) The eastbound Schwenk Drive/Fair Street
Extension/xingston Plaza Driveway will experience
additional traffic volume and delay. Under No-Build
conditions, this intersection will operate with constraints
similar to the existing t,raffic pattern. Construction of
the proposed project is expected to improve operations at
this intersection by closing the Fair Street Extensions to
through traffic as mitigation.

h. ) The Clinton Avenue/westbrook lrane intersection
will continue to operate with customary constraints.

i. ) The eastbound Clinton Avenue/Main Street approach
will experience additional Eraffic volumes and delay as a
result of the new DRI traffie pattern. Under No-euild
conditions, the eastbound Main Street approach is expected
to operate at LOS D. After completion of the proposed
project, the eastbound Main Street approach is expected to
operate at LOS F.

fn further assessing the Level of Service F and E

intersections, the Lead Agency has reviewed the
supplemental traffic study documentation forwarded on
October 24, 2OLg in response to the HVEA Engineers analysis
and assoc j-aLed questions. While Level- of Service will
result in delays, as analyzed, these delays are not deemed
to be significant in tight. of the overall- current
conditions at Washington Avenue/Hurley Avenue/Schwenk Drive

3l



and at Clinton Avenue/John Street and Clinton
Avenue/Westbrook Lane .

Further mitigation measures for the above referenced
intersections will include timing parameters and phasing of
existing signalization, as well as the planned reactivat'ion
of the signal at the Schwenk Drive/Fair Street
Extension/Kingston Plaza intersectj-on.

As to improvement of intersection operation through
the employment of additional signalization which is not in
existence at the present time, the Lead Agency finds that
this is not a mitigation measure which is necessary for the
project based uPon the following;

i.) Moderate traffic delays which are customarily
experienced at present under existing conditions'

ii.) The absence of a warrants analysis at present
and the fact that. the same is not a fair imposition on one
particular development. rn this regard, this is a
continuing City of Kingston and NYSDOT issue with respect
to fut,ure City of Kingston growth.

iii. ) The fact that the NYSDOT has not opined with
respect to signalization, whether existing or proposed.

iv. ) concurrence with the Lead Agency's consisting
traffic expert and the Applicant's traffic engineer that
any future new sj-gnalization analysis incorporate an
asless*"nt of signal operation at Clinton Avenue/Westbrook
Lane and clinton Avenue/tutain street -

v. ) sensitivity analysis which demonstrates that the
overall traffic impacts at the foregoing intersections will
remain generally unchanged from the pre-developed status-
quo upon project comPletion.

vi.)TestimonyoftheApplicantsconsult'ingtraffic
engineer at the November 6, zOLg Planning Board Meeting
tfrit additional signalization is not necessary for the
project.

The Applicant was reqluested to provide supplemenEal
analysis of sight lines at, the southern garage ramp on
Schwenk Drive in order to demonsLrate conformance with
current standards. In response, the Applicant's consulting
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traffic engineer conducted a Supplemental Sight Assessment
which analyzed slght distance and stopping sight distance
at this location.

Thestudydemonstratesthattheavailablesight
distances, in both instances, exceeds the requirements for
a 35 MpH operating speed. lNote, this intersecEion is
locaLed within a 30 MPH posted. operating speed area.l

In addition, the Lead Agency notes that the Applicant
has voluntarily offered that all proposed vegetation and

signage wilr bL locat,ed a minimum of l-5 feet back from the
edge of the travel lane to maximize sight lines at this
study area.

Inlightofalloftheforegoing,theclosureofthe
Fair Street Extension is not deemed to be significant by
the Lead. Agency. Nor is the alteration of existing traffic
patterns aeemea to be significant. The Lead Agency is
satisfied that the comprehensive study of traffic impacts
demonstrate that the proposed mitigation measures and
attendant traffic effects will operate to render these
areas of environmental concern non-significant'

Based upon all of the foregoj-ng, the Lead Agency finds
that the project will not result in a substantial adverse
change in exj-sting traffic levels.

4. SUBSTAIITIAL ADVERS E CHANGE IN NOISE I,EVEI,S:

Theproposedconstructionofthebuildings,parking
garage, pedestrian pLaza, roadways, drainage facilities'
sLormwater manag.*.rtt infrastruct,ure, utitities and related
appurtenances, iogeUher with demolition activiUies, will be

rimitea in duration and will not generate noise levels
which would be substantially objectionable to the public aL

large.

Although noise leveIs during construction may

intermittently exceed noise levels as regulated locally,
the Lead. Agency does not find that this impact rises to a

level whereby Lh" s"*" can be said to be significant. In
this regard, iL is noted that temporary construction noise
is a tact of life within a city and the Lead Agency is
satisfied that, regrrlated hours of operation, intermittent
construction, noise ordinance regulations and the generally
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confined nature of the project will assist with noise
mitigation measures.

Owing to parcel size, previous site development and
the sites proximity t,o densely developed areas of city,
construct,ion related noise will take place in an area which
is already densely developed. The Lead. Agency finds that
the immediate areas surrounding the project site are not
sensitive receptors for noise impacts.

Long term noise impacts will not be substantial as the
consLruction of apartments, commercial space, parking
garage, boutique hotel, project enhancements and relaLed
facilities, together with noise resulting from vehicular
traffic and project occupancy, will be j-ntermittent and
will be customary for the area in the vicinity of the
proposed redeveloPment Project.

There wilt not be a substantial adverse change in
noise levels brought about by the project.

5. SUBSTANTIAI, INCREASE IN SOLID WASTE PRODUCTION

The proposed project wilI not subst,antially increase
the amount of solid waste product,ion which is regulated
pursuant Eo Article 2'? of the Environmental Conservat'ion
Law of New York State [5 NYCRR Part 360, et seq.J.

After accounting for the additional 14 units of multi-
family housing, solid waste generated from the project will
amount to approximately 44-55 tons per week, assuming the
customary averages per dwelling of per multi-family use,
hotel and commercial space requirements. lsee also, 6

NYCRR Part 360 et. seq.l

Solid. waste will be stored on site in on-site,
enclosed dumpsters and will be transported to the Ulster
county Resource Recovery Agency Facility in Kingston, New
york and/or managed by private contractors to another
Iawfully operating faciliLY.

rhe lead Agency further notes that the above figures
d.o not take into account the savings in tons of solid waste
generated by the employment of recycling.

Based upon the foregoing, the project poses no
substantial increase in solid waste production'
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6. SUBSTAI{TIAL INCREASE IN POTENTIAIJ FOR EROSION

FI,OODING, LEACI{ING OR DRAINAGE PROBLEMS

The projecu site is not situate within any designated
Floodway Area as delineated by the Flood and Emergency
Management Agency IFEMAI upon the National Flood Insurance
program Map. A portion of the project site is located
within the Flood Zon", inasmuch as the covered walkway will
be located upon a small portion of Flood Zon;e lands. This
area is further identified as being within the 500 year
flood and as a result the Lead Agency has classified the
impact of the project therein as moderate to large'

There are no perennial or ephemeral [intermittent]
flowing streams present on the previously developed and/or
site areas to be developed upon the siee. There are no
NYSDEC d.esignated wetlands or Federal Wetlands situate
where development is planned, nor will such areas be
affected by the Project.

The building orientation, appurtenances and associated
parking areas wiif facilitate drainage to catch basins, two
VorEechs Treatment Units, and partial infiltration System,
as outl-ined. in the Preliminary stormwater Report and
associated exhibits. The Applicant's plans show that the
post-development stormwater runoff and the same will not

"ft""t t,he flood zone will be directed to t'hese various
areas and treated to remove pollut.anEs in accordance with
the SPDES General Permit requirements and the NYSDEC Design
Manual (20L5).

Therefore, the post-development stormwaEer is expected
to contain less potential contaminants than the current
pre-d.evelopment stormwater runoff and the same will not
affect the ftood zone. [see site Plan, Preliminary storm
water Report Add.endum No. 1 and the analysis set forth
within ParagraPh z herein.l

Drainage, Ieaching and erosion control measures are
subject to and are consistent with the NYSDEC, 'tNew York
Stale Design Manua] for Erosion and Sediment ConErol", the
New York State and U1ster County Sanitary Codes and SPDES

General Permit Requirements. As d,iscussed earlier herein,
the project wilt employ Best Management Practices, as set
forth in the NYsDEc Design Manual and as extensively
addressed in the Preliminary Storm Water Report, Stormwaler
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Details, Hydrograph Modeling, existing condiEions analysis
and al1 leaching and erosion conErol measures addressed
herein. [See also, Paragraph 1 and Paragraph 2 herein-]

stormwater generated from the sit,e will be further
mitigated with roof drains and a Slormwater drainage system
consisting of catch basins and adequately sized collection
and conveyance piping for discharge of stormwater from both
roofs and the parking garage into a stormwater treatment
lVortechsl and infiltration system.

There wil_I be no increases in impervious surface, nor
roof surfaces, as a result of the additional 1-4 units of
multi-family housing, as Lestified to by the Applicants
consulting engineer at the November 6, 2OI9 Planning Board
Meeting.

The Lead. Agency finds t'hat the construction of the
elevated walkway will not pose a significant effect upon
the 500 year Flood Zone, nor any other Flood zone areas, as
the only portions of this structure which will be situate
at ground leve1 will be the stair towers.

The stair towers will not displace any flood area
waters in the event of a flood to any substantial degree
and the structure will be adequately anchored [see site
plan and detailsl.

In ad.d.ition, the walkway structure will be two 2' feet
above base/flood elevation (as required under the city of
Kingston Zoning Law and by FEMA Regulat'ions) in all
instances; excepting for the stair towers at ground level.

The parking garage is the only structure which could
be affected by the 5OO year flood and it has been designed
to take the water flow and drain it over time t'hrough
concrete portals. This mitigation measure is adequate for
the project and the Lead Agency finds that no inhabitanCs
or occupants of the project will be adversely affected by
the 500 year flood.

This paragraph is to be read, together with paragraph
2 herein and the Lead Agency finds that floodwaters will be
dispersed over a large area situate northerly of the
project site. Therefore, the placement of the stair towers
and portions of the parking garage within of the 500 year
flood will not be significant. The 500 year flood issues
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was extensively discussed at the Lead Agency's NovembeT 6,
201'9 meeting and the Lead Agency concurs with the testimony
offered by Applicant' s engineer at said meeting-

Based upon the foregoing and the engineering analysis
conducted by the project engineers and reviewed by the Lead
Agency's consulting Planner, the Lead Agency finds that the
Applicant's plans and aSsociated methodologies demonstrate
that the action wilt pose no substantial increase in the
potentiaL for erosion, flooding, Ieaching, or drainage
problems.

7. THE REMOVAL OR DESTRUCTION OF LARGE QUAI{TITIES OF

VEGETATION OR FAUNA; STIBSTAI{TTAL INTERFERENCE

WITH THE MOVEMENT OF ANY RESIDENT OR MTGRATORY

FISH OR WILDI,IFE SPECIES: IMPACTS ON A
SIGNIFICANT HABITAT OF ANIMAIJ OR PLANT OR THE

HABITAT OF SUCH A SPECIES; OR OTHER STGNIFICANT
ADVERSE TMPACTS TO NATURAI-T RESOURCES:

vegetation and wild.life at the developed portion of
the site is virtualty non-existent, as the developed area
planned for the site is already largely impacted by
Luildings/structures. As the site will be redeveloped,
installed landscaping will provide vegetation which does
not presently exist. Accord.ingly, the Lead Agency finds
that flora, fauna and wildlife will be benefitted upon
project completion.

owing to the virtual non-existence of animals and
wildlife at the developed portions of the site at present
and areas of densely developed lands situate adjacent to
and nearby the site, it is determined that habitat loss and
wiLd.life displacement will not be significant.
Accordingly, as the redevelopment wiIl occur on impervious
surfaces and./or areas which are vegetated by grass, there
will be no adverse effect upon wildlife, flora, or fauna at
the premises.

In addition, areas of the
Iandscaping which will enhance
for wildlife and vegetaEion.

sit,e are to be devoted to
a portion of on-site habitat

The project site is not a known meeting or migratory
habitat for any resident migratory fish or wildlife species
and there will be no su.bstantial adverse impacts to
migrating animals.
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The Applicant has submitted a July 8, 2OL9 Threatened
and Endangered species Habitat suitability Assessment
Report, as prepared by Ecological Solutions, LLC'

This Report identifies the Indiana Bat and Northern
Long Eared. Bat as federally listed endangered species with
the potential for utilizing portions of trees and wooded

areas for foraging/nesting opportunit'ies'

However, after consideration of the project site, its
impacted areas of consLruclion, and the on-site conditions,
t,he Report concludes that no trees or natural habitat
conducive to the Indiana Bat or Northern Long Eared Bat
will be impacted. The Lead Agency concurs with this
assessmenL- Accordingly, no mitigation measures are
proposed. for any potential bat activity at the site,
inasmuch as foraging/nesting areas will not be impacted.

In add.ition, the united states Fish and wildtife
Service also agreed with the No Critical Habitat conclusion
by Ecological Solutions, LLC by way of 'Ju1y 8, 20L9
Memorand.um append.ed tO t.he Ecological solutions, IJLC

Report.

The Lead. Agency concurs with Lhe above referenced
Report and its conclusions and emphasizes that only pre-
diiturbed areas, impervious surfaces, grass, and shrubs
will be affected by development activities. Therefore, the
l,ead Agency is satisfied that. there will be no deleterious
effect,s upon bat species of any kind during the pendency of
project construction activities or following completion
thereof.

Based upon aII of the
substantial adverse imPacts
Paragraph's heading.

foregoing, there will be no
in the areas set forth at this

TI{E IMPAIRMENT OF THE EIIVIRONMENTAL CTARACTERISTI CS OFI
A CRITICAI, E}WTRONMENTAL, AREA (CEA) AS DESIGNATED

PURSUA}TT TO suBDrvrsroN 5l-7 . 14 (q) OF 5 TTYCRR PART 517:

No CEA is designated or situate in the vicinity of the
site and none will be impaired as a result of this re-
development project'.

9. THE CREATION OF A MATERIAIJ CONFI,ICT WITH A COMMUNITIES

PLANS OR GOALS
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The Tread Agency has reviewed the Zoning Petition,
various portions of the City of Kingston Comprehensive
P1an, the City of Kingston Zoning I-raw and has coordinated
with the Common Couneil during the pendency of this
application. In so doing, Ehe Lead Agency has further
analyzed the change to the project plans which provides for
the integration of L4 affordable housing units and notes
thaL this is a welcome addition to the project in response
to public and agency comments. Accordingly, the Lead
agency hereby determines that the project does not conflict
wit.h the community plans or goals as officially approved
and adopted based upon the analysis herein.

The Lead Agency finds that the provision for
affordable housing is not required under the City of
Kingston Zoning Law for this mixed use project and in so
d.oing concurs with the Sept,ember 27, 201-9 Interpretation of
Mr. Eric Kitchen, Zontng Enforcement Officer, City of
Kingston.

Moreover, irrespective of the Lead Agency's
concurrence, this Interpretation must be followed by the
I-,ead Agency, as the Lead Agency possesses no power to
interpret the City of Kingst.on Zoning Ordinance.
Therefore, percentage of affordable housing zoning guide
line considerations, economics and like issues pursuant to
city of Kingston zoning Law 295-27.L are not germane to the
Lead Agency's analYsis herein.

The vast majority of t'he project site is zoned
compatibty with the planned development of the mixed uses
thereon. In this regard, the C-2 and ptUO Zoning Districts
provid.e for accommodation of aIl of the planned uses,
pursuant to site plan and special permit review.

A 0.3L3 acre portion of the site is not locaLed within
the MUO Zoning District and as such, is not consistent with
Lhe existing zoning; thereby occasioning the Zon].ng change
which was request,ed by way of ,June 4, 201,9 Zoning Petition
by the Appticant in order to accommodate residential
housing.

Alt,hough the proposed project requires rezoning of
0.313 acres and as such, is not fully consistent with
adopted land use plans [see Long EAF, Patt 2f, the Lead
Agency finds that t,he planned mixed use associated
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d.evelopment will be compatible with the character of uses
permitled in the adjacent MUO District, and the zoning
ln"r.g. of this 0.3L3 acre parcel to be included within t'he

MUO District will extend the currently existing MUo

District to more consistently conform the 0.31-3 acre to
relevant Historic stockade District Parameters.

In consideration of the overall mitigation measures

employed for the project, the Lead Agency has reviewed the
entire contexL of the project site, the plarrned
enhancements and the attendant impacts on community
character.

ThepurposeoftheZoningPetitionistoextendand
conform the ad.jacent MUo District to all of the subject
premises which will comprise the redevelopment by
petitioner. The Lead Agency finds that it is consistent to
rezone Ehe 0.313 acres with respect to the Historic
Stockade DisLrict location'

with respect to this area of environmental concern,
this Lead. Agency finds that, the physically developed 0.313

acre premises does not lend itself in any manner to non-
inclusion within the MUo District and that, as it is
adjacent to the MUO District, the extension and alteration
of zoning requested herein is appropriate and does not
constitute spot zoning. The Lead Agency bases this finding
upon the Record had h-rein, the analysis pounded wichin the
altaitea Zoning petition and the Lead Agency's own previous
experiencewithapprovaloftheCityofKingstonBusiness
Park, Landmark Place and E-2 Square'

With regard to the foregoing, the Lead Agency finds
that the following factors have been duly met in
consideration of a well-considered and comprehensive plan
calculated to serve the general welfare of the community:

a.)Compatibilityoftheproposedmulti-familyuse
with the character uses now permitted in the MUO District''

b.)Compatibilityoftheproposedmulti-familyuse
with the previousty eslablished mixed uses proximate to the
project site.

c.)Thezoningchangewillassistwit'hbenefittinga
mix of housing and business uses, including affordable
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housing', which is compatible with the recent development of
this area of Uptown Kingston.

d. ) The C-2 DistricL will not be compromised if
rezoning to accommodate additional mixed use occurs.

e. ) The proposed uses are consistenE with the
planning goals of the CiLy of Kingston, as set forth within
the city's land use regulations.

fn conjunction with the foregoing, the Lead Agency has
further examined the objectives of site plan review at
Section 405-30 of the City of KingsEon Zoning Ordinance for
all site plan review procedures. Accordingly, the Lead
Agency finds that the project meets the following
objectives, for the purposes of SEQRA compliance, as set
forth therein:

iii. )

Conformance with the Comprehensive Plan.
Design compatibility with surrounding
structures.
Traffic access ways are adequate.
Parking/loading and interior circulation is
adequate.
Landscaping improvements are adequate.
Pedestrian areas and outdoor lighting are
sufficient and prevent the diffusion of gIare.
Drainage and building design are adequate and
handicapped accessible .

Maximization of energy conservation to the
maximum extent practicable.

iv. )

viii. )

[See also, November 7, 2OL9 Memorandum by the project
attorney. I

An examination of the MUO District. shows that the
rezonj-ng request and the project meet the purposes of said
District under Sections 405-30 [Site Plan] and 405-32
[Special Use Permit] of the City of Kingston Zoning
Ordinance. fn this regard, t,he Lead Agency further notes
t.he following goals as set forth within the Zoning
Ordinance:

i. ) "Encourage mixed use, mixed income and pedestrian
based neighborhoods. "

i.)
ii. )

v,
vi

vii. )
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Addressingspecialusepermitobjectivesunderthe
city of Kingston Zoning ordinance, the Lead Agency finds:

i.) The project is readily accessible for fire and

Police Protection.
ii.) The proJect is in harmony wirh rhe c-2 zoning

District,.
iii. ) The proj ect wil} not be detriment'al to

surrounding ProPerties .

Pedestrian and vehicular traffic will not be

hazardous, nor in conftict with the normal
t,raffic of the neighborhood.
The locaEion and height of the structures and
attendant landscaping will not hinder or
discourage appropriate development and use of
adjacent Iand.s. [See also, Novembet 7, 2or9
Memorandum by the project attorney'l

iv. )

with respect to section 405-32 (F) (1) of the city of
Kingston Zoning ordinance, the Applicant has requested a
waiver of the one (1) year Special Use Permit renewal
period, so that any special use permit approval shall run
uritf, tfte land. f or Lfris proj ecC. Provided the use and

development of the premises Iawfully complies with all

"ppro.r-"ls 
which *"y ue granted, the Lead Agency is inclined

to- favor the granting of this waiver. However, no waiver
has been granted as of the date of adoption of this
Negative Declaration.

From an historical/aesthetic perspective, a port.ion of
the project site was formerly utilized as a parking I'arage'
Montgomery Ward SEore and as a long ago hotel
[.'Kiigstonian"] premises. rn this regard, the Lead Agency

notes that the project architect has designed a building
which complemeti= Lfr. historical naLure of the iconic
former ringst.onian buitding, as well as the historic
buildings which are proximate to the site'

The current design of the project fosters
connectivity, walkability and non-vehicular travel to and

from the project improvements and the uptown area of
Kingst.on.

Based upon the Record, the Maps and Plans and the
foregoing development measures, the Lead Agency finds that
th" id.rrtified. increase in density of land use, by way of
the 0.313 acre development, is not significant'

v
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The Lead Agency further finds that the proposed Zoning
Ordinance and Zoning Map changes are consistent with the
City of Kingston Comprehensive PIan and is, in and of
itself, part of a comprehensive plan calculated to serve
the generaL welfare of the Kingston Community.

Finally, the Lead Agency notes that while economic
figures, tax information and other economic indicia offered
by the Applicant, and/or members of the public ' are
relevanE to the zoning change request, the same cannot
Iawful1y form the basis for a grant or denial of a sEQRA

Negative Declaration. Accordingly, the Lead Agency has not
considered economics, in either a positive or negative way,
in reaching its environmental findings within this Negative
Declaration of Environmental Significance.

Based upon all of
re-use project will not
City of Kingston Plans
adopted.

the foregoj-ng, the proposed adaptive
create a material conflict with the

or goals as officially approved and

1-0. THE IMPAIRMENT OF THE CHARACTER OR QUAI,ITY OF

ARCI{AEOLOGICAL ARCHITECTI'RAL ORIMPORTANT HISTORICAL
AESTHETIC RESOURCES OR OF EXISTING COMMUNITY OR

NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTER:

The Lead Agency finds that there will be no adverse
effect upon the character or quality of important
historical, archaeological or architectural resources.

The project is located in the stockade oistrict which
area of uptown Kingston is listed on the National Register
of Historic Places. Accordingly, t'he Lead Agency has
devoted particular attention to the projects effecEs on the
foregoing area of environmental concern-

Addressing visual impacts, the Lead Agency has
extensively examined the visual impacts of the project and
has sought to coordinate it,s review efforts with the
Historic Landmarks Preservation Commission and the Heritage
Area Commission by consulting with and participating in a
joint special meeting with said agencies on September 25,
2o:-9 as part of coordinated SEQRA review.

Moderate to large visual impacts have been identified
by the Lead Agency in areas as follows:
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i.) Visibility from officialty designated Stockade
HisE,oric DisUrict..

ii.) Public access vantage points'
iii.) Visual context of proximate areas-

The Applicant submitted on August 7, 2OI9 Visual
Impact Analysis, which has been supplemented by an October
7, 2ALg correspondence in address of comments by the New

York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic
Preservation [tWSOpnHp] . This address has been provided by
Mackenzie Architects, PC and has been supplemented by
oral/picEorial presentations at various meetings before the
Lead Agency d.uring the pendency of proj ect review.

Ten visual simulations from ten vantage points have
been examined in light. of the historically designated
Stockade District and associated mitigation measures' with
emphasis upon:

a. ) Project scale.
b. ) Building character.
c. ) Materials.
d. ) Colors.
e, ) Fenestrations.
f. ) Detailing.
g" ) Restoration.
h. ) Historical context.
i. ) Previous uses.
j. ) Commercial viabilitY.
k.) Restoration of the Stockade District.
1.) Brick masonry.
m. ) Punched oPeni-ngs.
n. ) Stone siIls.
o. ) Lintels.
p.) Openings.
q. ) Glazing.
r. ) Cornice exPressions-
s.) tiidden Parking.
t.) open air Public Plaza-
u. ) raqade continuitY.
v. ) Transom windows.
w. ) Stepped building design.
x. ) Clapboard siding.

In addition, the Lead Agency has been provided with a

virtual visual tour by the Applicant at various Planning
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Board meetings, wherej.n examination of particularized
visual- aspects of the project have been considered.

Further, the Lead Agency has also reviewed additional
visual simulations of Lhe building from Wa1l Street and
Fair Street, and Clinton Avenue and Fair Street' as a result
of the addition of seven (7) units of multi-family housing
at the former top story of the project site.

In this regard, the Applicant's consulting engineer
presented the additional visual simulations prepared by the
Applicant's consulting architect to the Lead Agency and the
public at the December 9, 2OLg Planning Board meeting. The
visual simulations conclusivety show that the additional
seven (7) units of multi-family housing will not be visible
from any portion of the Hist'oric Stockade District.

Accordingly, based upon the extensive analysis
provided for within this Negative Declaration, there are no
significant adverse effecLs associated with the Historic
Stockade District, not to the characber of the neighborhood
proximate to t,he project, as a result of the additional

""rr"tt 
(7\ units and the associated change in the height of

the multi-family structure.

The seven (?) add"itional units will be seen from
Schwenk Drive and the Kingston Plaza, as shown by Lhe
Visual Simulations aforesaid. However, the lJead Agency
d.oes not consider these viewpoints to be of a sensitive
nature and owing to the overall visual context of the areas
proximate to Schwenk Drive and the Kingston Plaza, said
visual effects are not adverse. Therefore, the T,ead Agency
find.s these effects to be insignificant both visually and
with respect to the character of the neighborhood'

Based upon the analysis set forth above, the Lead
Agency finds that visual effects of the project have been
satisfactorily mitigated to a point whereby they have been
rendered non-significant in terms of building height,
visual context, Historic st.ockade District effects,
neighborhood character and additional areas of
environmental concern, as detailed within the examination
set forth above

project entrances, Fair st,reet Extension closing, open
air plaza, multi-family locations, commercial space and
parking garage particulars have been reviewed by the Lead
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Agency and its consulting planner through the visual study
process.

The project massing has been the source of detailed
discussion during review and the Lead Agency is satisfied
that the buildings and strucLures comprising the project
have been mod.erated to harmonize the historical use of the
premises with the current housing, parking and commercial
needs which are necessary within the upt.orarn area of
Kingston.

Examination of the historical pattern of development
and the present architecture comprising historic Fair
street have taken place with intra-agency cooperation at
various meetings during the pendency of administrat'ive
review. The tead Agency is satisfied that the project is
consistent with the historic architecture and visual
context of the Historic Stockade pistrict ' [See
renderings, visual simulations and photographs of recordl.

Based. upon the visual methodology employed, changes to
the architecture, massing mitigation measures, garage
camouflage, the simulations and the review conducted by the
Lead Agency, the Lead Agency is satisfied that the visual
impact- of the project have been thoroughly examined and

miligated to the maximum extent practicable. Therefore,
none of these areas of environmental concern identified as

moderate to large are significant.

In this regard, the Lead Agency further notes, even
wit.h the addiE,ion of an additional story to accommodate 7

of the 14 units of additional multi-family housing:, the
height of the proposed multi-family building does not
,"goir" u.r, area variance. Inasmuch as the surrounding
environs are consist,enL with the architectural and
historical context of Lhe building, the visual impacts of
the additional units have been mitigated to the maximum

extent practicable. Avoidance of an area variance for
height, has been important to the Lead Agency, owing to
pr..\rio,r" non realized plans for development of this
particular site in the Past.

The Lead Agency has reviewed the renderings and visual
simulations of itre project and finds that the additional 7

units, accommodated by an additional st.ory of building,
will not be visible from the Historic Stockade District,
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nor from the Hj-storic senat,e House, to any significant
degree.

This owes itself, in part, to the descending
topography of the project site in proximity to the current
Fair St.reet Extension, travelling' towards Schwenk Drive and
the fertical stepping of building components. Therefore,
the visual impacts associated with the additional units
will not adversely affect the historic WaI1 Street and Fair
SEreet corridors.

Although these units will be visible from the area
proximate to Schwenk Drive, looking in a southerly
direction therefrom, the Lead Agency finds that this
portion of the project is not adversely affecting Sensitive
Visual Receptor Areas, historic structures or the Stockade
Historic District at large.

Moreover, development within cities possessing
historical districts occurs frequently within t,he northeast
and the Lead Agency finds that if the development is
planned, as in Ehe instant case, with a sensitivity to t'he
overall historical context, t.he introduction of new
buildings and structures does not introduce significant
visual elements which are discordant with the existing
historical architecture.

The Lead Agency engaged in an extensive discussion
with the Applicant's project engineer and the Applicant at
its November 5, 2OL9 meeting in consideration of project
mitigation measures, including the changing of interior
residential unit.s to accommodate 7 of the additional 1-4

multi-family units. These project modifications were
subsequently reviewed at the Lead Agency's November 18,
2OLg meeting. By locating of the additional 7 units within
ttre previously planned porLions of t,he project, the
structural massing has been further mitigated.

The Lead Agency finds thaE the foregoing mitigation
measures have assisted with mitigating the potenEial for
adverse visual effects emanating from the additj-ona1 7

units to be physically constructed within the Historic
Stockade District,.

The area variances which the project requires are
minor in nature and for the most part, owe themselves to
ttre nature of the physical development proximate to the
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project. The area variances which are planned for the
project are as follows:

l_

Iines;
) Landscaping Ilandscaped strips along property
Zoning Ordinance Section 405-40A(2) I -

2.) Setbacks lfront, side and rear yards; fee,
Ordinance Density Schedulel .

Zoning

3. ) Flood zoxte lstair towers for the elevated
walkway; Zoning Ordinance Sections 405-25 (D) and 405-
26,G) (4)l .

On Oetober 10, zOLg the Applicant appeared before the
City of Kingston Zoning Board of Appeals in order to
address the foregoing area variance requests and a detailed
presentation was made. Su.bsequent'Iy, the Applicant has
provided an Area Variance Application Addendum analysis of
the balancing test for the grant of area variances to the
Zoning Board. of Appeals, with a copy provided to the Lead
Agency.

The Lead. Agency finds the balancing analysis to be
effective in demonstrat.ing the propriety of granting these
several area variances in light of the overall project
plans and t,he reasoning employed within the analysis is
incorporated herein by reference.

With respect to parking requirements, the Lead Agency
is satisfied that zoning ordinance passages relating to
landscaping, screening and layout will likely be
effectively addressed by way of waiver, if necessary,
pursuant to Section 405-34 (H) of the City of Kingston
Zoning Ordinance. This owes itself to the rather obvious
fact that one of the central aspects of the project is Lhe
planned indoor parking g'arage -

The Lead Agency has reviewed the area variances
reguested, the detailed November 25, zjlg.Addendum and the
Zoning Ordinance criteria associated t,herewith and in so
d.oing finds that there are no significant adverse
environmental effecLs posed by the area variances
requested.

The Lead Agency further finds that substantially
greater landscaping will be added to the project than that
which currently exists and the Applicant has already met
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with the city of Kingston Tree Commission on October 8,
2OI9 in forwarding the landscapj-ng plans. The Lead Agency
is confident that the Tree Commission will provide for
further expert guidance in the area of landscaping for the
proj ect .

Presently, there are approximately 8 trees located at
the project site. The additional landscaping planned for
the project will further comply with the minimum caliper at
base and minimum height requirements for street Erees under
the Zoning Ordinance.

Extensive planning has been involved to enclose and
shelter the planned parking garage from view and the Lead
Agency not.es that the parking requirements, as set forth
within the Zoning Ordinance and applicable to the above
areas of area variance review, are applicable Eo open air
parking areas.

In any event, as no parking waiver may be granted
until a determination of significance is made, the Lead
Agency defers with respect to waivers. However, the Lead
Agency notes that., if the Applicant req1rests area variances
from the parking requirements, in lieu of or in addition t,o
the waivers, the same will not be environmentally
significant, based upon the area variance documentation and
associated balancing analysis provided to date-

Based upon the Visual Anatysis performed and the Lead
Agency's addltional consideration of the potential
aesthetic effects presented by the building and
appurtenances, the Lead Agency finds Lhat the visual
impacts of the proposed action have been mitigated to a
point whereby the overall vj-sual effect is consistent with
t.he existing historic, architectural and physical context
proximate to the project site and as a result, is not
environmentally significant. Accordingly the planned
development will not result in significant adverse visual
impacts.

With respect to community character, the Lead Agency
finds that the planned mixed use of the project, coupled
with the addition of an affordable housing component,
adeqr:ateIy demonstrates consistency with existing community
eharacter. This area of Kingston has been undergoing a
revitalization during the past several years and the
occupancy of the project will add to the walkability,
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connectivity and aesLhetic enhancement of the Uptown
Kingston Area.

The project plans further provide for an open air
public pLaza where members of the public will be
accommodated for shopping and leisure activities ' This
inclusivity is consistent with mixed use goals and
attribuLes.

The Applicant has provid.ed an exEensive legal analysis
of community character by way of Memorandum submitt'al and
t.he Lead Agency takes notice of the fact t'haE the New York
state courL of Appeals has determined Lhat inclusion of a

specially permitted. use within a Zoning T,aw is tantamount
cL a legislative find.ing that said use is in harmony with
the character of the neighbortrood'

The Lead Agency is satisfied that the goals of the
Mixed Use Overlay District have been met by the project and
that the combination of residential and commercial uses
will ad.d to the current commercial and residential
sustainably and revitalization of the uptown area'

Addressing the lighting - outdoor lighting will not
exceed 5 foot, candles, in accordance with the Illuminating
Engineering Society of North America IIESNAI reeommended
level for buitding exteriors.

A11 tighting will be glare shielded and LED, as
necessary, to avoid light trespass on neighboring
properties and adjoining roadways. An acceptable
uniiormity ratio will be maintained over access ways and on
build.ing 1*pro.re*ents in order to avoid patterns of bright
lights that are disruptive of vision. Luminaire mounting
heights will be positioned to avoid visual impacts and the
f:-ghting employe- will be lark Sky compliant to the maximum

extent practicable.

Based upon the foregoing, there will be no adverse
impacts as a result of the planned tighting for the
proj ect.

In add.ress of potential archaeological
Applicant has submitted a Phase 1A Cultural
Investigation addressing' archaeological and
effects posed by the proposed project, same

Joseph E. Diamond, PhD and being dated July

impacts, the
Resource
historical
as prepared bY
L!,20L9-
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The project area and. entire property was visited by
the Applicant's consultant, and an analysis of various
historical publications was undertaken as noted within the
Phase 1A Report,.

In addition, the Phase 1A Report gives exEensive
add.ress to the historic Stockade District, exj-sting
structures, previous archeological activities and detailed
historical conEext as follows:

i.)
ii. )

iii. )

iv. )

v. )

vi. )

vii. )

viii. )

ix. )

Environmentat / Phys ical Sett ing
Senate House.
NYU Excavations [1970 -]-97]-1 .

Fred .Tohnston House.
Matthews Person House.
O1d Dutch Church.
North Front Street.
Irouw-Bogardus House.
I{IYU Excavations [Green Street]

Pre-contact and historic sites have further been
investigated within the Phase 1A Report, wiEh particular
emphasis being d.evoted t.o the Stockade constructed by Pet'er
Stuyvesant and the potential for location of a repuLed moat
which may have been construct'ed by Mr. Stuyvesant.

Moderate to large impacts were identified by the Lead
Agency in its conduct of archeological revj-ew based upon
the projecEs location within the stockade Historic
Oistiict, proximity to restrictive archeological areas and
the alteration of the entire site by way of consideration
of improvements.

The Phase 1A Report deLails the existing site
cond.itions, noting the current four story building, the
diner property and the former development of portions of
the premises. A Phase 1-B Report will be prepared in the
future in order to shovel test and catalog any
historical/cultural artifacts which may be found. However,
as the site is already developed and/or affected by buried
remains of the former parking garage thereon, the Phase 18

testing will be ongoing during the project build out- [See
Phase 18 Monitoring Proposal submitted by Joseph E'
Diamond, PtrD to the NYSOPRHP. l

51



The Lead. Agency has noted the environmental importance
of archeological/historic resources wiEhin the Long EAF,
Part 2 ln several ident.ified areas of concern and in
consideration of the Apri| L2, 2oL9 and September 19, 20L9
correspondences bY the NYSOPRHP.

The IiI-YSOPRHP has identified building massing,
elimination of the Fair Street Extension and architectural
considerations as having the potential for adverse effects
upon the Stockade Historic District. Based upon the
record, the Lead Agency is not in agreement with this
position. Nevertheless, once the September 19, 2019
NYSOPRHP correspondence, was received by the l,ead Agency'
the Applicant has worked, to mitigate historical effects and
articulate an architectural design aesthetic which is
consistent with the historical setting and surrounding
architecture. [See detailed address of these areas above,
as well as the subsequent Planning Board meeting on
September 26, 2olg (joint meeting) and November 6, 20L9.
rn add.ition, meetings with the Heritage Area commission
18/28/1"g1 and Historic Landmarks Commission 19/S/L91 have
further been heldl.

As a result of all of the foregoing, the Lead Agency
finds the massing and. architectural/historical context of
the project t.o be consistent with the Stockade District and
design compatible wiLh respect to visual effect; especially
at Fair Street. Accordingly, the Lead Agency finds that
diligent effect have been made by the Applicant and its
consulting architect to design a project which is
historically and architecturally appropriate for the
Hist,oric Stockad.e District in light of the currently
existing architecture.

In address of the NYSoPRHP referencing the elimination
of Fair Street Extension, the Lead Agency does not concur
with the description of this street as "historic". Fair
Street Extension was constructed lcirca August 5, 1881 by
Ord.inancel in order to provide access to Schwenk Drive and
other developing areas of uptown Kingston and it does not
possess historic attributes which can be said to be part of
the clearly historic periods associated with Fair Street or
Wal1 Street.

Fair Street Extension current.ly consists of the Herzog
Warehouse, a vacant Diner and. the paved area which formerly
housed the previous parking garage. It is not attractive
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in terms of appearance and
street [see Traffic Report
hereinl .

is under-utilized as a through
and Paragraph 3 analysis

None of the currently visible historj-c enhancements of
the Stockade District are associated with the Fair Street
Extension and the Lead Agency notes that, excepting for the
southerLy end of Fair Street Extension, no portion of
street is situate in visuat proximity to the Historic
St,ockade District.

The Lead Agency further emphasizes that the NYSOPRI{P

is an inLerested agency under SEQRA and as such, does not
possess discretionary permit review authority project.
Therefore, as SEQRA does not alter the jurisdiction among
agencies, the Lead Agency finds that. no significance
adverse environmental effects area associated with
archeological, cultural or historic resources, irrespective
of t.he NYSoPRHP review to date. [See also, 5 NYCRR Part
6]-7 -31 .

Based upon the archeological/hist,ori.cal examinations
Eo date, the architectural/visual documentation of record,
and the locat,ion of all planned site disturbances within
pre-d.isturbed areas and all mitigation measures analyzed
herein, the Lead Agency finds that the project does not
result in any significant environmental effects related to
archaeological or historic resources.

Based. upon all of the above, the Lead Agency finds
that the project will not impair the character or guality
of important historical, archaeological, architectural or
aesthetic resources or of existing community or
neighborhood character .

11. A MAJOR CHANGE IN THE USE OF EITHER THE OUANTITY OR

TYPE OF ENERGY:

The project will utilize electricity and natural gas
d.uring the construct,ion phase for infrastructure and site
related improvements. Electric service and natural gas will
be provided service connections from the existing Central
Hudson.

rollowing const.ruction of improvements, Ehe project
will continue to use customary and normal energTy sources in
guantities and types which will not result in major energy
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changes, To Wit: Electricity, natural gas and/or oil' [See
the New York State Fire Prevention Code and the New York
State Building Code and the New York State Energy
Conservation Cod.e; Section 373 of the Executive Law of the
State of New York. l

In consideration of Ehe 14 additional units of multi-
family housing, the project will result in an electricity
demand of L76oo0 to 242oOO kw hours per month. The Lead
Agency find.s this usage to be reasonable and customary for
urban redeveloPment.

On July 30, 2Oi-9, the project archit'ect submitted
sustainable Features Report to the tead Agency which
references project d.esign in accordance with the following
energy codes:

a. ) 2OI5 International Energy Conservation Code'
b. ) 201-5 Supplement to the New York State Energy

Conservation Construction Code'
c. ) 2OL3 ASHRAE 90.1 2OL3 -

d.) New York State Building and Fire Code'

In addition, ttre Report lists features high
performance building envelopes, R-21 wal1s, R-49 roofs and
doubte glazed windows, Energy Star HVAC systems, energy
efficient water distribution, use of recycled material and
additional features.

The project plans call for bicycle facilities,
sid.ewalks, green vehicle charging areas, optimized energy
performance, renewables, minimization of waste, entranced
ped.estrian access, mixed use linkages and lessening
dependence on vehicular travel.

The Lead Agency is satisfied that the Applicant has
designed plans which provid.e for sustainability and which
minimize the carbon footprint of the project to the maximum

extent practicable in light of the proposed uses and
planned occupancies.

The recently enacted New York State Regulations in
energy efficiency and green energy incentives will further
work Lo provide for a project which is considerably
improved. from a conventional energy use multi-family and
commercial occuPancy Project.
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Based upon the foregoing, the project will noL result
in a major change in the use of either the guantity or type
of energ"y-

12. TI{E CREATION OF A HAZARD TO HUMAN HEALTH:

The Lead Agency finds no evidence that the proposed
project will create a hazard to human health as no
generation or disposal of toxic or }aazatdous su-bstances or
noxious fumes wiLl be oecurring as a result of the projecE.
No adverse changes in this area are proposed which would
deviate from those which are lawfully a part of multi-
family, commercial and parking uses.

with regard to development activities and occupancy
which will be conducted at the site, petroleum products
storage and use will be g'overned by applicable provisions
of the New York State Navigat,ion Law [Section 1-75] , the New

York State Environmental Conservation Law [Section I7-L7431
and the New York State Transportation Law [Section 1'4-f] 

'
as well as the Clean Water Act [:g CFR Sections 1200 et
seql .

Chemical products slorage will be governed by the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act. (RCRA) [40 CFR

Section 26]--27O1 and the Occupational Safety and Health
Administration (OSHA) [29 CFR Sections 19LO.1000-1910.1s00]
and New York State Regulatory Authority at, 5 NCYRR Parts
370 et seq., The Fed'eraL lnsecticide, Fungicide and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) [7 USC Sections 136-136y] and 6

NYCRR Part 325 et seq. [See also, Stormwater Pollution and
Prevent,ion PIan.l

The Applicants consulting geo-tech Engineer has
furLher submitLed a December 7, 2OL7 Presentation of Site
Investigation Results with soil boring logs and a Geo-
Technical Report, dated December 17, 20L7. These Reports
demonstrate that foundations and build'ing construcEion will
be accommodated on site in a safe manner.

With respect to demolition of the Herzog Warehouse
Building and the Diner, the Lead. Agency is satisfied that
blasting and demolition related activities will be
conducted pursuant to the City of Kingston Code, the
Executive Law of New York State and in accordance with
strict liability requirements under law. Supervision of
all demolition will be undertaken by the City of Kingst'on
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Building and Safety Divisions and the Lead Agency notes
that the issuance of a Demolition Permit is classified as a
ministerial act under sEoRA, thereby rendering it type 2

[exempt from review thereunder].

Based upon the above, the T,ead Agency finds Lhat there
is no creat,ion of a hazard to human health as a result of
the project.

13. A SUBSTAI,ITIAL CHANGE IN THE USE OR INTENSITY OF USE

OF LAND INCLTIDING AGRICULTURAL, OPEN SPACE OR

RECREATIONAI, RESOURCES OR IN ITS CAPACITY TO SUPPORT

EXISTING USES:

Theproposedproject'willnotadverselyaffectany
agricultural resources, agricultural diStrict' or open space

recreational resources .

As the project site is presently substantially
developed and situate within a densely populated area of
the cily, the project will not resulg in a loss of open

space dlemed important to the community. [See Existing
Conditions PIan. I

Inadd.ition,theprojectincorporatesaplanned
pedestrian Plaza for members of the public, thereby
creating ad.diuional public recreational space in an open

air setting.

The Lead Agency further finds no substantial change in
the use of land or the lands capacity to support existing
uses thereon for the reason set forth above and elsewhere
within this Negative Declaration. lsee Paragraphs 2, 3, 6,

7, 9 and L0.l

ENCOURAGING OR ATTRACTING A LARGE NUMBER OF PEOPLE TO

A PLACE OR PI,ACES FOR MORE THAN A FEW DAYS COMPARED

TO THE NUMBER OF PEOPIJE WHO WOUI,D COME TO SUCH PLACE

ABSENT THE ACTION:

The Lead Agency finds that the building and ultimate
occupancy of apartmenL units, commercial space, restaurant
and parkitg g"i"g", together with infrastructure and

relaled appurteni.t""", will not attract large numbers of
people to the site.

L4
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This project is noL planned to be a phased
d.evelopment. However, it is possible that construction
will continue for more than one (1) year. The Applicant has
presented, the information and documentation referenced
herein to show that the construction and demolition
activities will be intermittent and of reasonable durat'ion
over the previously disturbed and developed site, with
construction personnel inspectors, visitors and invitees
being of a number which is normal and customary for the
planned infrastructure improvements and associated
development of the premises. [See also Paragraphs 1, 2, 3,
4, 5, 6, 7, 9 and 10.1

The on-site internal access will not be utilized as
major collector streets and the site will not be utilized
for a mass gathering such as conLemplated by the above
Paragraph heading.

Based upon the foregoing, modest numbers of persons
will be assimilated over the project site and surrounding
area over time and large numbers of people will not be
attracted. to the siLe or area for more than a few days as
result of the action.

15. THE CREATION OF A MATERIAL DEMAND FOR OTHER ACTIONS

THAT WOUI,D RESULT TN ONE OF THE ABOVE CONS EOUENCES:

The construction of the proposed project and related
infrastructure will not create any material demand for
other actions which would result in one of the previously
discussed conseguences .

The site characteristics, planning and engineering

a

methodology and planned density of the project render
site capable of accommodating the planned development
without adverse environmental effect. In this regard,
Lead Agency finds that the proposed action will create
employment. However, the employment wiII not displace
workers. Therefore, this potential impact is not
significant. [See Paragraphs L, 4, 5, g and 14.]

the

the

other

The L,ead. Agency further finds t,hat, as with any
residential project, the proposed action wilI create a
d.emand for ad.ditional community services (schools, police
and fire). However, Lhese demands are not determined to be
adverse for the following reasonsi
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a.)Adequatenumbersofpolice,fireandemergency
personnel and modern response vehicles and apparatus
iresently exist to accommodate the project in the City of
Kingston.

b.)ThesiteislocatedwithintheHistoricstockade
District and. is easily accessible to the paid and
professional CiLy of Kingston Fire Department'

c.) Existing fire hydrants are located proximate to
the project site.

d- ) The City of Kingston Fire Department and City of
Kingston PoIice Oepartment have been made interested
agei,cies under SEORA and no objections to the project have

been forwarded by said ent'it'ies '

e.)Automated'sprinkl-ersystemswillservicethe
buildings pursuant. co the requirements of the New York
State Fire Code.'

f.) Based upon the Lead Agency review of the Site
plan, it is determinea that the sites planned parking and

access channelization is ad.equate to permit fuI1 fire
protection access to the building'

g.)Theresultingincreasesinpopulation'school
attendees, and d.emand. for additional services will be

small, assimilated over time, will- not be material and will
not have adverse effects upon the environmental criteria
set forth above and stud'ied herein' [See also' Paragraph 9

herein. l

h. ) As a ful1 statement of the proposed action is
reguired to be forwarded to the ulster county Planning
eoird prior to the grant, of Site PIan and Special Use

PermiLApprovals,thisNegativeDeclarationwillbe
forwarded. to said, board in accordance with section 239-m of
the General Municipal Law of New York State'

Based'uponalloftheforegoing,thisacLionwillnot
creaLe any material demand for other actions which would
result in one of the previously discussed consequences'

T6. CHANGES IN TWO OR MORE EIJEMENTS OF TI{E EI\TVIRONMENT, NO

ONE OF WHI
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EIWIRONMENT, BUT WHEN CONSIDERED TOGETTIER RESULT TN A
SUBSTANTIAI, ADVER$E IMPACT ON THE E}WIRONMENT

Based upon the information cont,ained in this Negative
Declaration of Environmental Significance and the record
before the Lead Agency there witl be no changes in two or
more elements of the environment which, when considered
together, would result in a substantial adverse impact on
the environment. Therefore, extensive cumulative impact
analysis is not applicable to this action. [See Paragraphs
L thru 15 herein, as well as the Legal Memorandums
submitted by the project attorney.l

In address of Lhe cumulatj-ve impacts issue, the Lead
Agency has studied and taken into account the impact of the
project and the simultaneous and sequential effects of
ongoing development projects within Uptown Kingston Isee
paragraphs 3, 9 and 101.

Traffic, visuals, historic, cultural and neigh-borhood
character have all been examined in light of the present
and expected development within the Uptown Kingston area'
as well as the city of Kingston aE large and the combined
inputs resulting ttrerefore do not rise to a level that can
be said to be significant.

Growth within the City of Kingston is to be expected
and there is nothing within the record to suggesL that this
project has been broken up into parts, thereby avoiding
environmental significance [see Rezoning petition and
add.itional affordable housing units analysis hereinl.

Combined impacts on the environment which may
reasonably be anticipated have been studied by the Lead
Agency herein and speculative environmental consequences
are not required to be engaged in by a Lead Agency under
SEQRA. The L,ead Agency is satisfied that all non-
speculative environmental impacts of this action have been
examined and/or mitigated under SEQRA in accordance with
all regulaLory authority [o nfyCnR Part 617 et. seq-].

L7. TWO OR MORE RELATED ACTIONS UNDERTAKEN, FI]NDED OR

APPROVED BY AI{ AGENCY, NONE OF WHICH HAS OR WOUIJD HAVE

A SIGNIFICAIVT ]MPACT ON TI{E ENVIRONMENT, BUT WHEN

CONSIDERED CUMUI,A TIVELY WOUI,D MEET ONE OR MORE OF THE

CRITERIA
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None of the probable impacts on the environment that
are associated with or which result from incremental 0r
increased impacts of this action, when such impacts are
added to other related past, present or reasonably
foreseeable future actions, will- be significant. The Lead

Agency has reviewed and analyzed the proposed Site
nlvefopment Plans, Special Use Permit Criteria, the Zoning
petition, the Environmental Assessment Form, studies and

all related. Addenda, the Administrative Record and the
physical changes t.o the environment that will t'ake place
simuttaneously or sequentially and has determined that
their combined effects witl not. be significant.

The],ead.Agencynotesthatpubliccontroversy(both
pro and con) related to t,he project has been part of the
iarnirri=trative Record. However, this determination has not
been influenced one way or the other as a result thereof.

Inthisregard,emphasishasbeengiventotestimony
and written submittals in all instances, particularly with
respect to affordable housing, visual impacts,

"..hita"tural 
feaEures, historical issues, character of the

neighborhood and traffic -

Thisprojecthasfurtherprovidedforuseofpublic
funds ana pufiic/private cooperation by the Applicant with
the City of Kingston in meeting various parking' housing
and commercial needs within the City of Kingston'

TheLeadAgencyrecognizesthattheplannedeaymentin
Lieu of Taxes tpff,Ofl is a controversial aspect of the
project.However,thisareaofreviewisnott'heprovince-of Ln" Lead Agency, as it would be improper under SEQRA to
balance ".orro*i. 

impacCs and/or tax implications against
the environment under a Negative Declaration of
Environmental Signif icance -

Therefore, the Lead Agency has not weighed the
economic effects of t'he project on taxes, jobs' revenues'
or any other economic indicators [either benefits or
detrimentsl against the environment in issuing this
Negative Declaration-

withfurtherrespecttothemodificationstothe
project which are madl in order to accommodate affordable
rro,r"irtg, the related environmental impacts have been
extensively examined by the Lead Agency'
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ResultanL changes to traffic, visual assessment, solid
waste, water, sewer, energy and oLher areas of
environmental concerns have been studied, qgantified and
qualitatively considered by the Lead Agency and Ehe public
at large as part of an ongoing coordinated SEQRA review
process.

The Lead Agency is satisfied that all project changes
and. mitig'ation measures have been addressed as palt of an
open, deliberative and coordinated review process. As
such, no aspects of the project have been segmenEed or
shielded from revj-ew by the public [see pujclic Meetings,
Publ-ic Hearj-ngs, Written Comment, Periods, l,egal Memorandums
and Public Informational Meet,ings to datel.

The T,ead Agency further states that, although
environmental review of the project by the Lead Agency is
concluded once a Negative Declaration is issued, further
Public Hearings concerning siUe pIan, special use permits,
Iot line revisions, area variances and rezoning aspects of
the project will be held as part of the continuing review
of the project. Therefore, the public, involved agencies
and interested agencies will continue to forward the entire
Administrative Record for the project.

with further regard. t.o any subsequent actions that may

possibly arise as the resulL of the proposed project, the
Lead Agency has addressed all identified and relevant long-
term, short-term and cumulative impacts and effects of the
proposed activities and actions, as well as any related
actions, ds now submitted, and the Applicants have no
ident.ifiable long-range or overall plans for any subsequent'
development, changes in use or other activities relating to
the proposed project.

As to any potential future developmenE of the site, ot
su-bsequent actions involving the site beyond those analyzed
herein, there is currently no information available at this
time as to whether any such actions will in fact occur.

Approval of the action conLemplated by the current
project now before the Lead. Agency does not commit the Lead
Agency Lo any particular course of action with respect to
future development of the site beyond what is analyzed
herein. Arry future physicat expansion of the project and
associated. d.evelopment beyond that which is approved will
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requireindepend"entandseparateenvironment'alreview
pursuant to SEQRA, unless the same shall be lawfully
d.et,ermined. to be designated. as a Type II or Exempt Action
in accordance with 6 NYCRR Part 6LT eE' seq'

Due to the continued environmental and other
administrative review requirements of any subseguent
development activities in the area of the project site and

in the City of Kingston on a case by case exercise of
d.iscretionbyreviewingagenciesandofficials,itisnot
necessary nor reasonable to reguire' at this time' a

hypothet,icat rrworst case" analysis of all speculative
environmental effects or potential environmentally
threatening uses which could be anticipated at some time in
the future.

The],eadAgencyisfurLhersatisfiedthatanypossible
environmental "it".t" 

of any future development' within the

City of Kingston, or any lawful change in use of the
projecU site, can be adequately addressed through
subseguent d,iscretionary administrat.ive and environmental
review.

Inmakingitsdetermination,thelJeadAgencyhasnot
balanced any fotential benefits of t'he proposed action
against Potential harm'

CONCLUSION:

Basedontheinformationcurrentlyavailabletothe
LeadAgencyandtheaboveanalysisandevaluationofall
the relevant and probable environmental impacts related to
the activities and actions herein proposed', the cit'y of
Kingston Planning Board, as Lead Agency' determines that
there witl be no significant adverse environmental impacts

associated with thi; project and no Environmental Impact

Statement IEISI will be reguired' for the action'
Therefore, thi; determination of non-significance and

Negative Declarat'ion under SEQRA is hereby approved'

"alpt"a, 
and issued by the Lead Agency' [See also; T-'ead

Agency Resolution "rrn"*ed 
trereto and made a part hereof as

Exhibit ,'C*. l
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FOR FURTHER INFORIvIATION:
CONTACT PERSON:

Ms. Suzanne Cahil1,
city of Kingston Planner
City of Kingston
Planning Board
City Hal1, 420 BroadwaY
Kingston, New York l24OL
(84s) 334-39ss

FII,INGS:

Pursuant to 6 NYCRR Part 6L7 't2(b) and in exceedance
of the reguirements ttrerein, a copy of this Negative
Declaration is being filed with:

city of Kingston Planning Board
Mr. wayne Plat'te, Chairman
City HaII
420 BroadwaY
Kingston, New York L240L

City of Kingston Common Council
City HaIl
420 BroadwaY
Kingston, New York L24OL

New york State Department, of Environmental Conservation
Ms. Ke1ly Turtorro, Region 3 Director
2L south Putt Corners Road
New Paltz, New York L256L

City of Kingston Department of Public Works
Mr. Edward Norman, SuPerintendent
25 East O'ReiIIY Street
Kingston, New York L24OL

City of Kingston Zoning Board of Appeals
5 Garraghan Drive
Kingston, New York 1-240L

city of Kingston Historic Landmark Preservation commission

5 Garraghan Drive
Kingston, New York 1-240I

U1ster County Industrial Development Agency
PO Box 4265
Kingston, New York 124OL
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City of KingsEon Water DePartment
Ms. .Tud.ith Hansen, Superintendent
111 Jansen Avenue
Kingston, New York 1-2401

Kingston City Schools Consolidated
21- Wynl<ooP Place
Kingston, New York l24aL

Empire State Development Corporation
625 BroadwaY
Kingston, New York L2401-

Ulster County Planning Department
Mr. Dennis noYle, Director
244 Fair Street, PO Box 1800
Kingston, New York 1-24A1-

City of Kingston Building and SafeEy Division
Mr. StePhan Knox, Director
5 Garraghan Drive
Kingston, New York 124OL

NyS Office of Parks, Recreation and. Historic Preservation
gistoric Preservation Field Services Bureau
Ms. Ruth I-,. PierPont, Director
Peebles Is1and, PO Box l-89
Waterford, New York L2]-88

Ulster CountY Health DePartment
Carol M. Smith, MD, MPI{,

Commissioner
239 Golden HiIl Lane
Kingston, New York L24oL

Heritage Area Commission
Mr. Hayes Clement, ChairPerson
42O BroadwaY
Kingston, New York 1-2441-

Friends of Historic Kingston
63 Main Street
Kingston, New York 12401-
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United States Department of the hterior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Ms. Robyn Niver
38t7 Luker Road
Cortland, New York 13045

Unit,ed St,ates Department of the Army Corps of Engineers
Mr. Brian Orzel
25 Federal Plaza
New York, New York L0278

City of Kingston Fire DePartment
Fire Chief Mark Brown
Central Fire StaLion
19 East O'Reilly Street
Kingston, New York L240L

City of Kingston Police Department
Police Chief Egidio Tinti,
1 Garraghan Drive
Kingst,on, New York ]-240].

Mr. John Shutthesj-s, PE

City Ha1l
42O Braadway
Kingston, New York L240\

City of Kingston Local Development Corporation
Ms. Brenna Robinson
City HaIl
420 Broadway
Kingston, New York 1-240L

New York State Department of Transportation
50 Wolf Road
Albany, New York L2232

Ulster County Department of Pu-b1ic Works
Mr. Thomas Jackson, Commissioner
315 Shamrock Lane
Kingston, New York I24OI

City of Kingston Assessor
Mr. Daniel Baker
City HaII
20 Broadway
Kingston, New York 1240L
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Mayor Steve Noble
city Hal-l
42A Broadway
Kingston, New York I24OL

New York Stat,e United Teachers Association
800 Troy-Schenect,ady Road
Latham, New York l-2L1-0

Kingstonian DeveloPment., LLC
Mr. John Bonura, ,Jr.
2951- US Route 9W

New Windsor, New York 12553

JM Development GrouP, LLC
Mr. .fohn Bonura, Jr.
l-76 Rinaldi BIvd.
Poughkeepsie, New York L26Ol

Herzogs Supply Co., Inc.
Mr. Brad ,fordan
151- Plaza Road
Kingston, New York L24OL

city of Kingston Recreation Commission
Mr. Kevin Gilfeather
467 Broadway
Kingston, New York ]-24O]-

City of Kingston Tree Commission
Ms. Sara Wenk
City HalI
420 Broadway
Kingston, New York, ]-2401

Pursuant to 6 NYCRR Part 6L7.1'2 (c) (1-) Notice of this
Tlppe i. Action Negative Declaration and Determination of
Environmental Non-Significance is being pubtished in the
Environmental Notice BuIletin. IENBI

Dated: December lL? 2AL9

WAYT{E , cha
City of Kingston
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FaIl Envlrcnnentol Assessrrgnl Fot n

Paa I - hoJea ond Scttlng

fnstructions for Completing prrt I

rr* | ! to bc crmphtrd by lto rppllcrnr or prulcct rponror. Rcsponses become part of dre rpplication for rpprcvd or funding,an rubjcct to publlc rvictr, rnA miy Uo guUjccito iu*ror vsrlficuion.
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A. Profcct rnd Sporror lnforurdon.

or
Klngdonbn@t
Name of

Nodh Frmt gb..t rnd Frl StUt Erbndon, Cfy d Khgnbn (locrtbn mep a[tdl!d)

Pnojcct (d€scribo. athch a goncral locAion map):

l:fP-g,lgll.f .crur)'.Hrro$ *rnlrouro (0,40 rcm), rnd Uptoen gth (0..19 ccrca), rlong wttr por0anr of Falpo(l(ot psr osncd by thr GIV d Kln$ton.

ptojccl fuilw lndu&o @mordltroir ol rvrrd rex prah{uadhrrdon{ot lne rhhilom).

Typc 1 Arilon pullu.nr to ONTCRR p*t 6t7,a(b),(0l0vl rnd 6ilyCRR Sf 7 4OXg),

PUTDOSC Or

Klngdonlrn Dcvcloprnnr Gmup, LLC

Namc

JcbObonunho.pllllty,com

840.{06-4700

Paralr ol Lond hdudo: Cltv
Strual Erlamhn ond a lnci

2075 Roulr Ol/t,
Addrcsc:

city/Po:Nclf 
Wtndsor Slatc:

NY
Zip Codo:r*ra

Tclophoncl 946.g95.4.790
sunc as sponso6 givc nuno

tamo at llonlor
Contact

e-Mdl : plStonunhodtrttty.con

ar eboyr

City/FO: Strtc: Zip Codc:

Tclcphone: Bas0ss4000;046ggt{000

ol Klngoton)

Kln0lton lfY 2401

Ownsr not samc as rponror):
flezogo Snpgly Co., tnc. and Clty ol Xlngrbn

Addrrss:
151 PLzr and it20
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B Govcrnmcnt Apprcv.b

C. PlrnnlngrndZonlng

rny olhcr formslrxgnnls,
assislance.)

or

Govcnncnt Enfi lf Yo: ldootlf! Agoocy rnd Appruvr(r)
Rrqulrod

Appllcrdon lhto
(Acturl or profccird)

a City Counoil, Town Boad,
of Bosd

a Lco ol LnndlClodng d FCr 8t Ed 20r8

b. City, Town or
Burdor

S[. Pbn]$ SnlddU!. hfinlt 2010

c. City Town or
Boadof

vrdrno.(t!0ordbb, not d.llnlL 20t0

locrl rgcncicrd. trnlmrb Cotrmblon, Clty ol Khgsbo 20t8

c. C-ounty ogcncics IDA mr8

f, Roglonal agcncics

g. Strtc agcnclor ot D.v) 2018

h. Fcdont agcncim

i. ls hc pojccr site wihin r Cosstrl Arcq or thc wetcr&ont arua of e lhsigralcd tnlrnd Wdorwry?

Ii. rs tho pmjoa sitc locotcd in acommunlty with ur rpprovc{ Locd Wuorfiont Rcvitrllzrtion pros3am?
iii. Is the prcjoct ritc wi0rin aCorsbl Brooion Hrzerd Arca?

EYocEDtlo

EYof,tto
EYcrENo

C.l. Phnnlryrnd mnhgmdonr
or or t or

a lf Nq prccccd to quc$ion C.2 and comploO dl rcmeining scctions urd qucstionc in pafi I

mustwhich bcepprcvr(s) onablcto tftconly grsnlod totctlonploposcd pmcccd?
a If Yc+ scc{ions andF G.complctc c,

C.2. Adopad hnd uro plenr.

trlYarENo

a. tlly or u30oounty)
lhcwhorc rctionproposcd

thcdocslfYcs, comprchcnsivc includoplur frrttcommcnddions sil,clhc whcnspcclflc $c rctionproposcd
bowould locrtcd?

lf Ycs, idcnti$ thc

trols rito rcdon orproporcd llty
Bruwnllcld Arca Strto orOpponunity (BoA): Fodcrtl watcrshcddcrlgmtd 8n!a;hodugc manrgGmcnt plur;
or otbor?)

8n tlt8 open rpaco plur,UIorwholly
olof frnnlsndodoptcd municiprl prctecllon

thcYcs, idcntiS plrn(s):

c,

If
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C.3. Zoolng

YosEfNoloodd
including

e. Is thc sit! of tho pmposod rction in a municiprllty with an zoning lew or ordlnonoc.
lf Yos, whot is lhc zoning clusifioalon(r) any applicsble overlay dirtrlct?

?-rr$ ued fhd.vil.Hd

b. Is thc uc p€rmittrd orellowcd by a special or mndltiond usc pcrmit?

c, ls a zoning changc
lf Yos,

rcquorted as psrt of thc pmposod rction?

r', What is tho proposcd ncw zoning for he sitc?

C..l Erbdq conmunlty rcrrlccr.

l(hcfnndlhr SL*rmha. sitc

publio protoction brcos sorvc tho projoct sito?
l(ln<rsfsr Fr{tn

b. Whsl policc orothor

sncrgcncy mcdicel gowiocg sowo lhc projoct sitc?
KlmtmFln lburtml

c. Whioh fic protoction urd

d. Whalpsrl$ scncthc pmjoct ritc?
auFtuo4-

D. Prolccr DGOltr

D.l. Propocod rnd Potco{rl llwchpnmt

c. Totrl rcrorga (projcc,t sitc ud ary oondguou,r prcpoflie) owncd
or conbollod by thc applicrnt or pmjccl sponsrr?

2.4 aorrs

2.,1 acrcs

& rll

8!tts

N8nlrc tction (c.s,,
Mlrcdcomponcntr)? Urc, Reaktenuel, endltotel, @mmeldal, Munhlpal Paililrg

b.a rcrrrgc oftho
b. Total rcrlagc to bc phyricelly

i. lfYcs, whrt
squarc feetp

of lhc proposod crpursion and idcnti$ lhc unils (c.g., rorg mllcs, housing unlts,
Unib:

c. Is tbc enrction tn oxisting
t3 Stc appoximatc pcrccnbgc

oA

or uso?

(c.g., rosidcntial, industri.t, commercirl; if mixo( spc.ify typcs)

EYcs@{o

or I

pmposcd?
ir'. ls eclugtcrleongcn sdon leyout propoeod?
iii. Numberof lots
iv. Minimumand maximum goposd lot sizcs? Minimum Maximum

Ie tho t
lf Ycs,

i, Puryorc ortypo of cuHivieion?
Lot Llno Rsrrlgkn/ConlolHsdoo

15 monlhs

phrsc

a

. t
pltoso I (includlng demolition) 9 month 2ttt9 ycer

a

I . . 1,2 month 2$20vcsr
Oencrally doscdbc sonncctions or rclationships among phases, including any contingcncics wlrerc pmgtcs of one phaso moy
detcrmina liming or durrtlon of futurc phascs:

c. I prcporod

Totsl numbcrof phasos urticipaled
Anticiprtcd oommonccmcnt drb of
Anticipucd complction drto of final

r'. lfNo. mticipatcd poriod of construction:
li lfYcs:
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lf Ycs, show numbors of unitl pmpoccd.

O1!Emi|1 TwoFamity

lnitisl Phosr 129

Al complction
of allpha*s 129

f. Docs tho projoct lncludo now

Thrce Fqmllv Multiolc Frmilv (&$ 91 morol

uscr?

i. Totrl numbcr of slilctutc$ 2
irl, Dlmcnrionr {tn fcot} of largost propo*d srnrctrrc:

Jti. Appoximatc orrcnt ofbuildlng sproo to b0 hortcd

n6tY comtuclion8.
tf

{o hoightl
or ooolcd:

pmposcd actbn

't70widh; and
173.(m

g,t0 lcngdr
rquar ftot

Docr
Ycl,

wotcrsbcans

uly

rll If odrer lhur water. idontifr thc typo liquldr

dv. lctrS
9.

vr.

urd thoir rourcc.

Docr otcon&rtctlon rusull thc
suchidr, crealiontt 8ofliqu wttff rEsctvoh wcgto or o0rcrsupply, pond, lako, lagoon rtorrgo?

ll. lf a water impoun&ncnt, thc 8OU!E0 wtlcn wtlcr

lf Yes,
d. Purposc of lhc inpoundmcot:

D2. PrclctOponfloor

ol

trFf,ffi

rclqt
fccl

flYcsflNo

idi. Dcsoribc nuum and

dcnatcrlng or prcc€sslng ofexeave0cd mgbrids?

yrrds):

iv. Will thcrc beonsitc
Ifycg dcscribo.

earth, sodimants, ctc.) is pmporcd to bc rcmovcd ftom thc sito?

of matcrirlr to bc oxcavatod or drcdgod, and plurs o usci mrnEge or dispos€ of thcm.

vi. Whrl is thc msximum srEE to bo workcd rt ony onc timo?
vii. Whd would bo thc modmum dcpfir of
vili. Will tho cxcavation rcquirc bluting?

cxevatlon ordrcdgrng?

orgnding

rh. Summarizc gitc rcclamstion goals and plrn:

v. What is fte totrl alsto b€ &cdgcd or oxcavrlod?

of ulilitioo or foundstions whcrr dl cxcavetod
concfirction. ota.

ii. How much matcrial (including rock,
o Volumc (spccify Ons oroubio
r Ovor whet durdion oftimc?

If Ysr:
d.Whd ic the puporc of thc excavrtkrn or drcdging?

_-_i_nto my cxisting wcilhnd, wrtortody, shorcline, bcach or adjrcont area?
If Ycst

or

i. Idontify tho wctland or w6!!tNy which would bc afroctcd (by namc, watcr index numbor, wctlud map numboror gographic
dcscription):

ths G8ltsc Or Inorctc or
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EYcsENo

a

a

a

it ot ot

scdimcnb?

prcjst

G,g.

r,. Will proposod lcaion c.usc orrcsult in disbrbancG b botlom
lfYeo, dcsorib:

of aqurtic vcgetrtion remainilq aftcroxpcctod affcage
purpose of proposcd rqnoval (o.g. bcrch clcaring, invrsivc rpccios contul, boot aaccss):

r if chonricrUhortioidc ucrtnmt will bc ruod, rpcclf produo(s):
v. Dcscribc any proporcd rcclamrtion/midgeiion following dirturbancc:

alteration of chnnols, buks and chorctincs. lndicatc oxtcnt artivltlcs, dtcretionc end additions in squrro foct or acms:

plopord mothod of plott rcmovel:

acrul of rquatic vogotation Foposcd to bc runovod:

cautc or in thc or rcmoval of aquatic,v, Will Foposcd
If Yar:

.i. 
Toul urtioiprred w*crurryddomrnd ?sdayr 2o.s2o gellondday

- 
ii \lrill {ro pmporcd ac{ion obtrin wat6r irom ir c*io@

If Yes:

iti. will lino oxtcnrion wirhin u cxisting diraict bc ncccsssry to supply tro pmjcoo
If Yost

I)cscribc oxtcnsions orcapecily crgansions prcposcd !o scruc thir pmjcct

E YcstilNo

EYosGlo

a

vi. lf weto supply will be from wdk (publlo or privalo), morimum pumping cepoorty: _ Sdlondminutc.

Nrms of distriat or ravicc ura: !&!arbr
r Docs tho cxisting public watcr supply havco Is tho prcjoct eie in tho cxisting disEict?

caprity to scrvc he poporel?

. Source(s)ofrupplyfor
ry. ls o new wator supply disEict or ccrvic€

lf. Yos:
arce prcposod o bo fomcd to scrvc thc projcct ritc?

rpplicdion submitbd or rnticiporcd;
hoporcd soun{r) of supply brnowdirtsict:

v. Ifa public watcr suppty will not bc u$d, dcrribc ptrns o pmvidc water rupply for thc prcjcctr

Towtt olWoorborfr- ltrl Hdbw w.h.dnd

t

a

dtc district Uolrnd Rremrdn n

r Dalc

c. tho rction usc, or ototb t new

ApplicanUsponsor for now distsict:

watcd?
lf Ycs:

EYosElNo
EvocfiWo
Elvcf,No
EvcrEtqo
EYosB1o

r Is exprnsion of $c dlstict nccdcd?r Ds oxisting line scwo drc pmjcs{ gitc?

a

a

a

a

il

ElYosEtrlo

waslcwttcr, industid: if combinnion, dosffih dl componcnts rnd

28.320 gallondday

Doc.r the oxirting
ls the projcct rito

wastcwator trratmcnt plant havo capacity to sewe thc prcjocfl
in thc oxleting dlstricr?

t
ti.

tii. Will tho pmposod action
lf Ycs:

use eny oxlsting public wasGwUer trutmcnt ftcilities?

bc.thont plmt to bo uscd: Cltv olKhr.ton W.itoUrler Tlratnfit Frdlltv

d. wiil rhc
If Ycr:

proposod action gcnarlo liquid wrstor?

ls cxpursion ofhe digtrict noodcd?

EYesEblo
EIYcsE]'lo
IYcs@rlo

Name ofwastcwatcr
Namc ofdigtrigt:
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. Do €xisting, s€wor lincs scrvcthc prcjcct sile?
r Will linc cxlcnsion widrin rn cxisring district bc ncccssary to 3GwG thc prcjccr?

lf Ycs:
r Dcscribc €xtcnsionE or orpaoity oxpenrions proposod to scwc this projcct:

iv. Will s new wrstcwatcr (scwsgc) hcstmant dlsrict bG formcd b scrvc dtc pmjoct sito?

If Ycs:
r Applicurt/sponror frr ncw di*rict:
o Drtc epplicetion submittsd or antlciprtcdr .

r Whrl is 0tc rcc.ivlng $slcr for thc wasbwelcr diloheryc?
v. lf publio f*ilitios will not G u$d, dcscribc plans to pmvidc w0st6iator ulefnont for fio Pmicst' includlng spccifriry pnposod

rccciving watcr (namo and ahssifrcdion if surfacc dischargc, or dcscribc subsurfaoc disporel plur):

to cgpfiri!, rtcyolc or rtuscvi. ot wtst€:8ny

ElYcrExo

SYcrINo
EYcsENo

lf Yos:
i. How muoh imporvions surfrco will tho projmt crcalc in Elation b totrl sizc of pojoc-t parcol?

- 

Squarc fcct or 2,4 ocrcs (impcnious rudam)

iii Whcrt will drc sbrmwgtcr nnoff bc dircctod (i.o. on-gitc stotmwrler msnsgcm€nt

tf b surfacc wrtors, idondS rcceiving watcrbodios or walrnds:

matcrirls or collcct urd I?usG iblilwatcr?iv. Doos

be

a

EYcf,No
EvcflNo

a

[t

poportios,fccility/stuctrrce, diaccnt

(parcol sizc)
htrril

_ Squenfoclor
ii. Dcsffibc gpcsof nar point

Sormwrtorwill tonrnoffflow adjacont
mtntmtB lrEc

now point3iormwttircrc$6
flowg orobcr oonccnfrtldsouro!8 ofstomwdrr) rrcn-point

conrtnrction?ltoullr

gmundwolor, on-sito suf&G wncr or ofr-sitc rurfrcc watcn[

c.

2,i0 stca
soulrca, Cu

combustion, wrsrc incincntion, or olhcr pruccsscr or opcrrtions?
lf Ycs, idcnti$:

i. Mobile sourccr during pojccl opcnrions (c.g., hcrvy oquipmcnt' flca or dolivory vohicloc)

ii. Stationuy soutlls during oonsEuction (c.g., powcr gencrrtion, itucfiusl boating batoh plrnt crushcrs)

iii. Sbtionary soursos during opcraions (c.g., proocss qnisions, largc boilcrs, elootic goncrrtion)

f. Docs hc pmpqscd aption inaludo, or will it urc on-sltc, ono or morc soursos of air emisrionr, includlng firol EYosglNo

, nquile aNY Stoh AirRcgistsrlion, AirFacility PGmif,

or Fcdcral Clcan Air Act Titlc lV or Tltlo V Pcrmi0
If Yes:
r'. Is tho projccr sit! loootcd in on Air quality non-attainmcnt arca? (Aroa routinely or pcriodically fails !o mcct

ambicnt air quality stendards for dl or somc prrts of 0rc ycar)
ii. ln addition to emisrions es colctlatcd in tho rpplic*ion' thc proJoct wlll gencnto:

r Tonlyoar (short onr) of Cerbon Dioxido (CO2)

r Tondycar (short tons) of Nibou! Oxidc (NrO)
r Tonilycer (short toru) of Porfluolpcarbons (PFCs)

r TonCycar (shon ons) ofSulftrr Hcxofluodde (SFc)

r TonCycar (shoil tons) of Carbon Dioxidc cquivolont of Hydoflourccaftons (HFCs)

r Tons/yolr (chort tons) of Hazsrdous Air Pollutdrls (tlAPs)

EYcsElNo

ElYaEno

Pagc 6 of l3



tof sct{ogc ttldmilt

i. Estimatc mcthurc aencntion in tondyear (nclric):
ii. Dcscribc rny mothanc crpturc, contol or climlnalion mca,sonos includcd in projcct dcsign (o.g,, combustion to gcnoratc hcat orolcctricity, flrring):

pmposcd ortcnorstc
landtills, aompostlng froiliticgp
Yss:lf

tst. tnrcsult rcloarc firom or p'ItqassGE,
lurdfillorquury oPGrdion3?

If Yos: Dcscrib€ rnd naturcopcntions of emlgslons diesol rcck(o.g' cxhaust, porfculate.s/dust):

viii' Will thc propoccd action.lncludc plms for pcdcstiur orbioyclc acoommodations forconncc.tions to oxisting EyosENopcdoerirn or bicyclc mulos?

orgcnoroloin p|!rcnl

HIffiN:publio

vi. Arr Ourrportation sowio{r) or facilhios svsilablc within !/r milo of thc pitoposcd rltc?vii Willthc pmposcd action includc accosg to brnsportadon or rpoommodations for usc of hybrid, clcctsicor odror allcrnrtivc fuclcd vehiclee?

rcsuftj. wiil
ncw dcmand fortnirspotatlon hcilitice or savlccc?

IfYcs:

goncnle n€w or

for 0rc on.aite rcncweblc, ulillty, or

rcquirc I now, or rn to, ur cxisting

(fol or

tr, of
olhcr):

ttt,

i, Estimatc annurl cloctricity dcmand during opcralion of drc poporcd aaion:

k. wiil propoicd

(c.g., on-ritc

for cncryy?
If Yes:

a

a

a

a

a

a

a

a

24 hr!
24 htt

t. itoms rpply.

Surday:
Holidays:

4
7em -lnn

t'. During Constmc'tion: ii. During Opontions:
Mondry - Friday:
Saturday:

Sunday:

Monday - Fridry:
$atlday:

Holidrys: 2l hru
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opc.ation, or both9
Ifycs:
i hovidc dctrils including soweq timc of day and duntion:

ambiont noiso lwcls during

lcl !s r orsclwn?r'd, lEmovS

m. Willthc cxcccd

lfyos:
i. DescribG sourc(s), lmation(s), holglrt of furhrr{s), diroction/rim, urd pruximity to ncNrcst occupicd rmcorcs:

Jr. Will pmpo$Gd astion rcmvo cxlsting nuunl brniors $rt aould act rs a ligtrt borricr or sancn?
Dcscribc:

EYcrENo

n..

o t0 odors $rnmo|t onc pcr
do$dbc end norffittoIfYos, grurlc8l snd ofduration odorpossiblo potcntlel @ucrcy cmlrsions, prcximity

occupicd shrctutts:

or chomical prcducts lt5 grllons in rbove ground ctongc or rny rmount in undcrgmund stongc?
lf Ycs:
t Pr,oduc(s) o bc sorcd
ri Volumc(s) pcr unit tlmc

idi, Gcnenlly dccrlbc propotod

tlry sbraSG clprcity ovc l,lfi) gdlonr)

(o.g., month, ycrr)

p. Willtrc

inscc{icidcs) during consfinction or opcntion?
If Yec:

i. Doscribc proposcd tc$ncn(r):

t. Will rhc

end utcq.

If Ycs:
i. Describc rny solid wrstc(s) to bc gcncrrtcd during oonruuction or oporation of tho froility:

o Oporerion : _. 'ttl60 tons pGr_ mlL(unitoftimo)
ii. Ihgcribe eny proporols bron-sit! minimization, rccycling or rtusc of matcrialr o avoid dispord as solid wast€l

r COnSfucilofl: tMll etLmot lo cnnlr rnd r*u!. mrrdrn 66lrt6drdrir ot ts hut&rdr h br drnohhrd-

Construction: C e O LJldill dlaoo!.| ol oorlhrn ot d *lttholr.. hlHho ind dhcr b b. dmdhH.

rmnrrhrth, otgno[a nordlm rdthln 0E GomDbr

Yec

a Opcnlion

ili.

Opcretion:

a

a

wsstc glncrdcd on-site:

r. mmrgcm€[rtor
of colid wrstc (excluding hazardous mrtorialsf

thc pmporcd or or

r Conctrrction: tonc pGr _ (unit of timc)

Page 8 of l3



of waste prcposod for lhe sitc (e4., rrcycling or hnsfor ststion, eompostin& lrndfill, or

ttlo

L

tr.

or a

o 

-_ 

Tonsltour,
If landflll, rnriciprrcd sitc

o orifransfcr othorTondmonth, mn-combustiory'tlrormal ortlEabl!cnt,
ifcombustion or Collmenthcrmrl

ilt. lifc: yGarr

g. Docsthe ptoposcd action wlslc minagomcnl
lf Ycs:

i' Nanc(s) of all hazardous wrsts or oonrtituanE !o bc gmoratd hrndtod or man4td d facility:

treahcnt, Etorrg€, ott. rt thc

LlYcsENo

ii. Goncnlly ooiltltucntll:

lfNo: dcscribc pmpo*d

ttt.
t9.

cxisting
If Ycs:

p1oc.Gss6 or lG.tivitios involving hazndous was&s or

of hazrdow oorutitronts:

v, Will wrgcs bo dlsposod d en ofisite hrzudous wasrc frcillty?
narnc snd Ioccion of frcllity:

niltgomont of rny hazrrdous wastcs will not bG sonlto I hrzadour wrstc hcility:

wasb?
If Yos:

E. Slt: ead Scttln; of Prupoccd Acdon

E.l. Lend utcr on rnd rurlouadlag tto proJet rltc

all uros 0rrt oc,curon, {iolning and ncrrthc Dmicct sitc.fl tndusriat E Commcrciat tr ncsidlndd (suburban) E Runl(non-hrm)fl Agricultrc [ Aquatic EtOhcr(spoci'&),sr,.urr,rr.lL,.*-
of u*s, gononlly doscribc:

i.

E u*rn
I Fonst

id. lfmlx

& lrnd urcs.

Govoltyp€t on projcct ritc.Lsnd u$s

u8G Or Acmrgc
+l-

I Rords, buildings.
rurfros

and othor pavod or impcrvioru
2.A 2.5 mdtrqc

r Forustcd

gnrslandr or brushtrnds (nona Mcrdowo,
abradoncd

a Agrioultunl
astive

Surhco wctcr fcaturwa

Walrndc (firashwrror or tidal)a

a Non-vcgotdod (berc rock, earfh or [ilt)

Dcsaribc: Anm
r Olhcr

0.1
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c. ls tho pmject sltc
i If Ycs: cxplrin:

preccnrly uscd by mombors ofthc community for public rccrcation? ElvagElNo

d. Ars lhsrc any focilltic scwing driklrrn, lhc oldcrly, pooplo wifi
day crrc ccntcn, or group homcs) within I 5(X) foct of thc plojcct

lf Ycs,

(c.g,, sctmls, hospitals, liconscd EYcsElNo
sltc?

i. ldcnti$ Facilitiss:
ira -lb ^a .L -I-

c. Docs he pmjoct sito conbin an cxlsting dam?
lf Ycs:

i. Dimenslons of lhc dam and impoundmont:

Elvoflwo

r Dam holght:
. Dam longfr:
r Sur{bcc arca:
r Volumo impounded:

fcct
fet
aglc3

gallons OR aorc-fect
ii. Drm's cxirting hazud chssifrcuion:
iiL Providc datc and summuizc rcsuls

f' lhs ttc ptojcct silc cvm boln uscd rc r municiprl, commoruirl or indurrlat sotid wuto m.nagcnrcnt fmitrty, - El=iiflNo
-or 

docs lhe projcct cit! adjoin proprty whioh is now, or was at onc timc, usod rs a solid rm*o mmrgancnt frcilM
lf Yes:

i. tlrs$o hoility bcan fornrlly closod? EVe€ No
o If ycs, citc sourcGddoc{rtcnuion:

ii. Doscribc thc locetion of tho projcct slo rclrtivc to lhe boundsrios of tho eolid westo managomcnt facility;

i,lr Doscribc any dwolopmcnt constrinls duo to $c prior solid wuto ac-tiviticg:

g, Have hazuddts wrsbs b*n gcncrdo4 trcsEd lrd/or dlrporod ofat tho sitc, or doco dro prcjcct ria adjoin
lrcd, storc rnd/or dlsposc of hazodous wrsts?

EvcCllNo
prcporty which is now or wrs al onc timc uscd to commcrcidly

lf Ycs:
t Ihccrib wast€(s) hrndlcd and westo mutrgcment rctivitics. including rppoximsts tinc whcn activltics occrrrcd:

h. Polentigl contrminatioo hblory.
rcmodial rc.tions bcon conductod

lf Yos:

Hac fiorc bc€n a rcportcd spilt at thc proposcd projet sitc, or havc rny
8t or adjent to thc pmposcd sito?

No

i. ls any portion oftlre sltc listod on
Rcncdiuion datrbrsc? Chock cll

thc I{YSDEC Spills lnoidonE drtrbrgo or Environmontal Site EvqflNo
lhel applyr

u Yor - Spillr lncidcnb drt$sc Provido DEC ID numbe(s):
trn

Ycs - Envircnmcntal Sitc Rcmcdhtion darabrsc Povido DBC ID numbc(g):
Noithcrdatrhso

ii. Ifsitc has been subject ofRCRA concctivc aativitics, dcgcribo oontnol

iir'. ls tho pojcct within in trc NYSDEC Envlmnmontal Sits Rcmodiation databasc? EYsENo
If yos, providc DEC ID
iv. If yce o (i), (li) or (iil) rbovo, dxcribc currcnt rtanrs of sitc(s):

Dmlglw rlru ,rtstnldlm d {thtmai la l- .-r i llfi.ilG
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v. 13 dlc
a

a

I
t
o
a ElYorElxo

contol (0.g., dced nruiciion or crscmont):

institrtional or cngineering coniols in placc?

Dcsoribo the type of institutionel
Dcscribc any uc limihtions:

Will thc pojcc,t rftc-t tho
Explain:

sitc tntoprojcct subjoct ingtitudond conbol lim uscs?iting pmpcrty
tf ritcDEC ID16' numbcr:

Dcscrlbc rny onginccring contots:

EJ. Nrturd Rcrourccr On N:uor SltPrulcct

om.tcf fr.n eo fo6t
a. toSVGltgC on pla&cr

lfYcs, what pmporlion of l3 comfisod of bcdruck oucroppingp?
on ftc

prcrant on prcJoctc.

m.!o
l0 o/o

d. whd is tho avcngo dopth to the wricrtablc on ho pmjoct sltc? Avcngc to2o f€lt

Modoratoly Woll Dnincd:
Pmrly Drainod

e. sttlus
sitc

o/o of ritc
of sitc

tr
rtion slopor:f.

Wo:

10 ?5ofsitc
of sitc
of

t0-15%:
15%orguator:

onS. Ar! 00y
If Ycc, dcs€ribc:

i' Doar ury portion of thc pmjecn sftc conhin walrnds or ofisr watcrbodice (including otnams, dvcl!,polds or lakcsf
fi. Do any wotlurds or ohcr wdortodios rdjoin tho projcct sitc?
lf Ycs to oithcr I or ir', oontlnuc. If Nq rkip o E2.i.
iii' Att ury of0ro walands or lvatctMlos wi0rin or adjoining 6c projoct slto rcgulatcd by any fGdGrNl,

stetc or local agcncy?

mo$ ltccnt compilUion of tlYS wCer qurlity-impaircd EyosEl.fo
lf ycs, namc of impaircd wrtcrbody/bodics end besis for lirting as imprired:

projoc.t sitc, pmvidc hc following informuion:

v. Arc any offic abovc wucr bodies lictcd
waicrtodics?

in thc

Sizc
by

h. Surfuc wstcr fcsturcs.

WcllmdNo.

EIY6En{o

EIvesElNo

ElvosEhqo

lv. For
a
:
a
I

Clarsiftcdion
Classificalioo
Approximdc

caci idcntificd rcgulatcd wctlurd rnd wrtcrbody on ilrcShcamr: Namo

LrkcsorPonds; NsneWclrnds: Nrnro

i. Is thc pojcct sitc in adcignatcd Floodway?

j.Is 6c pmjcct sitc in thc lfi) ycrr Floodplrln?

sitl in thc 500 ycar Flmdplrin?k. ls fic prcjccr

i. Ngnc ofoquifor: PrhchelAqulhr

l. ls ths project rile
lf Ycs:

locSted over, or immodialoly a{iolning, a primrry, principal oe solc sourpc aquifcr?
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that occupy or usem. gitc:

rl'Dcscribc0rchgbitrt/conmunity(conporiiion'funglion,andbaslsfordosigration):

o Cumntly:
o Following complorion of projcat ss proposod:
r Gain or lo*r (indicae + or -):

ii. Souro{s) of dertlplion or ovaluodon:
iii. ExGnt of community/hrbiiat:

n. Does
lf Ycr:

tctto
acncs

8€rc!

Lmo{elrd g.l

o oonbin uty orphnt E3ortho govcrnmontby
ot OT hdocscndugcrrd thrletlnc4 contsin idcntlltcdttrtEtny h$lbr tnfor ot thrcdcndcndugcrcd specicr?

listed by 83 rtttr or 8g o

.ndengpnd $ocLa ltpod Ull bc Altgstd hr h. p.olr.*.

sitc otmy of
spccid oonccm?

p. Doos [rc

q'
lf ffshing or rholl firhing?

usc:

thoIr dto orpmjcct ttllN 6rurcda{iolnlng cm!ndy hunttng, Frfping,
bricfagrvc ofhow droVESr doacdptlon rcdon thit.trlctproposod n8y

83. Dcd3nrfod Publlc Rororrtcr On or Ncrr PnlGct SliG

IfYcr, providc oounty plur dis(ricl nrmdnumbcn

punusnt to
304?Agriculturs ord Msrtcts Lrw, Aniclc 25-AA, Scction 303

a. Iolmy

roils

id, Soun{s) of goil ruing(s):

b. Arc
t, rcruryc(s)on prcjoc

lf Ycs:
I, Naturu of0ro nrtural landmrrk fl niobgicrl community ft ooologicll Fcrturc
dt:, Ptovido brief dcsctiption of lrtdtnrdt, including valucs hhind dcsignaffon rnd apiroximatc sizdcxtcnt:

c. Ilocs'$c projcct sitc contain dl or part of,,
Nmrral Lrndnulc?

or is it suhtrntially contigrcur to, a rcgistorcd Ndionrt

d. ls fic projcot silo locUcd in or doos it
lf Yos:

r'. CEA nane:

e strtc llctcd Envimnmcnlal Arco?

iid. Dcsignrting agency and detc:

li. Basis for
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Y No

ofattributes on which listing is based:

Stockade Site ElHistoric Building or District

Doese. the siteproject orcontain, ts ir substantially to,contiguous bui lding, ofarchaeological site, districtwhich II$ isted or hasoDt been nominated NYStheby ofBoard istoricH forPreservation inclusionState otr' theol National ofRegister Historic Places?

il'. Name:
jn Brief

f Yes:
i. Nature of

BvxflNo
Isf the ofproject site, ofportionany locatedir, tn ot toacentadj areaan as itivesensdesQnated foronsitesarchaeological NiYthe State Historic Prcservation Office (sHPO) sitearchaeological inventory?

ZNo
g. Have additional
If Yes:

archaeological or historic site(s) or resources been identifred on the project site?

t', Describe possible resource(s):
ri Basis for identification:

EIYesPlNo

miles,

basis for, designation (e.g., established highway overlook, state or local puk, state historic trail or scenic byway,
r'ii. Distance between project and resource:

a Nature of, or
etc.)

h. Is the siteprojecr within fives miles of any officially anddesignated publ accessibleicly orstate,federal, localresource?scenic or aesthetic
If Yes:

L ldenti$ resourc€:

the and Y

lYes[No

designation:

666?

L ldentif the name of the river and itsii Is the activity consistent with development restrictions contained in 6NyCRR part

within a designated nvgr coItidorProgram 6l.IyCRR 666?
If Yes:

i, Is

Attach any additionar information which may be needed to crariff your project.

f#:llHfilffi'rffi.Xlffiijfrtj:fl,:lffi*#Jlbe associated with vour proposar, prease describe those irnpacts prus any

['. .Additional Informatlon

G. Verification
I certi$ that the information provided is true to the best of my knowledge.

ApplicanUsponsor Name
Date

Title

PRINT FORM

/
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ErrtatT"6zt
Ucc

Full Environmental Assessmenl Form
Part 2 - Identilication of Potential Project Impacts

Part 2 is to be compl€ted by the lead agency. Part 2 is designed to help the lead agency inv€ntory all potential resources that could
be affected by a proposed project or action. We recognize that the lead agency's reviewe(s) will not necessarily be environmental
professionals. So, the questions are designed to walk a reviewer through the assessment process by providing a series of questions that
can be answered using the information found in Part l. To further assist the lead agency in completing Part 2, the form identifies the
most relevant questions in Part I that will provide the information needed to answ€r the Part 2 question. When Part 2 is completed, the

lead agency will have identified the relevant environmental areas that may be impacted by the proposed activity.

Ifthe lead agency is a state agency and the action is in any Coastal Area, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding

with this assessment.

Tips for completing Part 2:

Review all of the information provided in Part l.
Review any application, maps, supporting materials and the Full EAF Workbook.
Answer each of the l8 questions in Part 2.

If you answer "Yes'to a numbered question, please complete all the questions that follow in that section.
If you answer "Not to a numbered question, move on to the next numbered question,

Check appropriate column to indicate the anticipated size of the impact.
Proposed projects that would exceed a numeric threshold contained in a question should result in the reviewing agency

checking the box "Moderate to large impact may occur."
The reviewer is not expected to be an expert in environmental analysis.
Ifyou are not sur€ or undecided about the size ofan impact, it may help to review the sub-questions for the general

question and consult the workbook.
When answering a question consider all components of the proposed activity, that is, the "whole action".

Consider the possibility for long-term and cumulative impacts as well as direct impacts.

Answer the in a reasonable mann€r the scale and context of the

Proiect

Date

a

a

a

a

a

1. Impact on Land
Proposed action may involve construction on, or physical alteration of,
the land surface ofthe proposed site. (See Part l. D.l)
If "Yes", answer queslions a - i. If "No", move on to Section 2.

DNo flvns

Moderate
to largc

impnct may
occur

Relevrnt
Part I

Questton(c)

No, or
smrll

impact
m|y occur

a. The proposed action may involve construction on land where de,pth to water table is
less than 3 feet.

E2d

Ezf tr nb. The proposed action may involve construction on slopes of l5o/. or greater.

c. The proposed action may involve construction on land where bedrock is exposed, or
generally within 5 feet ofexisting ground surface.

E2a

D2ad. The proposed action may involve the excavation and removal of more than 1,000 tons
of natural material.

tr ge. The proposed action may involve construction that continues for more than one year
or in multiple phases.

Dle

gf, The proposed action may result in increased erosion, whether from physical
disturbance or veqetation removal (includinq from treatment by herbicides)

D2e,D2q a

Bli g trg. The proposed action is, or may be, located within a Coastal Erosion hazard area.

h. Other impacts: Construction grading and demolition gt
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2, Impact on Geological F'eatures
The proposed action may result in the modification or destruction of, or inhibit
access to, any unique or unusual land forms on the site (e,g,, cliffs, dunes,
minerals, fossils, caves). (See Part 1. E.2.g)
If "Yes", answer questions a - c. If "No", move on to Seclion 3,

Zwo flvrs

Relevant
Part I

Question(s)

No, or
smrll

lmpact
mav occur

Moderate
to large

lmpact may
occur

a. Identiff the specific land form(s) attached: E2c tr

b. The proposed action may affect or is adjacent to a geological feature listed as a

registered National Natural Landmark.

Specific feature

E3c 0 n

c. Other impacts: tr

3. Impacts on Surface Water
The proposed action may affect one or mor€ wetlands or other surface water
bodies (e.g., sheams, rivers, ponds or lakes). (See Part 1. D,2, 8.2.h)
If "Yes", answer auestions a - l. If "No", move on to Seclion 4.

ENo Evns

Relevant
Part I

Question(s)

No, or
smnll

imprct
mav occur

Moderate
to lorge

impnct may
occur

a. The proposed action may create a new water body. D2b, Dlh g trl

b. The proposed action may result in an increase or decrease of over l0% or more than a

I 0 acre increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water.

D2b g r]

c. The proposed action may involve dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material
from a wetland or water body.

D2a g tr

d. The proposed action may involve construction within or adjoining a freshwater or
tidal wetland, or in the bed or banks ofany other water body

E2h

e. The proposed action may create turbidity in a wateibody, either from upland erosion,

runoffor by disturbing bottom sediments.

D2a,D2h n

f. The proposed action may include construction of one or more intake(s) for withdrawal
of water from surface water.

D2c v tr

g. The proposed action may include construction of one or more outfall(s) for discharge

of wastewatsr to surface

D2d g u

h. The proposed action may cause soil erosion, or otherwise create a source of
stormwater discharge that may lead to siltation or other degradation of receiving
water bodies.

D2e w EI

i. The proposed action may affect the water quality of any water bodies within or
downstream of the site of the proposed action.

E2h g E]

j. The proposed action may involve the application ofpesticides or herbicides in or
around any water body.

D2q,E2h E]

k. The proposed action may require the construction of new, or expansion of existing,

wastewater treatment facilities,
D1a, D2d g u
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4, Impact on groundwater
The proposed action may result in new or additional use of ground water, or
may have the potential to introduce contaminants to ground water or an aquifer.
(See Part l. D.2.a, D.2.c, D.2.d, D.2.p, D.2.q, D.2.t)
If "Yes", answer questions a - h. If "No", move on to Section 5,

ZNo flves

Relevant
Prrt I

Questlon(s)

No, or
small

lmpact
m8v occur

Moderate
to large

imprct mry
occur

a. The proposed action may require now wat€r supply wells, or cr€ate additional demand

on supplies from existing water supply wells.

D2c

b. Water supply demand from the proposed action may exceed safe and sustainable

withdrawal capacity rate of the local supply or aquifer.
Cite Source:

DZc g

c. The proposed action may allow or result in residential uses in areas without water and

sewer services.

Dla, D2c E

d. The proposed action may include or require wastewater discharged to groundwater D2d,E2l
g 0

e. The proposcd action may result in the construction of water supply wells in locations

where groundwater is, or is suspected to be, contaminated.
D2c, Elf,
Elg, Elh

f. The proposed action may require the bulk storage of petroleum or chemical products

over ground water or an aquifer.

D2p, E2l 0

g. The proposed action may involve the commercial application of pesticides within 100

feet ofpotable drinking water or irrigation sources.

E2h,D2q,
EZl,D2c

h. Other impacts: o o

l. Other impacts: n

5. Impact on Floodlng
The proposed action may result in development on lands subject to flooding'
(See Part l. 8.2)

flNo flves

If "Yes", answer questions a - g. If "No", move on to Section 6.

Retevant
Part I

Question(s)

No, or
small

impact
m8Y OCCUr

Moderrte
to large

impact moy
occur

a. The proposed action may result in development in a designated floodway Ezi EI

b. The proposed action may result in development within a 100 year floodplain. Ezj g n
c. The proposed action may result in development within a 500 year floodplain' E2k tr gJ

d. The proposed action may result in, or require, modification of existing drainage
pattems.

D2b, D2e g tr

e. The proposed action may change flood water flows that contribute to flooding. Dzb,E2i,
Ezi.Ezk

g tr

f. If there is a dam located on the site of the proposed action, is the dam in need of repair,

or uocrade?

Ele n
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6. Impacts on Alr
The proposed action may include a state regulated air emission source.

(See Part 1.D.2.f., D.2.h, D.2,g)
If "Yes", answer questions q -.f. If "No", move on to Section 7,

Zno [vns

Relevant
Part I

Question(s)

No, or
smoll

impect
mtY occur

Moderrte
to large

impact mry

a. If the proposed action requires federal or state air emission permits, the action may

also emit one or more greenhouse gascs at or above the following levels:

i. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide (CO2)

ii. More than 3.5 tons/year of nitrous oxide (N2O)

iii. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon equivalent of perfluorocarbons (PFCs)

iv. More than .045 tons/year of sulfur hexafluoride (SF6)

v. More than 1000 tondyear of carbon dioxide equivalent of
hydrochloroflourocarbons (IIFCs) emissions

vi. 43 tons/year or more of methane

D2e
D2e
D2g
D2g
D2e

D2h

o
tr
D
E
u

tr

tr
tr
o
tr
tr

tr

b. The proposed action may generate l0 tons/year or more ofany one designated
hazardous air pollutant, or 25 tons/year or more of any combination of such hazardous

atr

D2c o

c. The proposed action may require a state air registration, or may produce an emissions

rato of total contaminants that may exceed 5 lbs' per hour, or may include a heat

source capable of producing more than l0 million BTU's per hour

D2f,D2g

d. The proposed action may reach 50% ofany ofthe thresholds in "a" through "c",
above.

D2g o

e. The proposed action may result in the combustion or thermal trcatment of more than 1

ton ofrefuse pcr hour,

D2s cl

f. Other impacts: tr

g. Other impacts: tr

7 Impact on Plants and Animals
The proposed action may result in a loss of flora or fauna. (See Part l. 8.2. m.-q.) fluo flves
I{ " Yes ". answer aueslitttts a' i. If " No ", move on to Section 8'

Relevant
Part I

Questiou(s)

No, or
small

impact
mav occur

Moderate
to large

imprct may

a. The proposed action may cause reduction in population or loss ofindividuals ofany
threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the Federal

that use the or are found or near the site.

E2o 0

b. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation ofany habitat used by

any rare, threatened or endangercd species, as listed by New York State or the federal
E2o g CI

c. The proposed action may cause reduction ln population, or loss of individuals, of any

species of special concern or conservation need, as listcd by New York State or the

Federal that use the or are found or near the site.

E2p g EI

d. The proposcd action may result in a reduction or degradation ofany habitat used by

any species of special concern and conservation need, as listed by New York State or

the Federal goventment.

E2p tr
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e. The proposed action may diminish the capacity of a registered National Natural
Landmark to support the biological community it was established to prot€ct.

E3c n

f, The proposed action may result in the removal of, or ground disturbance in, any
portion of a designated signiftcant natural community.
Source:

E2n tr

g. The proposed action may substantially interfere with nesting/breeding, foraging, or
over-wintering habitat for the predominant species that occupy or use the project site.

E2m g

h. The proposed action requires the conversion of more than l0 acres of forest,
grassland or any other regionally or locally important habitat.
Habitat tvoe & information source:

Elb

i. Proposed action (commercial, industrial or recreational projects, only) involves use of
herbicides or pesticides.

D2q CI

j. Other impacts: Wildlife and loss of tr€es g

8. Impact on Agricultural Resources
The proposed action may impact agricultural resources. (See Part l. E'3.a. and b') Zuo Elves
If "Yes", answer questions a - h. If "No", move on lo Section 9

Relevant
Prrt I

Question(s)

No, or
smnll

impact
mtv occur

Moderste
to lorge

impact may
occur

a. The proposed action may impact soil classified within soil group 1 th,rough 4 of the

NYS Land Classification System.

E2c, E3b tr

b. The proposed action may sover, cross or otherwise limit access to agricultural land Ela, Elb tr

c. The proposed action may result in the excavation or compaction ofthe soil profile of
active agricultural land,

E3b o

d. The proposed action may irreversibly convert agricultural land to non-agricultural
uses, either more than 2.5 acres if located in an Agricultural District, or more than l0
acres if not within an Agricultural District.

Elb, E3a

e. The proposed action may disrupt or prevent installation ofan agricultural land

management system.

El a, Elb

f. The proposed action may result, directly or indirectly, in increased development
potential or prcssure on farmland.

C2c,C3,
D2c, D2d

o

g. The proposed project is not consistent with the adopted municipal Farmland

Protection Plan.

C2c B

h. Other impacts:
g
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9. Impact on Aesthetic Resources
The land use of the proposed action are obviously different from, or are in
sharp contrast to, current land use patterns between the proposed project and

a scenic or aesthetic resource. (Part l. E.l.a, E.Lb, E.3.h.)

If "Yes", answer questions a - s. If "No", so to Section 10.

f]No Zves

Relevant
Psrt I

Question(s)

No, or
smrll

lmpact
mav occur

Moderate
to lrrgc

impact may
occur

a. Proposed action may be visible from any offrcially designated federal, state, or local
scenic or aesthetic resource.

E3h u g

b. The proposed action may result in the obstruction, elimination or significant
screening ofone or more oflicially designated scenic views.

E3h, C2b E]

c. The proposed action may be visible from publicly accessible vantage points;

i. Seasonally (e.g., screened by summer foliage, but visible during other seasons)

ii, Year round

E3h
tr
tr

g
g

d. The situation or activity in which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed

action is:

i. Routine travel by residents, including travel to and from work
ii. Recreational or tourism based activities

E3h

E2q,

Elc
gtg tr

tr

e. The proposed action may cause a diminishment of the public eqioyment and

appreciation of the designated aesthetic reseurce.

E3h

f. There are similar projects visible within the following distance of the proposed
proj€ct:

0-l/2 mile
1/z -3 mile
3-5 mile
5+ mile

Dla Ela,
Dlf, Dlg

g

g, Other impacts: Vlsurl cJ)ntext of thd Historlc Dlstrict tr

10. Impact on Historic and Archeological Resources
The proposed action may occur in or adjacent to a historic or archaeological
resource. (Part l. E.3.e, f. and g.)
If "Yes", qnswer questions a - e. If "No", go to Seclion I l.

fl*o flves

Relevrnt
Part I

Question(s)

No, or
cmrll

impact

Moderate
to large

lmprct mry
nocllr

a. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially wilhin, or substontlslly contlguous

to, any buildings, archaeological site or district which is listed on the National or
State Register of Historical Places, or that has been determined by the Commissioner

of the NYS Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation to be eligible for
listine on the Slale Resister of Historic Places.

E3e u

b. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous

to, an area designated as sensitive for archaeological sites on the NY State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory.

E3f

c. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous

to, an archaeological site not included on the NY SHPO inventory.
Source:

E3g D
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d. Other impacts:

lf any otthe above (a-d) are answered "Moderate to large impact may
€' occur", continue with the following questions to help support conclusions in Part 3:

i. The proposed action may result in the destruction or alteration of all or part
of the site or property.

ii. The proposed action may result in the alteration of the property's setting or
integrity.

iii. The proposed action may result in the introduction of visual elements which
are out of character with the site or property, or may alter its setting.

E3e, E3g,
E3f

E3e, E3f,
E3g, Ela,
Elb
E3e, E3f,
E3g, E3h,
c2-c3

tr
tr

g

n

n

11. Impact on Open Space and Recreation
The proposed action may result in a loss of recreational opportunities or a
reduction ofan open space resource as designated in any adopted
municipal open space plan.
(See Part l. C.2.c, E.1.c., 8.2.q.)
If "Yes", qnswer questions a - e. If "No", so to Section 12,

Zl*o lves

Relevant
Part I

Question(s)

No, or
small

impact
mov occur

Moderate
to larye

impsct moy
occur

a. The proposed action may result in an impairment of natural functions, or "ecosystem
services", provided by an undeveloped area, including but not limited to stormwater
storage, nutrient cycling, wildlife habitat.

D2e, Elb
E2h,
E2m,E2o,
E2n.EZo

tr

b. The proposed action may result in the loss of a current or future recreational resource. C2a,Elc,
CZc-E2o

tr

c. The proposed action may eliminate open space or recreational resource in an area
with few such resources.

C2a,C2c
Elc, E2q

B

d. The proposed action may result in loss of an area now used informally by the
community as an open sDace resource.

C2c,Elc

e. Other impacts: tr

12. Impact on Critical Environmental Areas
The proposed action may be located within or adjacent to a critical
environmental area (CEA). (See Part l. 8.3.d)
If "Yes", answer questions a - c. If "No", go to Section 13.

Ero flvns

Relevant
Part I

Question(s)

No, or
smell

impact
mtv occur

Moderate
to large

lmpact may
occur

a. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quantity ofthe resource or
characteristic which was the basis for desisnation of the CEA.

E3d tr

b. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quality of the resource or
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA.

E3d

c. Other impacts: o tr
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13. Impact on Transportation
The proposed action may result in a change to existing transportation systems fl*o flves
(See Part l. D.2j)
lf "Yes". answer aueslions a - f. If "No", g.a to Section 14.

Relcvant
Part I

Question(s)

No, or
small

impact
msy occur

Moderate
to large

impact may

a. traffic increase exceed of road network. D2j g tr
b. The proposed action may result in the construction of paved parking area for 500 or

more vehicles.

D2j tr

c. The proposed action will degrade existing transit access' D2i g tr

d. The proposed action will degrade existing pedestrian or bicycle accommodations. Dzj g tr

e, The proposed action may alter the present pattern of movement of people or goods D2j n a
f. Other impacts: n n

14. Impact on Energy
The proposed action may cause an increase in the use ofany form ofenergy flxo Elws
(See Part l. D.2.k)
If " Yes ". answer aueslions q - e. lf " No ", g.o to Section I 5

Relevent
Prrt I

Question(s)

No, or
smsll

lmpact
mav occur

Moderatc
to large

impact nay

a. The action will a new or an to an substation. D2k n tr
b. The proposed action will require the creation or extension ofan energy transmission

or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two-family residences or to serye a

commercial or industrial use.

Dlf,
Dlq, D2k

n

c. The proposed action may utilize more than 2,500 MWhrs per year of electricity. D2k n rl
d. The proposed action may involve heating and/or cooling of more than 100,000 square

feel of buildi area when

D1g tr

e. Other Impacts: g

15. Impact on Nolse, Odor, and Light
The proposed action may result in an increase in noise, odors, or outdoor lighting. fJUO
(See Part l D.2.m., n., and o.)
If "Yes", onswer suestions a - f, A"'No", to Section l,6.

[]vus

olt

Relevant
Part I

Question(s)

No, or
smell

implct
mty occur

Moderate
to large

imprct may

a. The proposed action may produce sound above noise levels established by local

regulation.

D2m g tr

b. The proposed action may result in blasting within 1,500 feet of any residence,

licensed cars or home.

D2m, Eld g

c. The proposed action may result in routine odors for more than one hour per day. D2o g tr
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d. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties, D2n g tr

e. The proposed action may result in lighting croating sky-glow brighter than existing
area conditions.

D2n, Ela z tr

f. Other impacts: tr tr

16. Impact on Human Health
The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure

to new or existing sources of contaminants. (See Part l.D'2.q., E.1. d. f. g. and h.)
ZlNo [vns

If "Yes". answer questions a - m. If "No", go to I7
Relevant

Part I
Question(s)

Noror
smrll

lmpact
mtv cccur

to large
lmpact may

occur

a. The proposed action is located within 1500 feet ofa school, hospital, licensed day
retirement

Eld n tr

b. The site ofthe proposed action is currently undergoing remediation' E1g, Elh

c. There is a completed emergency spill remediation, or a completed environmental site

remediation or the site of the action.

Elg, Elh tr

d, The site of the action is subject to an institutional control limiting the use of the

easement or deed

Elg, Elh n o

The proposed action may affect institutional control measures that were put tn placee.

to ensure that the site rematns of the environment and human health.

Elg, Elh n

f. The proposed action has adcquate contfol measures in place to ensure that future
generation, treatment and/or disposal ofhazardous wastes will be protective ofthe
environment and human health.

D2T o

g. The proposed action involves construction or modification of a solid waste D2q, Elf t] g

h. The proposed action may result in the unearthing of solid or hazardous waste. D2q, Elf g

i. The proposed action may result in an increase in the rate of disposal, or processing, of
solid waste.

D2r, D2s B

;j. The proposed action may result in excavation or other disturbance within 2000 feet of
a site used for the of solid or hazardous waste.

Elf, Elg
Elh

n

k. The proposed action may result in the migration of explosive gases from a landfill
site to off site structures.

Elf, Elg

l. The proposed action may result in the release of contaminated leachate from the

project site.

D2s, Ell
D2r

tr

m. Other impacts:
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17. Conslstency with Community Plans
The proposed action is not consistent with adopted land use plans"
(See Part 1. C.l, C.2. and C.3.)

[f "Yes", answer questions a - h. If "No", go to Section 18.

!"o flvns

Relevant
Part I

Question(s)

No, or
smrll

lmpact
m8v occur

Moderate
to large

impact may
occur

a. The proposed action's land use components may be different from, or in sharp

contrast to, current surrounding land use pattent(s).
c2,C3,Dla
Ela" Elb

g tr

b. The proposed action will cause the permanent population of the city, town or village
in which the proiect is located to grow by more than 57o,

C2 gt tr

c. The proposed action is inconsistent with local land use plans or zoning regulations. c2,c2,c3 g tr
d. The proposed action is inconsistent with any County plans, or other regional land use

plans.
c2,c2 g n

e. The proposed action may cause a change in the density ofdevelopment that is not
supported by existing infrastructure or is distant from existing infrastructure.

C3, DlC,
Dld, Dlf,
Dld. Elb

tr

f, The proposed action is located in an area characterized by low density development
that will require new or expanded public infrastructure.

C4,DZc,DZd
D4

tr

g. The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts (e.g., residential or
commercial development not included in the proposed action)

CZa a tr

h. Other: ThgpropglgC_acUen reqr{ires a zoninq chqnqe for a small poruo$-elth g tr

18. Conslstency with Community Chsracter
The proposed project is inconsistent with the existing community character. ElNo [vns
(See Part l. C.2, C.3, D.2, E.3)
If "Yes", answer questions a - s. If "No", proceed to Part 3

Relevant
Pert I

Quertlon(s)

No, or
small

impact
mry occur

Moderate
to largc

impact may
occur

a. The proposed action may replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures, or areas

of historic importance to the community.

E3e, E3f, E3g g

b. The proposed action may create a demand for additional community services (e.g'

schools, police and fire)

C4 tr

c. The proposed action may displace affordable or low-income housing in an area where
there is a $hortage of such housing.

c2, c3, Dlf
Dlg, Ela

ct tr

d. The proposed action may interfere with th€ use or enjoyment of offrcially recognized
or designated oublic resources,

c2,E3 tr tr

e. The proposed action is inconsistent with the predominant architectural scale and

character.

C2,C3 tr

f. Proposed action is inconsistent with the character ofthe existing natural landscape. c2,c3
Ela, Elb
E2e.E2h

g. Other impacts: tr
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

This report summarizes the results of a Traffic lmpact Study completed for the

proposed Kingstonian Mixed-use Development located in the City of Kingston, Ulster

County, New York. The site is comprised of three parcels located on Fair Street

Extension between N. Front Street and Schwenk Drive. A map illustrating the project

location is shown on Figure 1.1.

A. Planned Project

The proposed project involves the construction of a mixed-use retail development

that includes 131 apartment units above 8,950 SF of retail space, as well as a 32-room

hotel located on Fair Street Extension between N. Front Street and Schwenk Drive. The

development of the subject property will result in the creation of 420 off-street parking

spaces. The residential portion of the proposed projectwill be served by 131 assigned

parking spaces, a 1:1 ratio with respect to the number of units. The remaining 289

spaces will be available to the public and operated by the City of Kingston. This

represents an approximately 1S0-space increase in the area's off-street parking supply

when compared to the existing condition and may reduce the amount of driving (i.e.,

circling the bock) associated with the search for on-street parking in Uptown, which is

limited. For residents of the project with more than one vehicle, the applicant plans to

designate approximately 50 parking spaces in the Kingston Plaza shopping center for

additional capacity. ln order to accommodate these residents and to provide for

enhanced connectivity between the two properties in general, the Kingstonian project

proposes to construct a pedestrian bridge over Schwenk Drive.

Access to and from the site is currently provided via Fair Street Extension,

Schwenk Drive, and N. Front Street. Fair Street Extension will be closed to through

traffic with development of the site, and provide access to and from the site via a

parking garage ramp. lt is noted that the segment of Fair Street Extension between the

proposed garage and N. Front Street will be used to create a pedestrian plaza. A ramp

on Schwenk Drive east of Fair Street Extension will also provide access to and from the

The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
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parking garage, as well as access for deliveries. A third ramp on N. Front Street

opposite Wall Street will provide ingress to the parking garage.

Based on a review of the proposed land uses, the existing traffic volumes and

adjacent roadway network, the following access modifications are proposed at the site:

. Closure of Fair Street Extension to through traffic in order to provide
access to and from the parking garage.

. Addition of a fourth leg to the N. Front StreetAl/all Street intersection to
provide access to the parking garage. This will require relocation of the
existing flashing beacon and mast arm.

The "lllustrative Site Plan" prepared by Brinnier & Larios, P.C. Engineers & Land

Surveyors dated November,2018 is included under Appendix A. This traffic impact

study provides an assessment of the development assuming full build-out of the site in

2021, with a design year of 2025.

B. Study Area and Methodology

The study area for this analysis includes the following intersections:

. Schwenk DriveAl/ashington Avenue

. Washington Avenue/North Front Streetr [rl. Front StreeUFrog Alley
r firl. Front StreetA//all Streetr ]r1. Front StreeUFair Street. Schwenk Drive/Fair Street Extension/Plaza Driveway
. Schwenk Drive/Clinton Avenue
. Clinton Avenue/John Street
. Clinton AvenueAl/estbrook Avenue
. Clinton Avenue/Main Street

The potential traffic impact of the proposed project was determined by

documenting the existing traffic conditions in the area, projecting future traffic volumes,

including traffic associated with other developments in the area, adding the peak-hour

trip generation of the site, and analyzing the operating conditions of the study area

intersections after development of the proposed project. Additionally, a sensitivity

analysis considers the impacts of the project as they relate to proposed changes to

circulation within the study area resulting from the Downtown Revitalization lnitiative

(DRr).
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A.

B.

CHAPTER II

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Roadways Serving the Site

. Schwenk Drive - Schwenk Drive is classified as an Urban Local Road that
connects Clinton Avenue and Washington Avenue in the City of Kingston.
West of Fair Street, Schwenk Drive consists of a two 12-foot-wide travel lanes
in each direction with an approximate 1S-foot-wide raised median. East of
Fair Street, Schwenk Drive narrows considerably, providing a single 12-foot-
wide lane in each direction and no median. Traffic volume data provided by
NYSDOT indicates that Schwenk Drive carried approximately 12,400 vehicles
per day (vpd) in 2013. The posted speed limit on Schwenk Drive is 30-mph.
Sidewalks are provided on both sides of Schwenk Drive west of Fair Street.
East of Fair Street, a sidewalk is provided on the north side of Schwenk Drive
only. Land uses along Schwenk Drive are a primarily commercial.

N. Front Street - N. Front Street is classified as an Urban Minor Arterial near
the prolect site provides east-west travel between Clinton Avenue and
Washington Avenue. N. Front Street provides one 12-foot-wide travel lane in
each direction with an approximate nine-foot-wide parking lane on both sides
of the roadway. Traffic volume data provided by NYSDOT indicates that
approximately 6,600 vpd passed the site in 2016. The posted speed limit on
North Front Street is 30-mph. Sidewalks are provided on both sides of the
roadway and land uses along Front Street are generally commercial.

a

a Fair Street Extension - Fair Street Extension is classified as an urban local
road that provides north-south travel between Schwenk Drive and North Front
Street. Fair Street Extension consists of an approximate 1S-foot-wide travel
lane in each direction and sidewalks on both side of the roadway. Traffic data
collected by Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP (CME) on Fair Street
Extension indicates that the roadway currently carries approximately 2,300
vpd. lt is noted that south of North Front Street, Fair Street Extension
becomes Fair Street which is classified as an Urban Major Collector and
provides one-way southbound travel to Henry Street (NY Route 32).

Study Area lntersections
. Schwenk DriveMashinqton Avenue/Hurlev Avenue - This is a four-leg

intersection operating under actuated traffic signal control. The eastbound
Hurley Avenue approach and northbound Washington Avenue approach each
provide an exclusive left-turn lane as well as two through lanes with shared
right turns. The southbound Washington Avenue approach and Westbound
Schwenk Drive approach each provide a single through lane as well as an
exclusive left-turn lane and a separate right-turn lane. Sidewalks and curb
ramps are present on all intersection approaches. Likewise, marked

The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
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a

a

a

crosswalks, pedestrian push buttons, and countdown timers are present on all
intersection crossings.

Washinqton Avenue/N. Front Street - This is a four-leg intersection operating
under actuated traffic signal control. The eastbound and westbound North
Front Street approaches each provide an exclusive left-turn lane and a
shared through/right-turn lane. The northbound Washington Avenue
approach provides a shared lane for through/left-turn movements as well as a
separate right turn lane. The southbound Washington Avenue approach
provides an exclusive left-turn lane, a single through lane, and a separate
right-turn lane. Sidewalks and curb ramps are present on all intersection
approaches. Likewise, marked crosswalks, pedestrian push buttons, and
countdown timers are present on all intersection crossings.

N. Front StreeVFroq Allev - This is a four leg intersection operating under
stop sign control on the southbound Frog Alley approach. All approaches
provide a single lane for shared travel movements. lt is noted that exiting the
intersection to the south, Frog Alley becomes a one-way street southbound.
Sidewalks and marked crosswalks are present on all intersection legs.

N. Front StreetA//all Street - This is a three-leg intersection operating under
all-way stop control with a flashing beacon mounted to a mast arm. The
eastbound and westbound North Front Street approaches each provide a
single lane for shared travel movements. The northbound Wall Street
approach is one-way towards North Front Street and provides separate left-
and right-turn lanes. Sidewalks and curb ramps are present on all intersection
approaches, and marked crosswalks are provided across all intersection legs.

N. Front StreeUFair Street/Fair Street Extension - This intersection is a four-
leg intersection operating under all-way stop control. The southbound Fair
Street Extension approach and the eastbound North Front Street approach
each provide a single lane for shared travel movements. The westbound
North Front Street approach is one-way westbound and provides an exclusive
left-turn lane in addition to a shared lane for through/right-turn movements. lt
is noted that south of North Front Street, Fair Street is one-way southbound
exiting the intersection. Sidewalks and curb ramps are present on all
intersection approaches, and marked crosswalks are provided across all
intersection legs.

Schwenk Drive/Fair Street ExVKinqston Plaza Driveway - This is a four-leg
intersection operating under all-way stop sign control with a flashing beacon.
The eastbound Schwenk Drive approach and the southbound Kingston Plaza
driveway approach each provide an exclusive left-turn lane, single through
lane, and separate right-turn lane. The northbound Fair Street Extension
approach and westbound Schwenk Drive approach each provide a single

The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
Page 5



a

lane for all travel movements. Sidewalks and marked crosswalks are present
on all intersection approaches.

Schwenk Drive/Clinton Avenue - This is a three-leg intersection operating
under stop sign control on the westbound Schwenk Drive approach. All
approaches provide a single lane for shared travel movements. lt is noted that
north of Schwenk Drive, Clinton Avenue is a one-way street northbound.
Sidewalks are provided on both sides of Clinton Avenue south of Schwenk
Drive. North of the intersection, sidewalks are provided on the west side of
Clinton Avenue and the east side of Schwenk Drive. There are no marked
crosswalks at this intersection.

Clinton Aven n Street This intersection is a three-leg intersection
operating under yield control on the eastbound John Street approach. The
eastbound John Street approach provides a single lane for shared travel
movements in addition to a parking lane on the north side of the roadway. lt is
noted that John Street is one-way towards Clinton Avenue entering the
intersection. The northbound and southbound Clinton Avenue approaches
provide a single lane for through movements. Sidewalks are present on all
intersection approaches, and a marked crosswalk is provided across John
Street.

Clinton AvenueMestbrook Lane - This intersection is a three-leg intersection
operating under all way stop sign control. The northbound and southbound
Clinton Avenue approaches each provide a single lane for shared travel
movements. The westbound Westbrook Lane approach provides separate
left- and rightturn lanes. Sidewalks are present on both sides of Clinton
Avenue, and on the south side of Westbrook Lane. Curb ramps and a marked
crosswalk are provided across the westbound Westbrook Lane approach.

a

a

a Clinton Avenue/Main Street - This intersection is a three-leg intersection
operating under stop sign control on the southbound Clinton Avenue
approach. All approaches provide a single lane for shared travel movements.
It is noted that Main Street is one-way westbound exiting the intersection.
Sidewalks and marked crosswalks are present on all intersection legs.

C. Existing Conditions

Traffic Volumes

lntersection turning movement counts were conducted at the study area

intersections on Thursday, May 9, 2019 from 4:00 to 6:00 p.m. with the exception of the

North FrontStreeUFrog Alley intersection, which was counted on Wednesday June 19,

2019. ln addition, traffic associated with the existing driveways on Fair Street Extension

was observed. This traffic study focuses on the weekday PM peak period, which

The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
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corresponds to peak operations at the proposed site and peak traffic conditions on the

surrounding roadway network. The 2019 Existing PM peak hour traffic volumes are

shown on Figure 2.1 and form the basis for all traffic forecasts. The raw turning

movement count data is included in Appendix B. The following observations are evident

based on the existing traffic volume data:

. The PM peak hour generally occurred from 4:30 p.m. to 5:30 p.m.

The two-way traffic volume on N. Front Street adjacent to the project site was
approximately 435 vehicles during the PM peak hour. The two-way traffic
volume on Schwenk Drive was 1,255 vehicles during the PM peak hour. Fair
Street Extension carried approximately 140 vehicles southbound and 110
vehicles northbound during the PM peak hour.

a

a Significant pedestrian activity was observed at the study area intersections
during the PM peak hour, as would be expected in an urban environment with
a robust sidewalk network. Bicycle and pedestrian activity is summarized in

Table 2.1 below.

Table 2.1 - Bicycle and Pedestrian Activity Summary

D. Transit

Transit service in the study area is provided by the Ulter County Area Transit

(UCAT). Downtown Kingston is one of UCAT's larger activity nodes, and is therefore

well served by numerous routes as summarized in Table2.2.

The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
Page 7

Location
PM Peak Hour

Pedestrians Bicyclists
Schwenk DriveMashinqton Avenue 1 0

Washinqton Avenue/N. Front Street 7 0

Schwenk Drive/Fair Street 60 1

Schwenk Drive/Cl inton Aven ue 0 0

N. Front StreetA|/all Street 125 0

N. Front StreeVFair Street 115 2

Clinton Avenue/John Street 4 1

C I inton Aven ueAl/estbrook Street 31 1

Clinton Aven ue/Main Street 52 3



Route
Weekdav Saturdav Sundav

Span
Frequency
(minutes) Span

Frequency
(minutes) Span

Frequency
(minutes)

EU 6:1SAM

9:35PM

75 10:30AM -
4:30PM

2 Trips None None

KPL 5:15AM

8:1 5PM

180 6:45AM

4:14PM

120 None None

KS 5:30AM

8:30PM

60 8.00AM

6:00PM

120 None None

R 5:20AM

5:20PM

30/60 None None None None

Z 5:1SAM

5:30PM

60t120 8:00AM

2:00PM

2 Trips None None

Red 7:00AM

7:00PM

30 8:30AM

6:00PM

60 None None

Blue 7:00AM

6:30PM

30 None None None None

Table 2.2 - Summary of Existing Transit Service

It is noted that on April 29,2019 UCAT proposed substantial changes to the

existing bus network in order to improve service to, from, and around the City of

Kingston. lmplementation of these changes would result in fewer bus routes within the

service area, although bus frequency would increase.

The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
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CHAPTER III

TRAFFIC FORECASTS

To evaluate the impact of the proposed development, traffic projections were

prepared for a 2O25 design year (2021 Build+4) and a comparison was made between

the future traffic volumes with and without the project.

A. 2025 No-Build Traffic Volumes

No-Build traffic volumes include trips associated with other development prolects

in the study area and general background traffic growth. A regression analysis of

historic traffic volumes in the study area indicates that traffic volume growth in the

vicinity of the site has increased by approximately two percent per year over the last

several years; therefore, the Existing 2019 traffic volumes were increased by a two-

percent-per-year growth rate for six years to represent general growth in the area. lt is

noted that this 2o/o background growth accounts for potential future traffic from four

boutique hotels currently under consideration, as well as other prolects not known as

this time. ln addition, the City of Kingston Planning Department indicated that

background traffic would increase based on traffic associated with the following other

developments for lhe 2025 No-Build conditions as shown on Figure 3.1:

. Energy Square - 57 Apartment units above 11 KSF dedicated to civic space
located on Cedar Street.

The 2025 No-Build traffic volumes are illustrated on Figures 3.1 and represent

traffic conditions expected at the study area intersections before development of the

proposed project.

B. Trip Generation

Trip generation determines the quantity of traffic expected to travel to/from the

project site. The lnstitute of Transportation Engineers (lTE) Trip Generation, 1Oth

edition, provides trip generation data for various land uses based on studies of similar

existing developments located across the country. Trip Generation for this mixed-use

project was estimated using ITE land use code (LUC) 221 - Multi-Family Housing Mid-

The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
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Rise, LUC 820- Shopping Center, and LUC 310- Hotel. lt is noted that LUC 231 -
Mid-Rise Residential with First Floor Commercial was considered for this project, but

was determined to be an inaccurate representation of trip generation due to small

sample size.

ln addition to the site-specific uses, trip generation of the expanded municipal

parking supply was also estimated since it is possible that a greater public parking

supply at the site location will attract more drivers. Data collected by CME indicates that

the existing 131-space surface lot generates 36 trips to and from Fair Street Extension,

which equates to 0.275 trips per parking space. lt is noted that cross access between

parking lots allows drivers to also enter and exit the lot via Schwenk Drive, and

therefore the 0.275 trips per space could be an underestimate. Local data collected by

CME indicates that a municipal parking garage generates 0.34 trips per space, which

provides a more conservative trip estimate. Please note that the trip generation rate was

applied to the total number of public spaces minus the anticipated number of spaces to

be occupied by the project's retail and hotel customers (289-89). Further, no trip

generation credit was taken for removal of the existing surface lot.

It is also noted that some trips to the proposed retail uses may originate from

traffic that is already passing the site on Schwenk Drive and N. Front Street, or diverting

from Washington Avenue or Clinton Avenue. Pass-by trips and diverted-link trips are

made by drivers who will stop at the site before continuing on to their primary

destination. For example, an eastbound trip on Schwenk Drive may stop at the site and

then continue eastbound towards its intended destination. This type of trip would be

considered a pass-by trip. ln addition, a southbound trip on Washington Avenue that

diverts to the site and then leaves the site traveling on N. Front Street onto Washington

Avenue southbound would be considered a diverted-link trip. ln order to conservatively

estimate the trip generation of the site, a pass-by/diverted-link credit was not applied to

trips generated by the retail land uses at the site.

There is also the potential for interaction among the land uses within the multi-

use site. An internal capture rate is generally defined as a percentage reduction in the

trip generation estimates for individual land uses to account for trips internal to the site

that are not made on the major street system. ln order to conservatively estimate trip

The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
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generation of the site, an internal capture credit was not applied. The PM peak hour trip

generation estimate is summarized in Table 3.1.

Table 3.1 - Trip Generation Summary

The proposed development will generate a total of 183 new vehicle trips during

the PM peak hour.

As part of the project, Fair Street Extension will be closed to through traffic.

Therefore, the existing trips on Fair Street Extension will be redistributed within the

existing street network. The closure of Fair Street Extension will eliminate through traffic

between North Front Street and Schwenk Drive and thus the access to the municipal

parking lot on the west side of Fair Street Extension between these roadways. However,

the additional off-street parking created by the proposed project presents an opportunity

to recapture these drivers (and potentially attract others who are currently seeking on-

street parking) via the proposed project entrances across from Wall Street and across

from Kingston Plaza. The observed 36 vehicles utilizing the driveway on Fair Street

Extension as well as through traffic on Fair Street Extension were conservatively

redistributed within the roadway network, but it is noted that these drivers could be

recaptured in the future once the project is built and the parking is restored and

enhanced.

C. Trip Distribution

Trip distribution describes where traffic originates or where traffic is destined.

Traffic generated by the proposed project was distributed based on existing travel

patterns; locations of major highways, residential areas, and employment areas; and the

access management plan of the proposed project. lt is expected that 60 percent of the

The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
Page 12

Land Use LUC Size
PM Peak Hour

Enter Exit Total
Multi-Familv Housinq (Mid-Rise) 221 131 units 35 23 58
Shoppinq Center 820 8.95 KSF 16 18 34
Hotel 310 32 rooms 11 12 23
Municipal Parkinq Garaoe CME Data 200 Spaces 14 54 68

Total Trips 76 107 183



site-generated traffic exiting the site will travel to the west on Schwenk Drive while the

remaining 40 percent of exiting traffic will travel to the east on Schwenk Drive. lt is
expected that 20 percent of vehicles entering the site will travel from the east on N.

Front Street, while an additional 20o/o of vehicles entering the site will travel from the

west on N. Front Street. lt is anticipated that 20o/o of the entering traffic will arrive at the

site from the east on Schwenk Drive, while 35% of vehicles will enter from the west on

Schwenk Drive. The remaining 5 percent of entering traffic is expected to travel from the

south on Wall Street. Figure 3.2 illustrates the expected distribution of trips for the

proposed development.

D. Trip Assignment

Trip assignment combines the results of the trip generation and trip distribution

and determines the specific paths and roadways that will be used between various

origin/destination pairs. Figure 3.3 show the resulting trip assignment for the proposed

project for the weekday PM peak hour.

E. 2025 Build Traffic Volumes

The results of the site generated traffic assignment were added to the 2025 No-

Build traffic volumes to develop the 2025 Build traffic volumes. The 2025 Build traffic

volumes are shown on Figure 3.4.

The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
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CHAPTER IV

ANALYSIS

A. Capacity/Level of Service Analysis

lntersection Level of Service (LOS) and capacity analysis relate traffic volumes to

the physical characteristics of an intersection. lntersection evaluations were made

using Synchro software which automates the procedures contained in the Highway

Capacity Manual. Evaluations were also completed using SimTraffic simulation

software. Levels of service range from A to F with level of service A conditions

considered excellent with very little delay while level of service F generally represents

conditions with very long delays. ln general, overall level of service D or better

conditions are desirable during peak hour operating conditions on each intersection lane

group; however, in some cases, lesser levels of service are accepted by municipalities

and NYSDOT during peak operating periods. Appendix C contains further detailed

descriptions of LOS criteria for signalized and unsignalized intersections and copies of

the detailed level of service reports.

Existing, No-Build, and Build condition operational analyses were conducted for

the study area intersections. The results of the analyses describe operating conditions

in terms of control delay which is the portion of total delay that includes initial

deceleration delay, queue move up time, stopped delay, and final acceleration delay for

signalized, roundabout, and unsignalized intersections. The overall existing LOS values

for the intersections reflect a weighted average of each of the movements. The

signalized and unsignalized LOS values are presented in Table 4.1 for the PM peak

hour of adjacent street traffic. The relative impact of the proposed proJect can be

determined by comparing the level of service during the 2025 design year for the No-

Build and Build condition. The bolded values represent locations where drops in levels

of service occur between the No-Build and Build conditions.
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Table 4.1 - Peak Hour Level of Seruice Summary

lntorsection
o
!i
oo

PM Peak Hour

2019
Existing

2025 No-
Bulld

2025
Bulld

2025 Build
Wlmp.

Washinoton Avenue/Hurlev Avenue/Sch\rvenk Drive S
c (20.4)
c (22.0)
c (21.3)
c (27.1)
B (18.0)
D (41.4)
c (30.8)
D (3e.2)
c (28.8)
B (12.0)

c (24.9)
c (25.2)
c (23.e)
c (30.e)
B (20.0)
D (52.4)
D (41.5)
D (53.8)
D (36.9)
B (13.0)

c
c
c
c
B
D
D
E
D
B

(26.
(26.
(24.
(31
(20.
(54.
(44.
(5s.
(36
(13.

e)
e)
0)
7)
1)
2)
7\
2l
3)
6)

c
c
c
c
B

D
D
D
c
B

(34.0)
(26.3)
(22.1)
(28.6)
(18.1)
(4e.0)
(37.1)
(51.e)
(31.1)
(13.4)

Hurley Avenue EB

Schtrienk Drive WB
T

L

TR
L
T

R
L

TR
L
T
R

Washington Avenue NB

Washington Avenue SB
T

Overall c (26.9) c (33.9) D 35.4 c (31.7

Washington Avenue/N. Front Street
N. Front Street EB L

N. Front Street WB

Washington Avenue NB

Washington Avenue SB

TR
LT
R

LT
R
L
T
R

S
B (14.3)
B (10.5)
c (2o.4)
B (15.7)
c (22.6)
B (18.2)
B (15.4)
B (13.0)
A (8.0)

B (15.8)
B (11.4)
c (22.7)
B (17.7)
c (23.5)
B (18.4)
B (16.2)
B (13.6)
A O.B)

B (16.6)
B (11.4)
c (22.8)
B (17.7)
c (23.4)
B (18.6)
B (16.2)
B (13.9)
A (7.8)

Overall B (15.5) B (16.5) B (16.6

N. Front StreeuFrog Alley

N. Front Street WB
Froq Alley SB

LTR
LTR

TW
A (8.1)
A (7.7\
B ('t 1.8)

A (8.3)
A (7.8)
B (2-7\

A (8.5)
A (7.6)
c (16.1)

N. Front Streevwall Street AW
A (s.7)
B (10.2)
B (11.9)

B
B
B

04)
1 1)
3.9)

A (e.4)
A (10.1)
B (12.0)

N. Front Street EB
N. Front Street WB

Wall Street NB

lLlrR
LTIR]
LTTIR

Overall B (10.9) B 12.3\ B 10.9

N. Front StreeVFair StreeVFair Skeet Extension' AW
A (e.8)

A (8.7)

A (9.3)

B (10.7)

A (e.2)

A (9.8)

A (7 .7)

A (8.1)

N. Front Street EB

N. Front Street WB

Fair Street Ext SB

LR

tRl
L,TR
tL,T]

TR
Overall A (9.3) A (10.0) A (7.9)

Schurenk Drive/Fair Street Extension/Kinqston Plaza Drwy AW
F (52.6)
c (15.8)
B (10.7)
D (26.2)
c (18.0)
B (12.6)
B (12.5)
F (51.3)

F (e0.5)
c (18.4)
B (11.5)
E (36.0)
c (20.e)
B (13.4)
B (13.4)
F (94.1)

F (92.7)
c (1e.2)
B (11.1)
F (56.8)
c (18.e)
c (15.2)
B (11.2)
F (27\

Schwenk Drive EB L
T
R

LTR
LTR

L
T
R

Schwenk Drive WB
Fair Street Extension NB
Kingston Plaza Drwy SB

Overall E (36.4) F (60.1) F (77.5\

Schwenk Drive EB L
T
R

LTR
LTR

L
T
R

Schwenk Drive WB
Fair Street Extension NB
Kingston Plaza Drwy SB

S c (35.2)
B (13.7)
B (1 1.e)
c (2e.8)
c (20.3)
B (1e.e)
B (17.7\
D (51 .8)

c (20.1)
B (11.6)
B (10.4)
c (32.1)
B (19.6)
B (19 2)
B (17.1)
B (15.9)

Overall C 34.7 B (20.0)

Clinton Avenue/Schwenk Drive TW
B (13.6) c (15.3) c (20.0)Schwenk Drive SB LR
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PM Peak Hour

lntersection
o

oo
20{9

Existing
2025 No-

Build
2025
Build

2025 Bulld
w/lmp.

Clinton Avenue/John Street
John Street EB LR B (12.4\ B (13.6) c (21.3)

John Street EB
Clinton Avenue NB
Clinton Avenue SB

LR
LT
TR

S B (14.3)
A (2.7)
A (6.3)

Overall A (6.4)
Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane

Westbrook Lane WB
Clinton Avenue NB
Clinton Avenue SB

L,R
TR
LT

AW
B (14.8)
E (3e.e)
c (19.8)

c (17.0)
F (85.5)
D (26.9)

c (17.7)
F (1 1e)
E (44.8)

Overall D (28.0) F (51 .8) F 02.5\

Clinton Avenue NB
Clinton Avenue SB

L
R

TR
LT

Westbrook Lane WB B (16.5)
B (13.1)
B (10.3)
A (5.6)

Overall A (9.9)

Clinton Avenue/Main Street
Clinton Avenue NB
Clinton Avenue SB

LT
TR

TW
A (7.6)
B (4.4\

A (7.6)
c (16.6)

A (7.6)
c (20.3)

A (5.2)

Schuenk Drive/Site Driveway
Schlvenk Drive WB

Site Driveway NB
LT
LR

TW
A (8.1)
B (12.6)

ized, Two-Way Stop, All-Way Stop, Yield controlled i
.John StreeUClinton Avenue intersection modeled as a Stop Control on eastbound John Street approach
EB, WB, NB, SB = Eastbound, Westbound, Northbound, or Southbound intersection approaches
L, T, R = Left{urn, Through, and/or Right-turn intersection movements
X (Y Y) = Level of service (Average delay in seconds per vehicle)
LT[R] = 11 Existing geometry, LTR: [Future geometry]
-- = Not Applicable

The following observations are evident from this analysis:

Washinqton Avenue/Hurlev Avenue/Schwenk Drive - The analysis shows that this
intersection currently operates at overall LOS C during the PM peak hour. Under No-
Build conditions, the intersection will continue to operate similarly with most
movements experiencing LOS C/D. Under Build conditions, this intersection is
expected to operate at overall LOS D with an average increase in delay of
approximately two second. lt is noted that under Build conditions, the southbound
left turn movement will operate at LOS E. lt is recommended that minor adjustments
to the traffic signal timing be made to accommodate the fluctuation in traffic.

Washinqton Avenue/N. Front Street - This intersection currently operates at overall
LOS B with all approaches operating at LOS C or better during the PM peak hour.
This intersection is expected to operate similarly through build conditions with an
average increase in delay of approximately one second.

N. Front StreeUFroo Allev - The analysis indicates that the eastbound and
westbound left turn movements on N. Front Street currently operate at LOS A and
will continue to do so through Build Conditions. The southbound Frog Alley approach
currently operates at LOS B and will operate similarly under No-Build conditions.
Under Build conditions, the southbound Frog Alley approach will operate at LOS C
with approximately four seconds of additional delay.
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N. Front ll Street - The analysis indicates that this intersection currently
operates at overall LOS B during the PM peak hour and will continue to do so
through Build Conditions.

N. Front StreeUFair air Street Extension This intersection currently
operates at overall LOS A during the PM peak hour and will continue to operate
similarly through Build conditions. lt is noted that closing the southbound Fair Street
Extension approach will result in a slight improvement to intersection operations
given the reduction in turning movements and volume.

Schwenk Drive/Fair Street Extension/Kinqston Plaza - This intersection currently
operates at overall LOS E during the PM peak hour. Vehicles turning left into and
right out of the Kingston Plaza experience LOS F. Under No-Build conditions, the
intersection is expected to operate at overall LOS F with average delays nearly
double Existing conditions. lt is noted that the westbound Schwenk Drive approach
is expected to operate at LOS E under No-Build conditions. Under Build conditions,
the intersection will operate similarly with an average increase in delay of four
seconds. ln order to improve operations at this intersection, it is recommended that
the existing traffic signal be reactivated and provide full signal control (i.e., green-
yellow-red instead of flashing red). A signal warrants analysis could confirm the need
for signalization. The analysis indicates that this will result in overall LOS D and
delays similar to Existing conditions. lt is noted that the operations of this signal
could be further improved by providing vehicle detection and replacing the
southbound signal head to allow for a right-turn overlap that could operate
concurrently with the eastbound left-turn phase. Should these improvements be
pursued, the intersection is expected to operate at overall LOS B with all movements
operating at LOS C or better. Since pedestrian accommodations are lacking at this
intersection, upgrades to the traffic signal should consider new pedestrian crossing
signals, countdown timers, push buttons, and ADA-compliant ramps.

Clinton Avenue/Schwenk Drive The southbound Schwenk Drive approach
currently operates at LOS B during the PM Peak hour. Under No-Build conditions,
this approach is expected to operate at LOS C with an additional two seconds of
delay. Under Build conditions, this intersection will continue to operate adequately
with three additional seconds of delay.

Clinton Avenue/John Street - The eastbound John Street approach currently
operates at LOS B and will continue to do so through No-Build conditions. Under
build conditions, this approach is expected to operate at LOS C with an additional six
seconds of delay. Review of the traffic simulation indicates that under Build
conditions, queues from the Clinton AvenueA//estbrook Lane intersection to the
south will extend through John Street, impacting eastbound traffic. The City should
consider signalization of the Clinton Avenue/John Street intersection in which the
signal operates as a pair with the Clinton AvenueA//estbrook Lane intersection to the
south. This would result in overall LOS A with delay comparable to No-Build
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conditions. The City should also consider coordinating the Clinton Avenue/John
Street signal with the Clinton Avenue/Albany Avenue intersection.

Clinton AvenueMestbrook Lane - This intersection currently operates at overall
LOS D, with the northbound Clinton Avenue approach experiencing LOS E. Under
No-Build conditions, delays at this intersection are anticipated to nearly double,
resulting in overall LOS F with the northbound Clinton Avenue approach
experiencing LOS F with more than one minute of delay. Under Build conditions, this
intersection will operate similarly with 15 seconds of additional delay. The City
should consider signalization of this intersection, which would result in overall LOS A
with all approaches operating at LOS B or better. A signal warrants analysis could
confirm the need for signalization. Additionally, signalizing this intersection in

conjunction with the Clinton Avenue/John Street intersection would provide an
added benefit to pedestrians who would be able to cross Clinton Avenue when
Clinton Avenue is fully stopped. The City should also consider coordinating the
Clinton AvenueA//estbrook Lane signal with the Clinton Avenue/Albany Avenue
intersection.

Clinton Avenue/Main Street - Vehicles turning left onto Main Street currently
experience LOS A and will continue to do so through Build conditions. The
southbound Clinton Avenue approach currently operates at LOS B. Under No-Build
conditions, this approach will operate at LOS C with three additional seconds of
delay. Under Build conditions, this approach will operate similarly with two additional
seconds of delay. A review of the traffic simulation model indicates that queues
associated with the southbound stop control on Clinton Avenue sometimes extend
through the Clinton AvenueMestbrook Lane intersection to the north. Further, this
stop sign configuration is unconventional in that the northbound approach does not
have the same control. Therefore, it is recommended that the City consider
removing this stop sign.

B. DRI Sensitivity Level of Service Analysis

Given the potential for significant changes to the traffic patterns in the study area as a
result of the Kingston Downtown Revitalization lnitiative (DRl), a sensitivity analysis was
performed to determine the impacts of the Kingstonian project, should the changes
occur. The New York State DRI Grant for the City of Kingston will allocate $10,000,000
for traffic improvements in the Stockade District, some of which include reversing the
direction of traffic flow on some streets. The one-way street changes resulting from the
proposed DRI traffic are summarized below and shown on Figure 3.5:
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a

a

a

N. Front Street from Clinton
Avenue to Fair Street Extension
would be reversed from one-way
westbound to one-way eastbound
(towards Clinton Avenue).
John Street from Crown Street to
Clinton Avenue would be reversed
from one-way eastbound to one-
way westbound (away from
Clinton Avenue). lt is noted that
west of Crown Street, John Street
would remain open to two-way
traffic.

tJ6 Q
c

, *, tr tqe?

o Main Street from Washington
Avenue to Clinton Avenue would
be reversed from one-way
westbound to one-way eastbound
(towards Clinton Avenue)
Wall Street from N. Front Street to
Henry Street would be reversed
from one-way southbound to one-
way northbound (towards N. Front
Street).

Figure 4.1 - DRI One-Way Traffic Pattern

. Fair Street from N. Front Street to Henry Street would be reversed from one-way
southbound to one-way northbound (away from N. Front Street).

ln addition to the one-way street changes, the DRI also proposes to install an actuated
traffic signal system with pedestrian signals and push buttons at the Clinton
AvenueA/Uestbrook Lane and Clinton Avenue/John Street intersections as shown in
Figure 3.6 below. This recommendation is similar to CME's for the non-DRl scenario
discussed previously herein.
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Westbrook Lane, januory 20&, The RBA Group

Figure 4.2 - Clinton AvenueA/Uestbrook Lane/John Street Signalization

Traffic at the study area intersections was redistributed based on the above changes, in
order to develop lhe 2025 No-Build Sensitivity traffic volumes shown on Figure 3.7.
Likewise, the proposed trip distribution and resulting assignment were modified to
account for the new traffic pattern. The Sensitivity Trip Distribution and Sensitivity Trip
Assignment are shown on Figures 3.8 and 3.9. The Sensitivity Trip Assignment was
then added to the 2025 No-Build Sensitivity traffic volumes, resulting in the 2025 Build
Sensitivity traffic volumes, shown on Figure 3.10. The resulting level of service and
delays are described in Table 4.2 below.
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Table 4.2 - DRI Sensitivity Level of Service Summary

lntorsection
oE
Eoo

PM Peak Hour

2025 No'
Build 2025 Build 2025 Build

w, lmp,

Washington Avenue/Hurley
Hurley Avenue EB

Schraienk Drive WB
T

L
TR

L
T
R
L

TR
L
T
R

Washington Avenue NB

Washington Avenue SB
T

c (27.8)
c (25.3)
c (23.5)
c (31.5)
c (23.8)
E (58.4)
D (53.3)
E (65.7)
D (44.3)
B (16.4)

c (2s.4)
c (27.7)
c (24.4',)
c (32.7)
c (22.7)
E (58.7)
E (56.6)
E (6e.7)
D (38.4)
B (15.4)

D
c
c
c
B
D
D
D
c
B

(47.4)
(26.5)
(23.4)
(2e.5)
(20.0)
(52.2)
(43.7)
(48.2)
(30.4)
(4.7)

Overall D (39.6) D (40.3) c 64.2\
Washinoton Avenue/N. Front Street S

B (16.0)
B (11.4)
c (23.0)
B (17.9)
c (23.5)
B (18.4)
B (16.2)
B (13.6)
A (7.8)

B (17.1)
B (11.4)
c (23.8)
B (18.e)
c (23.4)
B (18.6)
B (16.2)
B (13.e)
A (7.8)

N. Front Street EB

N. Front Street WB

Washington Avenue NB

Washington Avenue SB

L
TR
LT
R

LT
R
L
T
R

Overall B (16.6) B (17.1)

N. Front Street/Froo Allev
A
A

(8.4)
(7.8)

B (13.1)

A (8.9)
A (7.7)
c (17.3)

N. Front Street EB
N. Front Street WB

Froq Allev SB

LTR
LTR
LTR

N. Front Street/Wall Street' AW
A (7.7)
A (8.6)

A (7.4)
A (8.7)

N. Front Street EB
N. Front Street WB

IL]TR
LTIRI

Overall A (8.2) A (8.2)

N. Front StreeuFair StreeuFair Street Extension AW
A (8.8)

B (10.7)

A (7.5)

A (7.8)

A (e.6)

N. Front Street EB

Fair Street NB

Fair Street Ext SB

LT

trl
LTR

tLR]
R

Overall A (9.8) A (9.5)
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lnterseclion
o

oo

PM Peak Hour

2025 l,lo-
Build 2025 Build 2025 Build

wllmp.

Schwenk Drive/Fai r Street Extension/Kingston Plaza
Dlv\/.y

AW

F (173)
D (26.8)
B (13.0)
F (123)
E (48.8)
c (17.5)
B (14.3)
F (156)

F (123)
F (8s.2)
B (11.6)
F (155)
c (21.4)
c (16.e)
B (11.7)
F (129)

Schvvenk Drive EB L
T
R

LTR
LTR

L

T
R

Schwenk Drive WB
Fair Street Extension NB
Kingston Plaza Drwy SB

Overall F (113) F (12\
Schuenk Drive EB L

T
R

LTR
LTR

L

T
R

Schrarenk Drive WB
Fair Street Extension NB
Kingston Plaza Drwy SB

S D (51.3)
B (16.8)
B (1 1.8)
D (3e.4)
c (22.0)
c (22.1)
B (19.2)
D (52.7\

c (2e.7)
B (14.5)
B (11.0)
D (42.3)
c (23.1)
c (23.3)
c (20.2)
B (18.2)

Overall D (38.4) c (25.4\

N. FIont Streevclinton Avenue/Schwenk Drive TW
B (1 1.4) B (12.2)Schwenk Drive SB L

Clinton Avenue/John Streetl TW
A (5.2) A (5.6)Clinton Avenue NB L

Clinton Avenue NB
Clinton Avenue SB

LT
TR

S A (e.8)
A (5.9)

Overall A (8.1)

Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane AW
c (17.0)
F (164)
D (27.1\

c (17.5)
F (242)

D (39.4.)

Westbrook Lane WB
Clinton Avenue NB
Clinton Avenue SB

L,R
TR
LT

Overall F (94.3) F (139)

Westbrook Lane WB L

R
TR
LT

Clinton Avenue NB
Clinton Avenue SB

S D (46.5)
c (28.2)
A (8.1)
A (2.0)

Overall B (12.9)

Clinton Avenue/Main Street TW
D (33.6) F (119)Main Street EB LR

Main Street EB
Clinton Avenue NB
Clinton Avenue SB

LR
T
T

S D (37.3)
B (13.8)
A (8.8)

Overall B n5.2\
Schvvenk Drive/Site Drivewav TW

A (8.1)
B (13.6)

Schwenk Drive WB
Site Drivewav NB

LT
LR

S, TW, AW, Y = Signalized, Two-Way Stop, All-Way Stop, Yield controlled intersection
.John StreeUClinton Avenue intersection modeled as a Stop Control on eastbound John Street approach
EB, WB, NB, SB = Eastbound, Westbound, Northbound, or Southbound intersection approaches
L, T, R = Left-turn, Through, and/or Rightturn intersection movements
X (Y.Y) = Level of service (Average delay in seconds per vehicle)
LTIRI = LT Existing geometry, LTR: [Future geometry]

- = Not Applicable

Under the DRI traffic pattern, the impacts of the proposed project are generally similar
to the existing traffic pattern. The following is noted regarding the Sensitivity LOS
analysis:

. The northbound Washington Avenue/Hurley Avenue/Schwenk Drive approach
will experience additional traffic volume and delay. The impacts of the proposed
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a

a

a

project at this intersection are similar to those under the existing traffic pattern
and can be mitigated with minor signal timing adjustments.

The eastbound Schwenk Drive/Fair Street Extension/Kingston Plaza Driveway
will experience additional traffic volume and delay. Under No-Build conditions,
this intersection will operate with constraints similar to the existing traffic pattern.
Construction of the proposed project is expected to improve operations at this
intersection by closing Fair Street Extension to through traffic. lt is still
recommend that the traffic signal be reactivated.

The Clinton AvenueAf/estbrook Lane intersection will continue to operate with
constraints under DRI conditions. A review of the traffic simulation model
indicates that under the new traffic pattern, vehicles traveling northbound on
Clinton Avenue attempting to turn left onto John Street may create queues that
extend into the Clinton AvenueANestbrook Lane intersection. As such, it is
recommended that the City pursue the plan to signalize this intersection as
proposed in the DRl, subject to warrants analysis.

The eastbound Clinton Avenue/Main Street approach will experience additional
traffic volume and delay as a result of the new DRI traffic pattern. Under No-
Build conditions, the eastbound Main Street approach is expected to operate at
LOS D. After completion of the proposed project, the eastbound Main Street
approach is expected to operate at LOS F with over a minute of additional delay.
It is noted that a review of the traffic simulation model indicates that under No-
Build conditions northbound queues from the Clinton AvenueANestbrook Lane
intersection are anticipated to extend through the Clinton Avenue/Main Street
intersection. After signalization of the Clinton AvenueMestbrook Lane
intersection, traffic on Clinton Avenue will flow more freely, reducing the number
of gaps for traffic turning from Main Street. Therefore, it is recommended that the
City consider signalization of the Clinton Avenue/Main Street intersection as part
of the DRI traffic pattern. Signalization at this intersection should also consider
coordination with the proposed Clinton AvenueANestbrook Lane intersection to
the north, as well as the Clinton Avenue/Albany Avenue intersection to the south
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CHAPTER V

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

A Traffic lmpact Study was completed for the construction of a mixed-use urban

redevelopment that includes 131 apartment units above 8,950 SF of retail space, and a

32 room Hotel located on Fair Street Extension between N. Front Street and Schwenk

Drive in the City of Kingston. The proposed redevelopment will close Fair Street

Extension to through traffic in order to provide access to the site. Additional access is

proposed on Schwenk Drive east of Fair Street Extension and on N. Front Street,

opposite Wall Street.

The project is expected to be completed in 2021, although a conservative design

year of 2025 was used for the analysis. The project will generate approximately 115

new vehicle trips during the PM peak hour. The following conclusions and

recommendations are offered :

1, The closure of Fair Street Extension to through traffic as part of the
Kingstonian project is not expected to have an adverse impact on the
operation of adjacent intersections based on CME's capacity analysis
contained herein.

2. The increase in off-street public parking as a result of the prolect is expected
to reduce the number of drivers seeking an available on-street parking space
along streets in Uptown, circling the block in the process. This would in turn
reduce the number of redundant turning movements and associated conflicts
with pedestrians.

3. The Washington Avenue/Hurley Avenue/Schwenk Drive intersection will
experience an approximate and de minimus two-second increase in overall
delay, with the southbound left turn movement experiencing LOS E after
completion of the project. As an improvement measure, adjusting the traffic
signal timing to reduce the cycle length and increase the percentage of green
time given to the northbound and southbound movements will result in non-
adverse and impaired vehicular movements.

4. The Schwenk Drive/Fair Street Extension/Kingston Plaza Driveway
intersection currently operates with customary urban constraints, with
vehicles entering and exiting the Kingston Plaza to and from the west
experiencing the greatest delays. After completion of the project, this
intersection will continue to operate within the current status quo. However, it
is recommended that the existing traffic signal at this intersection be
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reactivated. This can be expected to improve intersection operations beyond
the current condition.

5. The Clinton Avenue/John Street and Clinton AvenueA//estbrook Lane
intersections currently experience customary urban constraints due to traffic
volumes on Clinton Avenue and the close proximity of each intersection to
one another. A review of the traffic simulation model indicates that under No-
Build conditions, southbound queues from the Clinton AvenueMestbrook
Lane intersection are periodically expected to extend to and at times through
the Clinton Avenue/John Street intersection. Further, northbound queues at
the Clinton AvenueA//estbrook Lane intersection periodically extend on
Clinton Avenue to the Albany Street intersection. After completion of the
project, both intersections are anticipated to experience continued delay. ln
order to accommodate future growth and provide for improved mobility, the
City could consider signalizing these intersections and operating them as a
pair, as proposed in the DRl. These signals could also be coordinated with
the Cl inton Aven ue/Alba ny Aven ue i ntersection.

6. The project proposes an off-street delivery area accessed via a driveway on
Schwenk Drive. The intent of this design is to eliminate the need for delivery
vehicles to use the urban street grid to the south where turning radii are
smaller and pedestrian activity is greater. This will eliminate additional
vehicular deliveries within the area experiencing urban traffic constraints.

7. The Sensitivity Analysis indicates the under the proposed DRI traffic changes,
the project impacts remain generally unchanged and the same mitigation
measures are proposed. lt is further noted that under the DRI traffic pattern,
the Clinton Avenue/Main Street intersection will experience queuing impacts
from the adjacent Clinton AvenueA//estbrook Lane intersection. Therefore,
although the overall traffic impacts remain generally unchanged between the
pre and post-development conditions, the City may wish to consider
signalization of this intersection as part of the DRI initiative.

The above analysis indicates that the mixed-use development results in impacts

at study area intersections that will be adequately addressed through signal timing

modifications, signal reactivation, and signalization of unsignalized intersections along

Clinton Avenue. lt is noted that a preliminary review of parcel boundaries indicates that

adequate ROW is available to construct the proposed improvements at the study area

intersections; however, traffic related concepts will be refined as the SEQRA and site

plan reviews progress in order to ensure that the adjacent properties are not adversely

impacted by the proposed improvements.
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Kingston, NY
Clinton Ave & John St
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Location: 41.934'134, -
74.017406
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Kingston, NY
Clinton Ave & John St
Thursday, May 9, 20'19
Location: 41.934134, -
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Thursday, May 9, 2019
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Kingston, NY
Clinton Ave & Main St
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Location: 41.933308, -
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Clinton Ave & Main St
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Location:41.933308, -
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Kingston, NY
Clinton Ave & Westbrook Lane
Thursday, May 9, 20 1 9
Location: 41.933942, -
74.017118
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Kingston, NY
Clinton Ave & Westbrook Lane
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Location: 41.933942, -
74.O17118
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Kingston, NY
Clinton Ave & Westbrook Lane
Thursday, May 9,2019
Location: 41.933942, -
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Kingston, NY
N.Front St & Fair St
Thursday, Maay 9,2019
Location: 41.935234, -
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Kingston, NY
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Thursday, Maay 9,2019
Location: 41.935234, -
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Kingston, NY
N.Front St & Fair St
Thursday, Maay 9, 2019
Location: 41.935234, -
74.019545
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Kingston, NY
N.Front St & Wall St
Thursday, May 9,2019
Location: 41.935165, -
74.020044

Start Time

N Front St

Eastbound

LJ-Tum Peds

N Front St

Weslbound

U-Tum Peds

Wall St

Northbound

TRAFFIC DATA

www.TSTData.com
1 84 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
61 0-466-1 469

Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995

T ng Movement Data

Total Thru

Count Name: N Front St & Wall
st
Site Code:
Start Date: 05/09/20'l I
Page No: 1

174

148

649

1250

1231

4

Thru Total Left Totalnt.

4:00 PM

4:15 PM

4:30 PM

4:45 PM

5:00 Pl,
5:15 PM

5:30 PM

143

144

168

145

Grand Total

0/6

Total %

vo

Buses

o/o Buses

Trucks

on Crosswalk
o/o gicycles on

Crosswalk

% Podestrians

1346 0 46 45 12 '18 5740 0 24 40

1427 27 54 0 9 54 6339 24 7

46 0 't0 46 1247 33 8015 4242 0

124S 22 7133 0 6 33 41 0 13 4'l

147 0 45 147 '180 91 49 271142 0 59 142

68 27 4 9539 0 13 39 44 0 14 44

40 0 10 40 59 0 8 59 44 8 76

'1045 5 5515 56 0 4 56

38 0 4 38 0 59 12 11 51

218,14 0 27 ls6 81 28 277154 0 42 154

0 0 0 U 0 0 0 0 0 0 I

405 0 72 405 377 172 77 54910'1296 0 296

100.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 68.7

324 0.0 13.830.2 43.923.723.7 0.0

295 0 29s 402 0 402 534367 't67

s97 99.7 s9.3 99.3 97.3 97.1 97.3

2I 0 0 0 0

03 0.3 0.0 0.0 1.20.3 0.5

I 120 0 0 3 0

00 0.0 0.7o.7 1.72.4

1 22

262.O 1.4

71 75

s86 97.498.0



Kingston, NY
N.Front St & Wall St
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Location: 4'1.9351 65, -
74.020044

Start Time

N Front St

Easlbound

U-Turn Peds

N Front St

Westbound

u-Turn Peds

Wall St

Nodhbound

TRI.ST :TE
TRAFFIC , DATA

www.TSTData.com
1 84 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
6'10-466-1469

Serving Transportation Professionals Since I 995

Turning ment Peak Hour Data (4 30 PM

Total Thru Total Left

Count Name: N Front St & Wall
st
Site Code:
Start Date: 05/09/2019
Page No: 3

Peds

168

178

666

0 935

Thru

4:30 PM

4:45 Pl,
5:00 PlVl

5:15

Total

Tolal Vo

PHF

o/o

Buses

% Buses

% Trucks

o/o Bicycles on

Pedestrians

98.6

657

3

0.9

1542 0 42 46 0 10 46 1247 80

0 6 33 41 0 13 41 1249 22 7'l
,I339 0 39 44 0 14 44 68 27 4 95

1040 0 40 59 0 8 59 44 32 8

154 1540 44 190 0 45 190 208 1'14 36 322
'100.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 64.6 35.4

23.'l 2310.0 2A.5 0.0 24.5 31.2 17.1 48.3

0.9170.917 0.000 0.8050.805 0.000 0.8470.765 0.864

153 't 530 190 0 ,t 90 314202 112

99.4 99.4 '100.0100.0 97.1 97.598.2

0 1 0 0 0 1 1 2

05 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.9 0.6

0 0 0 0 0 0 5 1

0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.9 '1.9

0 0 0

0.0 0.0 00

44 45 36
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Kingston, NY
N.Front St & Wall St
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Location: 41.935165, -
74.020044

TRI.ST.:TE
TRAFFIC ,/ . DATA

.. i

www.TSTData.com
1 84 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
61 0-466-1 469

Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995

Turning Movement Peak Hour Data Plot (4:30 PM)

Count Name: N Front St & Wall
St
Site Code:
Start Date: 05/09/2019
Page No:4
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Kingston, NY
Schwenk Dr & Fair St
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Location: 41 .93641 1, -
74.019825

Tobl

Turning Movement Data
Schwenk Dr

Eastbound

Schwenk Dr

Wostbound

Fair St

Northbound

Kingston Plaza

Southbound
Start
Time Left rhru Rish Till J- t:o +31;r Red rum s 

I

Len rhru Rish 
i3i .Y;" ":. +:1, Ler rnru Righ ?tll r:, t+ 131;r Red rurn s 

I

Len rhru Rish 
i{{ r:t ":, +El,

4:00 PM

4:15 PM

4130 PM

TRI-ST':TE
TRAFFIC DATA

www.TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
61 0-466-1469

Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995

Count Name: Schwenk Dr & Fair
St & Kingston Plaza
Site Code:
Start Date: 05/09/2019
Page No: 1

lnt.
Tota

I

5:00 PM

5:15 PM

5:30 PM

5:45 PM

1420

394

363

337

367

376

1479

342

Tobl

6:00 PM

Grand
Total 2839

2853

Approach
%

Buses

Trucks
0/6 Trucks

98.4

40

1.4

Bicycles
on

Crosswalk

% Bicycles
on

Crosswalk

Pedestrian

Pedeslrian
"/"

8946440'r143 100 46 2 7 o 55 2 1' 0 0 0 1 14 14I 22 7A 0 0 122

933221300'r40 0s86110575 10 9 0 1 0 2 20 101726750012A
96427903154 1432901255 17 16 0 2 0 4 35 11 20 a4 0 2 142

91242902130 051460761 714010222 1018305601124
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0000000 0000000 0000000 0000000
709 319 25 72 0 14 1125 4 386 38 50 0 59 478 63 100 't 10 0 13 174 93 139 315 575 0 8 1122

63.0 28 4 22 64 00 0.8 80.8 7.9 10.5 0.0 36.2 57.5 0.6 5.7 0.0 4.3 12.4 28.1 51.2 0.0
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TRI.ST ,TE

Kingston, NY
Schwenk Dr & Fair St
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Location: 41.936411, -
74.019825

Coatesville,

TRAFFIC DATA

www.TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd

Pennsyivania,
51 0-466-1

United States 19320
459

Count Name: Schwenk Dr & Fair
St & Kingston Plaza
Siie Code:
Start Date: 05/09/2019
Page No: 3

lnt.
Tota

I

Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1 995

Turning Movement Peak Hour Data (4:30 PM)
Schwenk Dr

Eastbound

Schwenk Dr

Westbound

Fair St

Northbound

Start
Time Len rhru Righ Tlnl : r* i3l;I Red iu- t 

I

Left Thru Rrtsh ion U- Ped Let rnru Rlgh ion
Rish App.

Tola
Rish

Tum s
U- Ped

Turn s

Kingsion Plaza

Southbound

App.
Tota Len rnru Rieh 

i{{ ,:; 
t:t +:1,

4:30 PM

4:45 PM

5:00 PM

5:15 Pl,

337

394

Total

Approach
o/.

Total %

PHF

vo

Buses

% Buses

Trucks

Bicycles
on

o/o Bicycles
on

Crosswelk

1484

fl81

D.942

98.5

1.5

0.1

Pedestrian

Pedestrian
vo

s

96427903154 'l 432901255 1716020435 1120278402142
o 51 4 0 7 61 7 14 0 1 o ) 22 1018306601124912a2902130

83421904135 1 57 3 7 0 11 68 1617010334 't3 15 29 73 0 1 '130

,t 36 6 6 o 6 49 5 15 2 0 1 23 't5 26 46 79 0 2 16698472900156
368 159 12 36 0 9 575 3 187 't5 2a 0 36 233 456216010114 49 79 132 302 0 6 562

64.0 27.7 2.1 6.3 0.0 1.3 80.3 6.4 12.0 0.0 395 544 09 53 00 8.7 14.1 23.5 s3.7 0.0

o2 126 10 19 00 157 01 7730 42 04 00 37.9s 3 5.3 8.9 20.4 0.038.724.A 10.7 0.8 2.4 0.0

0750 0820 0625 0778 0000 - 0857 0862 0912 0250 0750 0000 0 a14 0817 0760 0.717 0.899 0.000 0.846oj3 o.alo 0.42e 1.ooo oooo o 921

564362 156 11 35 0 232318615280 1144562160 55146 77 129 295 0

1000 995 100.0 100.0 996 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 939 375 977 99.0 98.098.4 98.1 91.7 97.2 98.1

1163110 000000 000000 1132330
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TRI.ST'iTE
TRAFFIC ' ioarA

Kingston, NY
Schwenk Dr & Fair St
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Location: 41.936411, -
74.019825

www.TSTData.com
1 84 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United Slates 19320
61 0-466-1 469

Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1 995

Turning Movement Peak Hour Data Plot (4:30 PM)

Count Name: Schwenk Dr & Fair
St & Kingston Plaza
Site Code:
Start Date: 05/09/2019
Page No:4
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l-sr,TR TE

Kingston,
Scwhenk
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Location: 4'1.934891, -
74.018129

Start Time

NY
Dr & Clinton Ave

Peds

TRAFFIC DATA

www.TSTData.com
1 84 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
61 0-466-1 469

Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1 995

Turning Movement D

Count Name: Scwhenk Dr &
Clinton Ave
Site Code:
Start Date:05/09/2019
Page No: 1

N Fronl Sl

Eastbound

Clinton Ave

Nodhbound

U-TumTotal Left Thru Peds Total Thru

Schwenk Dr

Southbound

U-Tum Peds

4:00 PM

4:15 PM

4:30 PM

4:45 PM

155

1299

1283

98.8

155

149

172

167

5:00 PM

5rl5 PM

5:30 PM

5:45 PM

% Bicycles on
Crosswalk

173

6:00 PM

o/o

Buses
0/6 Buses

Trucks

0/6 Trucks

on Crosswalk

11

0.8

Pedestrisns

% Pedestrians

0 0 10247 55 0 0 53 0 0 0 53

0 0 12347 76 0 0 44 0 0 0 44

0 0 46 55 0 0 101 54 0 0 0 54

3A o 0 o 380 0 49 62 0 0 111

0 o 189 244 0 0 437 189 0 0 0 189

5A 0 0 0 580 0 47 67 0 0 114

0 0 56 47 0 0 103 64 0 0 0 64

60 0 0 0 600 0 60 0 0 113

0 0 11156 55 0 0 50 0 0 0 50

o 0 ,12 225 0 0 141 232 0 0 0 232

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 40'l 477 0 a7a 421 0 0 0 421

45.7 54.3 0.0 '100.0 0.0 0.0

00 67.6309 36.7 0.0 32.4 0.0 0.0 32.4

0 398 474 0 872 411 4110 0

99.3 99.4 99.3 97.6

10 0 0 100 0 1 0

0.'10.0 o.2 2.4

0 0 0 00 0

o.7 0.4 0.6 0.0 0.0

o 0 0

0 0 0



rRr-sT .TE

Kingston, NY
Scwhenk Dr & Clinton Ave
Thursday, May 9,2019
Location:41.934891, -
74.018129

Stert Time
Peds

TRAFFIC DATA

www.TSTData.com
1 84 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
61 0-466-1 469

Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995

Movement Peak Hour Data (5:00 PM)

Count Name: Scwhenk Dr &
Clinton Ave
Site Code:
Start Date: O'l09l2o19
Page No: 3

N Front St

Eastbound

Clinton Ave

Northbound

u-Turn

Turning

Total Left Thru Peds Totsl Thru

Schwenk Dr

Southbound

U-Turn Total lnlPeds Tolal

5:00 PM

5:'15 PM

5:30 PM

5:45 PM

172

173

161

673Tot.l
o/o

Total o/o

Buses

Trucks

on Crosswalk
o/o Biclcles on

Crosswalk

% Pedestrians

0.973

99.1

o.7

0.1

0 o 11447 67 0 0 U 0 0 58

0 0 56 47 0 0 103 64 0 0 0 64

0 0 11353 60 0 0 0 0

0 0 11156 55 0 0 50 0 0 0 50

0 0 212 229 0 0 441 232 0 0 0 232

48.1 51.9 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0

00 3't 5 340 00 655 34.5 0.0 0.0 34.5

0.000 0.9670.946 0.854 0.000 0.9060.906 0.000 0.000

212 224 0 440 2)7 0 0 227

100.0 99.6 99.8 97.8 97.8

0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 5

0.0 0.0 0.0 2.2

0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0

0.0 0.4 0.2 0.0 0.0

0 0 0

0 0 0



Kingston,
Scwhenk

NY
Dr & Clinton Ave

TRI-ST,,iTE
TRAFFIC .DATA

www.TSTData.com
1 84 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
6'10-466-'1469

Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1 995

Turning Movement Peak Hour Data Plot (5:00 PM)

Count Name: Scwhenk Dr &
Clinton Ave
Site Code:
Start Date: 05/09/2019
Page No:4

Thursday, May 9,2019
Location:41.934891, -
74.018129
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Kingston, NY
Scwhenk Dr & Washington Ave
Thursday, May 9, 20'19
Location: 41.9364'l 6, -7 4.02551

TRI.ST .TE
TRAFFIC,' 'DATA

www.TSTData.com
1 84 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
61 0-466-1469

Serving Transportation Professionals Since'l 995

Turning Movement Data
Schwenk Dr

Weslbound

Washinglon Ave

Northbound

Count Name: Scwhenk Dr &
Washington Ave
Site Code:
Start Date: O5logl2019
Page No: 1

Washington Ave

Southbound

Lefr rnru Righ Ttll r: t* i3l;rRedrumsl

Hudey Av€

Eastbound
Start
Time Len Thru Rish Righ

lon ,H; '3'fit
4:00 PM

4:15 PM

4:30 Plil

4:45 PM

Lett rnru R,.eh Tinl f: r* i8l;r R€d rum s 
I

Len rhru R,rsh 

ii,i .:;" 
t:. +:1,

lnl.
Tota

I

683

7095:00 PII

5:15 PM

5:30 PM

Tet

Tobl

2715

683

2723

5440

5360

98.5

0.8

36

o.7

Grand
Total

Approach
o/o

o/.

oZ Buses

% Trucks

Bicycles
on

Crosswalk

% Bicycles
on

Crosswalk

Pedeslrian

0/6

Pedestrian

5438000092 25 4a 64 10 't 1 MA 13820 6 0 o 2 164 1180 145 35 0 0 271

5441100096 24 42 80 22 0 0 '168 251188000151 73 134 2A 17 0 0 252

5835000093 33 48 77 28 'r 0 187 15 125'tl 000'15'1 68 130 44 17 0 0 259

10659 46 1 o 0 o 2837722100158 17fiA8001173 65 130 35 16 0 2 246

225160 2 0 0 0 387 1T0 175 293 81 2 1 661 7752933003639 286 539 142 61 0 2 1028

52 32 0 0 0 o 84 3040965110218 161355000156 75 132 27 17 0 0 251

5336'r00090 2848683120177 231449300179 126 40 0 0 259

5244000096 2451622401161 2213414100171 66 135 28 26 0 2 255

3638000074 2455602100160 191357000161 74 120 21 16 0 1 231

193 150 'r O O 0 344 106 .191 246 1t7 s 1 746 8054835400667 288 513 116 79 0 3 996

0000000 0000000 0200002 0000000
418310 3 0 0 0 731 216 369 579 208 5 2 1377 157107s 68 4 0 3 1308 574 1052 258 140 0 5 2024

57.2 42.4 0.4 0.0 0.0 15.7 26.a 42.0 15.1 0.4 12.0 82.5 5.2 0.3 0.0 28.4 52.0 12.7 6.9 0.0

13.47.7 5.7 0.1 0.0 0.0 25.34.0 6.8 10.6 3.8 0.1 24.02.9 19.8 1.3 0.1 0.0 10.6 19.3 4.7 2.6 0.0

72441s306 3 0 0 213 365 572 204 5 1359 1290153 1067 66 4 0 13S562 1032 254 0 1987

993 987 100.0 cco 98.798.6 98.9 98.8 98.1 100.0 98.697.5 98.9 97.1 100.0 98.2

03000 1234230 732200 '10I 0 o 22
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Kingston, NY
Scwhenk Dr & Washington Ave
Thursday, May 9, 201 9
Location: 41.93641 6, -7 4.02551

Hurley Ave

Easlbound

TRI-57,"':TE
TRAFFIC , ,DATA

www.TSTData.com
1 84 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
61 0-466-1469

Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1 995

Count Name: Sorhenk Dr &
Washington Ave
Site Code:
Start Date: 05/09/2019
Page No: 3

Washington Ave

Southbound

Turning Moveme
Schw€nk Dr

Westbound

nt Peak Hour Data (a:30 PM)
Washingion Ave

Northbound

Start
Time Le' rhru Righ Tlnl : r* 131;I Red rurn 

" I

Left rhru Rrtsh 

i:{ ,Y;" 
t:t +:1, ren rrrru Rifh ili ,:;" t:' +ll, Len rnru Rifh 

[ii ,:;" ':'
App.
Tota

lnl.
Tota

I

4:30 PM

4:45 PM

5100 PM

5:15 Pi,

690

709

Total 2747

0 983

2745

Approach
vo

Total %

PHF

o/.

Buses
o/o Buses

% Trucks

Bicycles
on

Crosswalk
o/o Bicycles
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Crosswalk

985

22

0.8

o.7

Pedesl.ian

Pedestrian

o,/"
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Kingston, NY
Scwhenk Dr & Washington Ave
Thursday, May 9, 20'19
Localion: 41.936416, -74.02551

TRI-ST,'iTE
TRAFFTC .,'. lOern

www.TSTData.com
1 84 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
61 0-466-1469

Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1 995

Turning Movement Peak Hour Data Plot (4:30 PM)

Count Name: Soryhenk Dr &
Washington Ave
Site Code:
Start Date: 05/09/2019
Page No:4
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LOS Definitions

The following is an excerpt from the 2010 Hiqhwav Capacitv Manual (HCM).

Level of Service for Signalized lntersections

Level of Service (LOS) can be characterized for the entire intersection, each intersection
approach, and each lane group. Control delay alone is used to characterize LOS for the entire
intersection or an approach. Control delay and volume-to-capacity (v/c) ratio are used to
characterize LOS for a lane group. Delay quantifies the increase in travel time due to traffic
signal control. lt is also a surrogate measure of driver discomfort and fuel consumption. The
v/c ratio quantifies the degree to which a phase's capacity is utilized by a lane group. The
following paragraphs describe each LOS.

LOS A describes operations with a control delay of 10 s/veh or less and a v/c ratio no greater
than 1.0. This level is typically assigned when the v/c ratio is low and either progression is
exceptionally favorable or the cycle length is very short. lf it is due to favorable progression,
most vehicles arrive during the green indication and travel through the intersection without
stopping.

LOS B describes operations with control delay between 10 and 20 s/veh and a v/c ratio no
greater than 1.0. This level is typically assigned when the v/c ratio is low and either progression
is highly favorable or the cycle length is short. More vehicles stop than with LOS A.

LOS G describes operations with control delay between 20 and 35 s/veh and a v/c ratio no
greater than 1.0. This level is typically assigned when progression is favorable or the cycle
length is moderate. lndividual cycle failures (i.e., one or more queued vehicles are not able to
depart as a result of insufficient capacity during the cycle) may begin to appear at this level.
The number of vehicles stopping is significant, although many vehicles still pass through the
intersection without stoppi ng.

LOS D describes operations with control delay between 35 and 55 s/veh and a v/c ratio no
greater than 1.0. This level is typically assigned when the v/c ratio is high and either
progression is ineffective or the cycle length is long. Many vehicles stop and individual cycle
failures are noticeable.

LOS E describes operations with control delay between 55 and 80 s/veh and a v/c ratio no
greater than 1.0. This level is typically assigned when the v/c ratio is high, progression is
unfavorable, and the cycle length is long. lndividual cycle failures are frequent.

LOS F describes operations with control delay exceeding 80 s/veh or a v/c ratio greater than
1.0. This level is typically assigned when the v/c ratio is very high, progression is very poor, and
the cycle length is long. Most cycles fail to clear the queue.

A lane group can incur a delay less than 80 s/veh when the v/c ratio exceeds 1.0. This
condition typically occurs when the cycle length is short, the signal progression is favorable, or
both. As a result, both the delay and v/c ratio are considered when lane group LOS is
established. A ratio of 1.0 or more indicates that cycle capacity is fully utilized and represents
failure from a capacity perspective (just as delay in excess of 80 s/veh represents failure from a
delay perspective).



Level of Service Criteria for Unsignalized Intersections

Level of service (LOS) for Two-Way Stop-Controlled (TWSC) intersections is determined by the
computed or measured control delay. For motor vehicles, LOS is determined for each minor-
street movement (or shared movement) as well as major-street left turns by using criteria given
in Exhibit 19-1. LOS is not defined for the intersection as a whole or for major-street
approaches for three primary reasons: (a) major-street through vehicles are assumed to
experience zero delay; (b) the disproportionate number of major-street through vehicles at a
typical TWSC intersection skews the weighted average of all movements, resulting in a very low
overall average delay for all vehicles; and (c) the resulting low delay can mask important LOS
deficiencies for minor movements LOS F is assigned to the movement if the volume-to-
capacity (v/c) ratio for the movement exceeds 1.0, regardless of the control delay.

The LOS criteria for TWSC intersections are somewhat different from the criteria used in
Chapter 18 for signalized intersections, primarily because user perceptions differ among
transportation facility types. The expectation is that a signalized intersection is designed to
carry higher traffic volumes and will present greater delay than an unsignalized intersection.
Unsignalized intersections are also associated with more uncertainty for users, as delays are
less predictable than they are at signals, which can reduce users' delay tolerance.

The LOS criteria for All-Way Stop-Controlled (AWSC) intersections are given in Exhibit 20-2.
LOS F is assigned if the v/c ratio of a lane exceeds 1.0, regardless of the control delay. For
assessment of LOS at the approach and intersection levels, LOS is based solely on control
delay.

Exhibits 19-1120-2=
Level-of-Service Criteria for Stop Gontrolled lntersections

Control Delay (s/veh)
LOS by Volume-to-Gapacity Ratio

v/c < 1.0 vlc > 1.0

10.0 A F

>10.0 and < 15.0 B F

>15.0 and <25.0 c F

>25.0 and < 35.0 D F

>35.0 and < 50.0 E F

>50.0 F F



HCM 6th Signalized lntersection Summary
1 1 8-025 Bonura Kingston

1: Washington Ave & Hurley Ave/Schwenk Dr
2019 Existing-PM Peak

a
NBL

j
EBL EBT

\
EBR

{ {- \
WBL WBT WBR

t I JLt
Movement NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (veh/h)

Future Volume (veh/h)

lnitial Q (Qb), veh

Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT)

Parking Bus, Adj

Work Zone On Approach

Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln

Adj Flow Rate, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Percent Heavy Veh, %

Cap, veh/h

Arrive On Green

Sat Flow, veh/h

\
2 119

2 119

00
1.00 1.00

1.00 1.00

+t-
552
552

0

il
444

444

0

1.00

1.00

\
222

222

0

1.00

1.00

+T.
149

149

0

1.00

No

1 885

152
0.98

1

927

0.26

3620

+
173

173

0

1.00

No

1 885

177

0.98

1

390

0.21

1 885

It
71

71

0

1.00

1.00

1856

72

0.98

3

109

0.06

1767

36

36

0

1.00

1.00

t
281

281

0

1.00

1.00

1870

287

0.98

2

336

0.19

1781

t
518

518

0

I
216
216

0

1.00
'1.00

1 900

149

0.98

0

753

0.34
'1610

1885

227

0.98

1

428

0.12

1795

'1885

2

0.98

1

12

0.26

48

1885

121

0.98

I
482

0.07

1795

1 885

319

0,98

1

631

0.21

1 593

1.00

No

1870

563

0.98

2

743
0.22

3405

1.00

No

1870

529

0.98

2

645

0.34

1 870

1870

34

0.98

2

45

0.22

205

Grp Volume(v), veh/h

Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/ln

Q Serve(g-s), s

Cycle Q Clea(g-c), s

Prop ln Lane

Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h

V/C Ratio(X)

Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h

HCM Platoon Ratio

Upskeam Filte(l)
Uniform Delay (d), s/veh

lncr Delay (d2), s/veh

lnitial Q Delay(d3),s/veh

%ile BackOfQ(50%),veh/ln

Unsig. Movement Delay, s/veh

LnGrp Delay(d),s/veh

LnGrp LOS

22.0 21.3 27.1 18.0

CCCB
30.8 30.8 39.2 28.8 12,0

227

1795

7.2

7.2

1.00
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0.53
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1.00

1.00

19.4

1.0

0.0

3.0
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1791

2.5

2.5
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0.16
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1.00
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21.9

0.2

0.0

1,0
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1876

2.5
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0.16

619
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21.9

0.2

0.0

1.1

121

1795

3.9
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1.00

482
0.25
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1.00

1,00

21.1

0.3

0.0

1.6

390

0.45

696

1.00

1.00

26.3

0.8

0.0

2.8

319

1 593

11.5
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1.00

631

0.51

890

1.00

1.00

17.3

0.6

0.0

4.0
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1767
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3.0

1.00
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350

1.00

1.00

34.8

6.6

0.0

1.5

41.4

D

293

1777

11.7

11.7

388

0.76

586

1.00
'1.00

27.7

3.0

0.0

5.1

304

1833

11.8

11.8

0.11

400

0.76

605
'1.00

1.00

27.8

3.0

0.0

5.3

287

1781

11.8

1'1.8

1.00

336

0.85

494

1.00

1.00

29.7

9,5

0.0

5.7

529

1870

19.6

19.6

645

0.82

765

1.00

1.00

22.7

6.1

0.0

9.1

149

1610

4.1

4.1

1.00
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0.20

856

1.00

1.00

11.8

0.1

0.0

1.4

177

1885

6.2

6.2

20.4 22.0cc CCDCB
Approach Vol, veh/h

Approach Delay, s/veh

Approach LOS

Timer - Assiqned Phs

381

21.1

c

617

21.3

c

669

31.9

c

965

29.3

c

12345678
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s

Change Period (Y+Rc), s

Max Green Setting (Gmax), s

Max Q Clear Time (g-c+ll), s
Green Ext Time (p_c), s

lntersection Summary

19.3

5.0

21.0

13.8

0.5

21.5

5.0

25.0

13.8

2.8

10.5

5.0

9.0

5.9

0.1

9.7

5.0

15.0
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0.1

31.1

5.0

31.0

21.6

2.8

14.3
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11.0

9.2

0.1

20.7

5.0

28.0

13.5

1.9

24.4

5.0

25.0

4.5

0.7
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HCM 6th Signalized lntersection Summary
1 18-025 Bonura Kingston

2: Washington Ave & N. Front St
2019 Existing_PM Peak

Movement

j \
EBREBL

+
EBT

t +-a t r L I J
WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (veh/h)

Future Volume (veh/h)

lnitial Q (Qb), veh

Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT)

Parking Bus, Adj

Work Zone 0n Approach

AdjSat Flow, veh/h/ln

Adj Flow Rate, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Percent Heavy Veh, %

Cap, veh/h

Arrive On Green

Sat Flow, veh/h

o

I
0

0.99

1.00

35

35

0

0.98

1,00

15

15

0

1.00

1.00

{
289
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0

1.00

1.00

t
290

290
0

-l
287

287

0

Tt
97

97

0

t
209
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0

0.99

1.00

1 885

215
0.97

1

491

0.12

I 795

1.00

No

1885

100

0.97

I
738

0.43

1720

1885

8

0.97

I
(o

0.43

138

1885

36

0.97

1

118

0.23

206

-t
142
142

0

1.00

No

1885

146

0.97

1

358

0.23

1579

f
196

196

0

0.97

1,00

1 856

134

0.97

3

488

0.23

1 531

1 885

15

0.97

1

71

0.23

36

1.00

No

1885

296
0,97

1

420

0.23

1808

I
73

73

0

0.99

1.00

1 856

29

0.97

3

362

0.23

1 559

IT

133

133

0

1.00

1.00

1900

137

0.97

0

367

0.09

1810

1.00

No

1 856

299

0.97

3

751

0.41

1 856

1 900

210

0.97

0

840

0.41

1602

Grp Volume(v), veh/h

Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/ln

Q Serve(g_s), s

Cycle Q Clea(g_c), s

Prop ln Lane

Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h

V/C Ratio(X)

Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h

HCM Platoon Ratio

Upsheam Filte(l)
Uniform Delay (d), s/veh

lncr Delay (d2), s/veh

lnitial Q Delay(d3),s/veh

%ile BackOfQ(S0%),veh/ln

Unsig, Movement Delay, s/veh

LnGrp Delay(d),s/veh

LnGrp LOS

14.3 0.0 10.5 20.4 0.0 15.7
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215
1795

5.1

5,1

1.00

491

0.44

636
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13.7
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0.0
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0

0

0.0

0.0
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0.14
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0.0
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0.0
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0.0
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134
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1.00

15.4

0.3
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1 845
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0.05

491
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1.00
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1.4

0.0
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B
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1123
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0.0
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0

0

0.0

0.0

0

0

0.0

0.0
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1 559

0.9

0.9

1.00

362
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18.1

0.1
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0.3

18.2

0

0.00

0
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0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

1.3

22.6

c

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

BAB ABB
8.0

A

Approach Vol, veh/h

Approach Delay, s/veh

Approach LOS

Timer - Assioned Phs 12

323
't3.0

B
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18.4

B

340

22.2

c

8
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11.9

B

4 67
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s

Change Period (Y+Rc), s

Max Green Sefting (Gmax), s

Max Q Clear Time (g_c+ll), s
Green Ext Time (p_c), s

lntersection Summary

10.4

5,0

10.0

5.2

0.1

19.0

5.0

35.0

11.2

2.0

30.8

5.0

23.0

4.1

0.5

29.4

5.0

35.0
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2.6

12.1

5.0
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0.3
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5.0
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HCM 6th TWSC
1 1 8-025 Bonura Kingston

3: Frog Alley & N. Front St
2019 Existing_PM Peak

lntersection

lnt Delay, s/veh

Movement

2.7

EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Vol, veh/h 89

Future Vol, veh/h 89

Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0

Sign Control Free

RT Channelized

Storage Length

Veh in Median Storage, # -

Grade, %

Peak Hour Factor 90

Heavy Vehicles, % 0

Mvmt Flow 99

+
149 37

149 37

00
Free Free

- None

+
35 261

35 261

00
Free Free

+
2700082343
2700082343
0000000

Free Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop

None - -None - -None

9;
7

48

0

0

90

0

26

9;
0

I

9;
0

0

00
00
90 90 90 90 90

00000
166 41 39 290 30

- 16974
-0

90 90

00
00

Maior/Minor Maiorl Maior2 Minor2

Conflicting FlowAll
Stage 1

Stage 2

Critical Hdwy

Critical Hdwy Stg 1

Critical Hdwy Stg 2

Follow-up Hdwy

Pot Cap-1 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Platoon blocked, %

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver

Mov Cap-2 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

":

4.1

2.;
1251

1251_

4.1

- 2.2
- 1376

- 1376

WB

0 0207 0 0 768 788

383 383

385 405

6.4 6.5

5.4 5.5

5.4 5,5

3.5 4

373 326

694 616

692 602

305

62;.

3.363

723

723327

327

632

668

SB

0

0

0

0

Approach EB

HCM Control Delay, s 2.6

HCM LOS

0.8

Minorlane/MaiorMvmt EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBRSBLnI

11,8

B

Capacity (veh/h)

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Control Delay (s)

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 95th %tile Q(veh)

1251

0.079

8.1

A
0.3

1 376

0.028

7.7

A

0,1
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0.1 35
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0.5

;
A

;
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HCM 6th AWSC
1 1 8-025 Bon u ra Kingston

4: Wall St & N. Front St
2019 Existing_PM Peak

lntersection

lntersection Delay, s/veh

lntersection LOS

Movement

10.9

B

EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Vol, veh/h

Future Vol, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Heavy Vehicles, %

Mvmt Flow

Number of Lanes

Aooroach

+
154

154

0.93

1

166

I

+
200
200

0.93

0

215
1

Y
208
208

0.93

3

224
1

114

114

0.93

2

123

0

0

0

0

0.93

0

0

0

0

0

93

0

0

0

WB NB

Opposing Approach

Opposing Lanes

Conflicting Approach Left

Conflicting Lanes Left

Conflicting Approach Right

Conflicting Lanes Right

HCM Control Delay

HCM LOS

Lane

0

10.2

B

NBLn't EBLnI WBLnI

EB

1

NB

I

WB

1 0

EB

1

WB

1

11.9

B

0

NB

1

9.7

A

Vol Left, %

Vol Thru, %

Vol Right, %

Sign Control

Traffic Vol by Lane

LT Vol

Through Vol

RT Vol

Lane Flow Rate

Geometry Grp

Degree of Util (X)

Departure Headway (Hd)

Convergence, Y/N

cap
Service Time

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Control Delay

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 9Sth-tile Q

65%

\Yo

35Yo

Stop

322

208

0

114

346

I
0.461

4.793
Yes

748
2.855

0.463

11.9

B

2,4

0To

100%

lYo
Stop
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0

154

0

166

I
0.233

5.056

Yes

704

3132
0.236

9.7

A
0.9

0o/o

100%

00k

Stop
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0
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0

215
1

0,297
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HCM Unsignalized lntersection Capacity Analysis
1 1 8-025 Bonura Kinqston

5: Fair SUFair St Ext & N. Front St
2019 Existing_PM Peak

\j
EBL

{ +- \a t r r I J
Movement EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Sign Control

Traffic Volume (vph)

Future Volume (vph)

Peak Hour Factor

Hourly flow rate (vph)

Direction, Lane #

94

94

0.91

103

EB1

+tl
Stop

0

0

0.91

0

WB1

T.
Stop

166

166

0.91

182

Stop

0

0

0.91

0

\

WB2 SB1

174

174

0.91

191

35

35

0.91

38

11

11

0.91

12

0

0

0.91

0

0

0

0.9't

0

T*
Stop

0 105

0 105

0.91 0.91

0 115

34

34

0,91

37

Volume Total (vph)

Volume Left (vph)

Volume Right (vph)

Hadj(s)
Departure Headway (s)

Degree Utilization, x

Capacity (veh/h)

Control Delay (s)

Approach Delay (s)

Approach LOS

lntersection Summary

294
103

191

-0.31

4.4

0.36

793

9.8

9.8

A

38

38

0

0.50

5.7

0.06

610

7.8

8.7

A

194

0

12

-0.04

5.1

0.28

677

8.8

152
0

37

-0.12

5.0

0.21

666

9.3

9.3

A

Delay

Level of Service

lntersection Capacity Utilization

Analysis Period (min)

9.3

A
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ICU Level of Service A
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HCM 6th AWSC
1 18-025 Bonura Kinqston

6. Fair St ExUKingston Plaza & Schwenk Dr
2019 Existing_PM Peak

lntersection

lntersection Delay, s/veh

lntersection LOS

Movement

36.4

E

EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Vol, veh/h

Future Vol, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Heavy Vehicles, %

Mvmt Flow

Number of Lanes

Approach

\
367

367

0.94

2

390

1

EB

+
173

173

0.94

2

184

I

f
48

48

0.94

4

51

1

6F
187

187

0.94

0

199

1

45

45

0.94

0

48

0

\
53
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0.94

6

56

I

SB

+
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0.94

2

84

1

f
434
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0.94

1

462
1

+
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62

.94

0

66

1

0

8

I
0.94

0

I
0

43

43

0.94

0

46

0

3

3

94

0

3

0

0

NBWB

Opposing Approach

Opposing Lanes

Conflicting Approach Left

Conflicting Lanes Left

Confl icting Approach Right

Conflicting Lanes Right

HCM Control Delay

HCM LOS

Lane NBLnI EBLnI

SB

3

EB

3

WB

I
18

c

EB

3

NB

1

SB

3

26.2

D

WB

1

SB

3

NB

I
38.4

E

NB

1

WB

1

EB

3

42.3

E

EBLn2 EBLn3 WBLnI SBLnI SBLn2 SBLn3

100% 0% 1Yo

0% 100To 0To

lYo 0o/o 100Y0

Stop Stop Stop

53 79 434

5300
0790
00434

56 84 462
777

0.134 0.186 0.929

8.57 7.985 7.247

Yes Yes Yes

421 452 503

6.27 5.685 4.947

0.133 0.186 0.918

12.6 12.5 51,3

BBF
0.5 0.7 11.1

39% 100% \Yo

540/o 0o/o 1000/o

7To jYo 0o/o

Stop Stop Stop

115 367 173

45 367 0

62 0 173

800
122 390 184

877
0.342 0.908 0.402
0.053 8.37 7.856

Yes Yes Yes

357 433 458

7.83 6.124 5.609

0.342 0.901 0.402
18 52.6 15.8

cFc
'1.5 9,9 1.9

0To

\Yo

100%

Stop

48

0

0

48

51

7

0.102
7.171

Yes

499

4.924
0.102

10.7

B

0.3

1Yo

80%

19Yo

Stop

233

3

187

43

248
8

0.628

9121
Yes

397

6.89

0.625

26.2

D

4.1

Vol Left, %

VolThru, %

Vol Right, %

Sign Control

Traflic Vol by Lane

LT Vol

Through Vol

RT Vol

Lane Flow Rate

Geometry Grp

Degree of Util (X)

Departure Headway (Hd)

Convergence, Y/N

cap
Service Time

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Conkol Delay

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 9Sth-tile Q
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HCM 6th TWSC
I 18-025 Bonura Kinqston

7. Clinton Ave/N. Front Street & Schwenk Drive
2019 Existing_PM Peak

lntersection

lnt Delay, s/veh

Movement

4.7

WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT

Lane Configurations Y
Traffic Vol, veh/h 234
Future Vol, veh/h 234
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0

Sign Control Stop

RT Channelized

Storage Length 0

Veh in Median Storage, # 0

Grade, % 0

Peak Hour Factor 97

Heavy Vehicles, % 2

Mvmt Flow 241

0-
0

97 97

00
219 240

97

0

0

0

0

0

Stop

None

g;
0

0

Tt
212 233
212 233

00
Free Free

- None

00
00
00

Stop Stop
- None

6979

0

97

0

0

Maior/Minor Minorl Maiorl

Conflicting Flow All

Stage 1

Stage 2

Critical Hdwy

Critical Hdwy Stg 1

Critical Hdwy Stg 2

Follow-up Hdwy

Pot Cap-1 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Platoon blocked, %

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver

Mov Cap-2 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Approach

33900

6.2

3.3

708

339

339

0

6.42

5.42

3.518

657

722

657 708

657

722---

WB NB

HCM Control Delay, s 13.6

HCM LOS B

Minor Lane/Maior Mvmt NBT NBRWBLnI

0

Capacity (veh/h)

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Control Delay (s)

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 95th %tile Q(veh)

657

0.367

13.6

B
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HCM Unsignalized lntersection Capacity Analysis
1 18-025 Bonura Kinoston

8: Clinton Ave & John St
2019 Existing_PM Peak

j \a tl J
EBL EBR NBL NBT SBT SBRMovement

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (veh/h)

Future Volume (Veh/h)

Sign Control

Grade

Peak Hour Factor

Hourly flow rate (vph)

Pedestrians

Lane Width (ft)

Walking Speed (fUs)

Percent Blockage

Right turn flare (veh)

Median type

Median storage veh)

Upstream signal (ft)

pX, platoon unblocked

vC, conflicting volume

vCl, stage 1 confvol
vC2, stage 2 conf vol

vCu, unblocked vol

tC, single (s)

tC, 2 stage (s)

tF (s)

p0 queue free %

cM capacity (veh/h)

709 257 257

257

4.1

3.5

92

402

3.3

81

782

2.2

100

131 6

Y
30

30

Stop

0o/o

0.92

33

3

12.0

3.5

0

139

139

-t
415

415

Free

lYo
0.92

451

0.92

151

0

0

0.92

0

t.234 0

234 0

Free

0o/o

0.92 0.92

254 0

1

12.0

3.5

0

NoneNone

257

6.2

709

6.4

Direction Lane # EB1 NB1 SB1

Volume Total

Volume Left

Volume Right

cSH

Volume to Capacity

Queue Length 95th (ft)

Control Delay (s)

Lane LOS

Approach Delay (s)

Approach LOS

lntersection Summary

0.0 0.0

184

33

151

669

0.28

28

12.4

B

12,4

B

451

0

0

1316

0.00

0

0.0

254
0

0

1700

0,15

0

0.0

Average Delay

lntersection Capacity Utilization

Analysis Period (min)

2.6

38.7Yo

15

ICU Levelof Service A
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HCM Unsignalized lntersection Capacity Analysis
1 1 8-025 Bonura Kingston

9: Clinton Ave & Westbrook Ln
2019 Existing_PM Peak

Movement

\
WBR

t Lt{ t
WBL NBT NBR SBL SBT

Lane Configurations

Sign Control

Traffic Volume (vph)

Future Volume (vph)

Peak Hour Factor

Hourly flow rate (vph)

217

217

0.94

231

40

40

0.94

43

I'i

Stop

216
216

0.94

230

ir

66

66

0,94

70

T.
Stop

349

349

0.94

371

.t
Stop

333

333

0.94

354

Direction Lane # WB1 WB2 NB1 SB1

Volume Total (vph)

Volume Left (vph)

Volume Right (vph)

Hadj(s)
Departure Headway (s)

Degree Utilization, x

Capacity (veh/h)

Control Delay (s)

Approach Delay (s)

Approach LOS

lntersection Summary

230
230

0

0.52

7,7

0.49

456

16.6

14.8

B

397

43

0

0.05

6.0

0.66

576

19.8

19.8

c

70 602

00
70 231

-0.67 -0.20

6.4 5.5

0.13 0.91

535 646

9.2 39.9
100

E

Delay

Level of Service

lntersection Capacity Utilization

Analysis Period (min)

28.0

D

69.8%

15

ICU Level of Service c

Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP
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HCM 6th TWSC
1 1 8-025 Bonura Kinqston

10: Clinton Ave & Main St
2019 Existing_PM Peak

lntersection

lnt Delay, s/veh

Movement

7.1

EBL EBR NBL NBT SBT SBR

-l 1'
0 145 566 510 39

0 145 566 510 39

8290029
Stop Free Free Stop Stop

None -None -None

00
00

96 96 96 96 96

01115
0 151 590 531 41

Maiorl Minor2

Lane Configurations

Traffic Vol, veh/h 0

Future Vol, veh/h 0

Conflicting Peds, #/hr 15

Sign Conhol Stop

RT Channelized

Storage Length

Veh in Median Storage, # 2

Grade, % 0

Peak Hour Factor 96

Heavy Vehicles, % 0

Mvmt Flow 0

Maior/Minor

Conflicting Flow All

Stage 1

Stage 2

Critical Hdwy

Critical Hdwy Stg 1

Critical Hdwy Stg 2

Follow-up Hdwy

Pot Cap-1 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Platoon blocked, %

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver

Mov Cap-2 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Approach

29

4.11

1547

0 921
-29
- 892
- 6.51

- 5.51

- 4.009
- -272

- -362

58

62;_

3.345

1 000

946

2.209
1 591

0

0

0

0

SBNB

HCM Conkol Delay, s

HCM LOS

1.5 14.4

B

Minor Lane/Maior Mvmt NBL NBT SBLnI

Capacity (veh/h)

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Control Delay (s)

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 95th %tile Q(veh)

Notes

1547

0.098

7.6

A
0.3

- 946
- 0.605

0 14.4

AB
- 4.2

-: Volume exceeds capacity $: Delay exceeds 300s +: Computation Not Defined *: 
AII major volume in platoon

Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP
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HCM 6th Signalized lntersection Summary
1 1 8-025 Bonura Kinqston

1: Washington Ave & Hurley Ave/Schwenk Dr
2025 No-Build PM Peak

j
EBL

+
EBT

a
NBL

\{ +*

EBR WBL WBT WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

t JtLt
Movement

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (veh/h)

Future Volume (veh/h)

lnitial Q (Qb), veh

Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT)

Parking Bus, Adj

Work Zone On Approach

Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln

Adj Flow Rate, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Percent Heavy Veh, %

Cap, veh/h

Anive 0n Green

Sat Flow. veh/h

{
243
243

0

1.00

1.00

t
583

583

0

if
500

500

0

1.00

1.00

t
250

250

0

1,00

1.00 1.00

No

1870

635

0.98

2

772

0.23

3401

+T-
169

169

0

1.00

No

1 885

172

0.98

I
973

0.27

3626

I'|

134

134

0

1,00

1.00

1885

137

0.98

1

492
0.08

1795

+
196

196

0

1.00

No

1 885

200

0.98

1

421

0.22

1 885

t
80

80

0

1.00

1.00

1 856

82

0.98

3

106

0.06

1767

+T'
622
622

0

\
316

316

0

1.00

1.00

1 870

322
0.98

2

360

0.20

1781

2

2

0

1.00

1.00

41

41

0

1.00

1,00

1 885

255

0.98

1

413

0.12

1 795

1 885

2

0.98

1

11

0.27

42

1 885

376

0.98

1

678

0.22

1 593

1870

39

0.98

2

47

0.23

209

1.00

No

1 870

595

0.98

2

690

0.37

1 870

1 900

177

0.98

0

793

0.37

1610

Grp Volume(v), veh/h

Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/ln

Q Serve(g_s), s

Cycle Q Clea(g_c), s

Prop ln Lane

Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h

V/C Ratio(X)

Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h

HCM Platoon Ratio

Upskeam Filte(l)
Uniform Delay (d), s/veh

lncr Delay (d2), s/veh

lnitial Q Delay(d3),s/veh

%ile BackOfQ(S0%),veh/ln

Unsig. Movement Delay, s/veh

LnGrp Delay(d),s/veh

LnGrp LOS

255

1 795

9.5

9.5

1,00

413

0.62

413

1.00

1.00

22.1

2.8

0.0

4.2

481

0.18

502
1.00

1.00

25.0

0.2

0.0

1,4

89

1877

3.3

3.3

0.02

504

0.18

526
1.00

1.00

25.0

0.2

0,0

1.4

137

1 795

5,1

5.1

1.00

492
0.28

533

1.00

1.00

23.6

0.3

0.0

2.2

421

0.48

592
't.00

1.00

30.1

0.8

0.0

3.8

376

1 593

15.8

15.8

1.00

678

0.55

823

1.00

1.00

19.3

0.7

0.0

5.7

82

1767

4.1

4.1

1.00

106

0.77

297

1.00

1.00

41.3

11.1

0.0

2.1

331

1777

15.8

15.8

403

0,82

498

1.00

1,00

32.7

8.8

0.0

7.6

343

1 833

15.8

15.8

0.11

416

0.82

514
1.00

1.00

32.8

8.7

322
1781

15.7

15.7
'1.00

360

0.89

420

1.00

1.00

34.6

19.1

0.0

8.6

53.8

D

595

1 870

26.2

26.2

690

0.86

690

1.00

1.00

26.0

10.9

0.0

13.2

177

1 610

5.6

5.6

1.00

793

0.22

793

1.00

1.00

12.9

0.1

0.0

2.0

13.0

200

1885

8.2

8.2

85

1791

3.2

3.2

0.0

7.9

24.9 25.2 25.2 23,9 30.9 20.0 52.4 41.5 41,4 36.9

DCCCCCBDDD
Approach Vol, veh/h

Approach Delay, s/veh

Approach LOS

Timer - Assioned Phs

429

25.0

C

2

713
23.8

c

5

756

42.7

D

1094

38.0

D

34 678
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s

Change Period (Y+Rc), s

Max Green Setting (Gmax), s

Max Q Clear Time (g_c+ll), s
Green Ext Time (p_c), s

lntersection Summary

23.0

5.0

21.0

17.7

0.3

25.2

5.0

25.0

17.8

2.4

2.0

5.0

9.0

7.1

0.1

28.9

5.0

25.0

5.3

0.8

10.4

5.0

15.0

6.1

0.1

37.9

5.0

31.0

28.2

1.2

16.0

5.0

1 1.0

11.5

0.0

24.9

5.0

28.0

17.8

1.9

HCM 6th Ctrl Delay

HCM 6th LOS

33.9

c
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HCM 6th Signalized lntersection Summary
1 18-025 Bonura Kinqston

2: Washington Ave & N. Front St
2025 No-Build PM Peak

Movement

a
NBL

{\j
EBL EBT EBR WBL

+-

WBT WBR

t r rl J
NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (veh/h)

Future Volume (veh/h)

lnitial Q (Qb), veh

Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT)

Parking Bus, Adj

Work Zone On Approach

Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln

Adj Flow Rate, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Percent Heavy Veh, %

Cap, veh/h

Arrive On Green

Sat Flow. veh/h

10

10

0

0.99

1.00

39

39

0

0.98

1.00

17

17

0

1.00

1.00

t
235
235

0

0.99

1.00

T.
110

110

0

-f
161

161

0

f
221

221

0

0.97

1.00

I
82

82

0

0.99

1.00

TI

150

150

0

1.00

1.00

(
325
325

0

1.00

1.00

f
327

327

0

-T

323
323

0

1 885

242
0.97

1

471

0.13

1 795

1.00

No

1 885

113

0.97

1

731

0.42

1721

1885

I
0.97

1

58

0,42

137

1.00

No

1885

166

0.97

1

337

0.22

1562

1 856

160

0.97

3

468

0.22

1529

1 885

18

0.97

1

70

0.25

41

1.00

No

1 885

333

0.97

I
452

0.25

1794

1856

39

0.97

3

393

0.25

1 560

1900

155

0.97

0

352
0.09

1810

1.00

No

1 856

337

0.97

3

776
0.42

1 856

1 900

247

0.97

0

880

0.42

1602

1 885

40

0.97

1

114

0.22

214

Grp Volume(v), veh/h

Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/ln

Q Serve(g_s), s

Cycle Q Clea(g_c), s

Prop ln Lane

Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h

V/C Ratio(X)

Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h

HCM Platoon Ratio

Upstream Filte(l)
Uniform Delay (d), s/veh

lncr Delay (d2), s/veh

lnitial Q Delay(d3),s/veh

%ile BackOfQ(S0%),veh/ln

Unsig. Movement Delay, s/veh

LnGrp Delay(d),s/veh

LnGrp LOS

0

0

0.0

0.0

0

0

0.0

0.0

0

0

0.0

0.0

242

1 795

6.2

6.2

1.00

471

0.51

574

1.00

1.00

15.0

0.9

0.0

2.4

15.8

B

122
1 858

2.6

2.6

0.07

789

0.15

789

1.00

1,00

11.3

0.1

0,0

1,0

206

1776

1.4

6.3

0.19

451

0.46

700

1.00

1.00

22.0

0.7

0.0

2.6

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0,0

0.0

0.0

160

1529

5.2

5.2

1.00

468

0.34

690

1.00

1.00

17.2

0,4

0.0

1.7

351

1 834

2.2

11.1

0.05

521

0.67

1 048

1.00

1.00

21.9

1.5

0.0

4.7

23.5

C

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

39

1 560

1.2

1.2

1.00

393

0.10

857

1.00

1.00

18.3

0.1

0.0

0.4

155

1810

3.8

3.8

1.00

352
0.44

477

1.00

1.00

15.4

0.9

0.0

1.5

776
0.43

'1019

1.00

1.00

13.2

0.4

0.0

3.1

247

1602

5.2

5.2

1.00

880

0.28

1 090

1.00

1.00

7.7

0.2

0.0

1.5

337

1 856

8.2

8.2

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

A
11.4 22.7 0,0 17.7 0.0

A

18.4 16.2 13.6 7.8

BCAB BBBA
Approach Vol, veh/h

Approach Delay, s/veh

Approach LOS

Timer - Assigned Phs

364

14.3

B

390

22.9

c

366

20.5

C

739

12.2

B

12 74 6 8

Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s

Change Period (Y+Rc), s

Max Green Setting (Gmax), s

Max Q Clear Time (g_c+|1), s

Green Ext Time (p_c), s

lntersection Summary

10.6

5.0

10.0

5.8

0.1

21.0

5.0

35.0

13.1

2.3

32.1

5.0

23.0

4.6

0.5

31.7

5.0

35.0

10.2

3.0

18.8

5.0

23.0

8.3

1.5

13.3

5.0

12.0

8.2

0.3

HCM 6th Ctrl Delay

HCM 6th LOS

16.5

B
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HCM 6th TWSC
1 18-025 Bonura Kingston

3: Frog Alley & N. Front St
2025 No-Build PM Peak

lntersection

2.9

EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

lnt Delay, s/veh

Movement

Lane Configurations

Traffic Vol, veh/h 100

Future Vol, veh/h 100

Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0

Sign Control Free

RT Channelized

Storage Length

Veh in Median Storage, # -

Grade, %

Peak Hour Factor 90

Heavy Vehicles, % 0

Mvmt Flow 111

+
163 42

163 42

00
Free Free

- None

+
295 30

295 30

00
Free Free

- None

39

39

0

Free

I
o

0

Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop
- -None - -None

0

0

0

0

0

0

90

0

0

0

0

0

+
26 48

26 48

00

9;
7

53

;
0

90

0

29

6970 0 -1
0-0
90 90 90 90 90 90

000000
181 47 43 328 33 0

;
0

90

0

0

90

Minor2

0

10

Maior/Minor Maiorl Maior2

Conflicting Flow All

Stage 1

Stage 2

Critical Hdwy

Critical Hdwy Stg 't

Critical Hdwy Stg 2

Follow-up Hdwy

Pot Cap-1 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Platoon blocked, %

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver

Mov Cap-2 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

361

4;

2.2

1209

1 209

4.1

- 2.2
- 1352

- 1352

WB

0 0228 0 0 858

431

427

6.4

5.4

5.4

3.5

330

660

662

881

431

450

6.5

5.5

5.5

4

288

586

575

*:

6.27

3.36;
uu1

283
283

590

636

SB

0

0

0

0

687

Aooroach EB

HCM ControlDelay, s 2.7

HCM LOS

0.8 12.7

B

Minor Lane/Maior Mvmt EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR SBLnI

Capacity (veh/h)

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Control Delay (s)

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 95th %tile Q(veh)

1209

0.092

8,3

A

0.3

1352

0.032

7.8

A
0.1

561

0.164

12.7

B

0.6

0

A

0

A
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HCM 6th AWSC
1 1 8-025 Bonu ra Kinoston

4: Wall St & N. Front St
2025 No-Build_PM Peak

lntersection

lntersection Delay, s/veh

lntersection LOS

Movement

12.3

B

EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Vol, veh/h

Future Vol, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Heavy Vehicles, %

Mvmt Flow

Number of Lanes

Approach

+
174

174

0.93

I
187

1

EB

+
226
226

0.93

0

243
1

0

0

0.93

0

0

0

128

128

0.93

2
'138

0

0

0

0.93

0

0

0

Y
234
234

0.93

3

252
I

NBWB

Opposing Approach

Opposing Lanes

Conflicting Approach Left

Conflicting Lanes Left

Conflicting Approach Right

Conflicting Lanes Right

HCM Control Delay

HCM LOS

Lane

0

11.1

B

NBLnI EBLnI WBLn't

WB

1

EB

I
NB

I0

NB

1

10.4

B

0

EB

I
WB

I
13.9

B

Vol Left, %

Vol Thru, %

VolRight, %

Sign Control

Traffic Vol by Lane

LT Vol

Through Vol

RT Vol

Lane Flow Rate

Geometry Grp

Degree of Util (X)

Departure Headway (Hd)

Convergence, Y/N

cap
Service Time

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Control Delay

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 9Sth-tile Q

65%

0o/o

350/o

Stop

362
234

0

128

389

1

0.544

5.033

Yes

720
3.033

0.54

13.9

B

3.3

lYo
100%

0o/o

Stop

174

0

174

0

187

1

0.277

5.336

Yes

674
3.367

0.277

10.4

B

1.1

jYo

100%

0o/o

Stop

226

0

226
0

243
1

0.354

5.24

Yes

688

3.268

0.353

11.1

B

1.6
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HCM Unsignalized lntersection Capacity Analysis
1 1 8-025 Bonura Kinqston

5: Fair SUFair St Ext & N. Front St
2025 No-Buid PM Peak

{\,

EBL EBR WBL

ts\

WBT WBR

a r
NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

t JL I
Movement EBT

Lane Configurations

Sign Control

Traffic Volume (vph)

Future Volume (vph)

Peak Hour Factor

Hourly flow rate (vph)

Direction, Lane #

\
197

197

0.91

216

EB1 WB1 WB2 SB1

106

106

0.91

116

39

39

0.91

43

12

12

0.91

13

0

0

0.91

0

0

0

0,91

0

+
Stop

0

0

0.91

0

t.
Stop

188

188

0.91

207

Stop

0

0

0.91

0

T.
Stop

118

118

0.91

130

38

38

0.91

42

0

0

0.91

0

Volume Total (vph)

Volume Left (vph)

Volume Right (vph)

Hadj (s)

Departure Headway (s)

Degree Utilization, x

Capacity (veh/h)

Control Delay (s)

Approach Delay (s)

Approach LOS

lntersection Summary

332
116

216
-0.31

4.5

0.42

763

10,7

10.7

B

220
0

13

-0.04

5,2

0.32

661

9.5

172
0

42
-0.12

5.1

0.25

631

9.8

9.8

A

43

43

0

0.50

5.8

0.07

596

8.0

9.2

A

Delay

Level of Service

lntersection Capaci$ Utilization

Analysis Period (min)

10.0

A
53.8%

15

ICU Level of Service A

Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP

2025 No-Build.syn

Synchro 10 Report

Page 1



HCM 6th AWSC
1 18-025 Bonura Kingston

6: Fair St Ext/Kingston Plaza & Schwenk Dr
2025 No-Build_PM Peak

lntersection

lntersection Delay, s/veh

lntersection LOS

Movement

60.1

F

EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Vol, veh/h

Future Vol, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Heavy Vehicles, %

Mvmt Flow

Number of Lanes

Aooroach

\
414

414

0.94

2

440

1

EB

+
196

196

0.94

2

209

1

if
54

54

0.94

4

57

1

#
212

212

0.94

0

226
1

+++

70

70

0.94

0

74

1

I
9

0.94

0

10

0

\
61

61

0.94

o

65

1

if
489

489

0.94

1

520

1

t
89

89

94

2

95

1

0.

SB

0

3

3

0.94

0

3

0

WB

49 51

49 51

94 0.94

00
52 54

00
NB

Opposing Approach

Opposing Lanes

Confl icting Approach Left

Conflicting Lanes Left

Conflicting Approach Right

Conflicting Lanes Right

HCM Control Delay

HCM LOS

Lane

WB

1

SB

3

NB

1

62.8

F

SB

3

EB

3

WB

1

20.9

c

NBLnI EBLnI EBLn2 EBLn3 WBLnI SBLnI SBLn2 SBLn3

EB

3

NB

1

SB

3

36

E

NB

1

WB

I
EB

3

75.2

F

Vol Left, %

VolThru, %

VolRight, %

Sign Control

Traffic Vol by Lane

LT Vol

Through Vol

RT Vol

Lane Flow Rate

Geometry Grp

Degree of Util (X)

Departure Headway (Hd)

Convergence, Y/N

cap
Service Time

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Control Delay

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 9Sth-tile Q

39%

54Yo

7Yo

Stop

130

51

70

9

138

I
0.402

11.004

Yes

329
8.704
0.419

20.9

c
1.9

100%
jYo

lYo
Stop

414

414

0

0

440

7

1.055

8.984

Yes

405

6.684

1.086

90.5

F

14

0o/o

100Yo

0%

Stop

196

0

196

0

209
7

0.469

8.466

Yes

427

6,166

0.489

18.4

c
2.4

}Yo

0o/o

100%

Stop

54

0

0

54

57

7

0.118

7.776
Yes

464

5.476
0.123

11.5

B

0.4

19/o

80%

19To

Stop

264

3

212
49

281

I
0.738

9.922
Yes

368

7.622
0.764

36

E

5,7

100%

0o/o

lYo
Stop

61

61

0

0

65

7

0.157

9.033

Yes

400

6.733

0.1 63

13.4

B

0.6

}Yo

100Y0

0%

Stop

89

0

89

0

95

7

0.214
8.445

Yes

428

6.145

0.222
13.4

B

0.8

0o/o

l%o

100%

Stop

489

0

0

489

520

7

1.086

7.703
Yes

473

5.403

1.099

94.1

F

16.5
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HCM 6th TWSC
1 1 8-025 Bonura Kingston

7: Clinton Ave/N. Front Street & Schwenk Drive
2025 No-Build PM Peak

lntersection

lnt Delay, s/veh

Movement

5.3

WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT

Lane Configurations Y T.
Traffic Vol, veh/h 266 0 240 264 0 0

Future Vol, veh/h 266 0 240 264 0 0

ConflictingPeds,#/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0

Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Stop Stop

RT Channelized - None - None - None

Storage Length 0 -

VehinMedianStorage,# 0 - 0 -16979

Grade,To 0 0 0

Peak Hour Factor 97 97 97 97 97 97

HeavyVehicles,% 2 0 0 0 0 0

Mvmt Flow 274 0 247 272 0 0

Maior/Minor Minorl Maiorl

Conflicting Flow All

Stage 1

Stage 2

Critical Hdwy

Critical Hdwy Stg 1

Critical Hdwy Stg 2

Follow-up Hdwy

Pot Cap-1 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Platoon blocked, %

Mov Cap-'l Maneuver

Mov Cap-2 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Approach

383 383

383

0

6.42 6.2

5.42

3.5'18 3.3

620 669

689

620 669

620

*:._

WB NB

00

HCM Control Delay, s 15.3

HCM LOS C

0

Minor Lane/Mator Mvmt NBT NBRWBLnI

Capacity (veh/h)

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Conhol Delay (s)

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 95th %tile Q(veh)

620

0.442
15.3

c
2.3

Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP
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HCM Unsignalized lntersection Capacity Analysis
1 18-025 Bonura Kinqston

8: Clinton Ave & John St
2025 No-Build_PM Peak

\i
EBL

\ I
EBR NBL NBT SBT SBR

t I
Movement

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (veh/h)

Future Volume (Veh/h)

Sign Conhol

Grade

Peak Hour Factor

Hourly flow rate (vph)

Pedestrians

Lane Width (ft)

Walking Speed (fVs)

Percent Blockage

Right turn flare (veh)

Median type

Median storage veh)

Upsheam signal (ft)

pX, platoon unblocked

vC, conflicting volume

vCl, stage 1 confvol
vC2, stage 2 conf vol

vCu, unblocked vol

tC, single (s)

tC, 2 stage (s)

tF (s)

p0 queue free %

cM capacity (veh/h)

Direction, Lane #

158

158

0.92

172

292
6.2

3.3

77

747

292
4.1

2.2

100

1278

NB1 SB1

None None

Y
34

34

Stop

00k

0.92

37

3

12.0

3.5

0

-l
470

470

Free

0To

0.92

511

0

0

0

0

0.92

0

t"
266

266

Free

0o/o

0.92

289

1

12.0

3.5

0

0.92

0

804 292 292

804

6.4

3.5

90

354

EB1

Volume Total

Volume Left

Volume Right

cSH

Volume to Capacity

Queue Length 95th (ft)

Control Delay (s)

Lane LOS

Approach Delay (s)

Approach LOS

lntersection Summary

0.0 0.0

209

37

172
624

0.33

37

13.6

B

13.6

B

511

0

0

1278

0.00

0

0.0

289

0

0

1700

0.17

0

0.0

Average Delay

lntersection Capacity Utilization

Analysis Period (min)

2.8

43.0o/o

15

ICU Level of Service A
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HCM Unsignalized lntersection Capacity Analysis
1 18-025 Bonura Kingston

9: Clinton Ave & Westbrook Ln
2025 No-Build PM Peak

Movement

t t t t Ll
WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT

Lane Configurations

Sign Conhol

Traffic Volume (vph)

Future Volume (vph)

Peak Hour Factor

Hourly flow rate (vph)

ll
Stop

243
243

0.94

259

WB1

74

74

0.94

79

WB2

T"
Stop

396

396

0.94

421

NB1

244

244
0.94

260

SB1

I -f
Stop

45 378

45 378

0.94 0.94

48 402

Direction Lane #

Volume Total (vph)

Volume Left (vph)

Volume Right (vph)

Hadj(s)
Departure Headway (s)

Degree Utilization, x

Capacity (veh/h)

Control Delay (s)

Approach Delay (s)

Approach LOS

lntersection Summary

259
259

0

0.52

7.8

0.56

441

19.2

17.0

c

79

0

79

-0.67

6.6

0.15

525
9.6

681

0

260
-0.20

5.8

1.09

628

85.5

85.5

F

450

48

0

0.05

6.2

0.77

573

26.9

26.9

D

Delay

Level of Service

lntersection Capacity Utilization

Analysis Period (min)

51.8

F

77.7To

15

ICU Levelof Service D

Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP
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HCM 6th TWSC
1 18-025 Bonura Kinqston

10: Clinton Ave & Main St
2025 No-Build_PM Peak

lntersection

lnt Delay, s/veh

Movement

8.1

EBL EBR NBL NBT SBT SBR

-l tt
0 164 640 577 44

0 164 640 577 44

8290029
Stop Free Free Stop Stop

None -None -None

00
00

96 96 96 96 96

0'l 115
0 171 667 601 46

Maiorl Minor2

Lane Configurations

Traffic Vol, veh/h 0

Future Vol, veh/h 0

Conflicting Peds, #/hr 15

Sign Control Stop

RT Channelized

Storage Length

Veh in Median Storage, # 2

Grade, % 0

Peak Hour Factor 96

Heavy Vehicles, % 0

Mvmt Flow 0

Maior/Minor

Conflicting Flow All

Stage 1

Stage 2

Critical Hdwy

Critical Hdwy Stg 1

Critical Hdwy Stg 2

Follow-up Hdwy

Pot Cap-1 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Platoon blocked, %

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver

Mov Cap-2 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Approach

29 0 1038 58

4,11 6.25

29

1009

6.51

2.209
1 591

1547

NB

- 5.51

- 4.009 3.345
- -232 1000

- -319

946

SB

0

0

0

0

HCM Control Delay, s

HCM LOS

1.6 16.6

Minor Lane/Maior Mvmt NBL NBT SBLnI

c

Capacity (veh/h)

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Control Delay (s)

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 95th %tile Q(veh)

Notes

1547

0.11

7.6

A
0.4

- 946

- 0.684

0 16.6

AC
- 5.6

-: Volume exceeds capacity $: Delay exceeds 300s +: Computation Not Defined *: All major volume in platoon

Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP
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HCM 6th Signalized lntersection Summary
1 18-025 Bonura Kingston

1: Washington Ave & Hurley Ave/Schwenk Dr
2025 Build PM Peak

Movement

i
EBL EBT

\ t ts +- a t t r + J
EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (veh/h)

Future Volume (veh/h)

lnitial Q (Qb), veh

Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT)

Parking Bus, Adj

Work Zone On Approach

Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln

Adj Flow Rate, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Percent Heavy Veh, %

Cap, veh/h

Anive On Green

I
243
243

0

1.00

1.00

+
583

583

0

\
335

335

0

1.00

1.00

+
206

206

0

t
250

250

0

1.00

1.00

+t
177

177

0

\
161

161

0

1.00

1,00

+t
622
622

0

1.00

No

1 870

635

0.98

2

761

0.22

3401

2

2

0

1.00

1.00

41

41

0

1.00

1.00

il\
527 80

527 80

00
1.00 1.00

1.00 1.00

Sat Flow veh/h

1 885

255

0.98

1

400

0.12

1 795

1.00

No

1 885

181

0.98

1

947

0.26

3629

1 885

2

0.98

1

10

0.26

40

1885

164

0.98

1

505

0.09

1 795

1.00

No

1 885

210
0.98

1

436

0.23

1 885

1 885

404

0.98

1

706

0.23

1 593

1 856

82

0.98

3

106

0.06

1767

1870

39

0.98

2

47

0,22

209

1 870

342
0,98

2

376

0.21

1781

1.00

No

1 870

595

0.98

2

701
0.37

'1870

1900

177

0.98

0

794
0.37

1610

Grp Volume(v), veh/h

Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/ln

Q Serve(g_s), s

Cycle Q Clea(g-c), s

Prop ln Lane

Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h

V/C Ratio(X)

Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h

HCM Platoon Ratio

Upstream Filte(l)
Uniform Delay (d), s/veh

lncr Delay (d2), s/veh

lnitial Q Delay(d3),s/veh

%ile BackOfQ(50%),veh/ln

Unsig. Movement Delay, s/veh

LnGrp Delay(d),s/veh

LnGrp LOS

26.9 24.0 31.7 20.1

255
1795

10.0

10.0

1.00

400

0.64

400

1.00

1.00

23.5

3.3

0.0

4.5

89

1791

3.6

3.6

468

0.19

482

1.00

1.00

26.7

0,2

0.0

1.5

94

1878

3.6

3.6

0.02

490

0,19

505

1.00

1.00

26.7

0.2

0.0

1.6

164

1795

6.3

6.3

1.00

505

0.32

519

1.00

1.00

23.6

0.4

0.0

2.7

210
1885

9.0

9.0

436

0,48

568

1.00

1.00

30.9

0.8

0.0

4.1

404

1 593

17.6

17.6

1.00

706

0.57

817

1,00

1.00

19.3

0.7

0.0

6,4

82

1767

4.3

4.3

1.00

106

0.77

285
1.00

1.00

43.0

11.2

0.0

2.2

54.2

D

331

1777

16.5

16.5

398

0.83

478

1.00

1.00

34.4

10.3

0.0

8.1

44.7

D

343

1833

16.6

16.6

0.11

410

0.83

493

1.00

1.00

34.4

10.2

0.0

8.4

342
1781

17.4

17.4

1.00

376

0.91

403

1.00

1.00

35.8

23.4

0.0

9.8

595

1 870

27.1

27.1

701

0.85

701

1.00

1.00

26.6

9.6

0,0

13.4

177

1 610

5.8

5,8

1.00

794
0.22

794
1.00

1.00

13.4

0.1

0.0

2.1

26.9 59.2

E

26.9

c
44.6

D

36.3 13.6

c cccc DB
Approach Vol, veh/h

Approach Delay, s/veh

Approach LOS

Timer - Assiqned Phs

778
24.0

c

438

26,9

c

756

45.7

D

1114

39.7

D

12345678
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s

Change Period (Y+Rc), s

Max Green Setting (Gmax), s

Max Q Clear Time (g-c+ll), s
Green Ext Time (p_c), s

lntersection Summary

24.6

5.0

21.0

19.4

0.2

25.8

5.0

25.0

18.6

2.2

13.3

5.0

9.0

8.3

0.0

10.6

5.0

15.0

6.3

0.1

39.8

5.0

31.0

29.1

0.9

16.0

5.0

11.0

12.0

0.0

26.5

5.0

28.0

19.6

1.8

29.3

5.0

25.0

5.6

0.9

HCM 6th Ctrl Delay

HCM 6th LOS

35.4

D
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HCM 6th Signalized lntersection Summary
1 18-025 Bon ura Kingston

2: Washington Ave & N. Front St
2025 Build PM Peak

Movement

j
EBL EBT

\ t \\ t t \ t J
EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (veh/h)

Future Volume (veh/h)

lnitial Q (Qb), veh

Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT)

Parking Bus, Adj

Work Zone On Approach

Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln

Adj Flow Rate, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Percent Heavy Veh, %

Cap, veh/h

Anive 0n Green

Sat Flow, veh/h

10

10

0

0.99

1.00

39

39

0

0.98

1.00

17

17

0

00

00

\
235
235

0

0.99

1.00

1 885

242
0.97

1

470

0.13

1 795

Tt
110

110

0

1.00

No

1 885

113

0.97

1

730

0.42

1721

1885

9

0.97

I
58

0.42

137

1885

40

0.97

1

114

0.22

214

-f
161

161

0

1.00

No

1885

166

0.97

I
337

0.22

1562

ir
221

221

0

0.97

1.00

1 856

160

0.97

3

468

0.22

1529

1 885

18

0.97

1

70

0.25

40

.t
323
323

0

1.00

No

1885

333

0,97

1

452
0.25

1792

I
97

97

0

0.99

1.00

1856

54

0.97

3

394

0.25
'1560

\
150

150

0

.00

.00

1 900

155

0.97

0

352
0.09

181 0

1.00

No

1 856

365

0.97

3

777

0.42

1 856

1 900

247

0.97

0

881

0.42

1602

/
325
325

0

1.00

1.00

+
354

354

0

Grp Volume(v), veh/h 242
Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/ln 1795

Q Serve(g_s), s 6.2

CycleQClea(g_c),s 6.2

Prop ln Lane 1.00

Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h 470

V/C Ratio(X) 0.51

Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h 574

HCM Platoon Ratio 1.00

Upstream Filte(l) 1.00

Uniform Delay (d), s/veh 15.0

lncr Delay (d2), s/veh 0.9

lnitial Q Delay(d3),s/veh 0.0

%ile BackOfQ(50%),veh/ln 2.4

Unsig. Movement Delay, s/veh

LnGrp Delay(d),s/veh 15.9

LnGro LOS B

0

0

0.0

0.0

0

0

0.0

0.0

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

122
1858

2.6

2.6

0.07

789

0.15

789

1.00

1.00

11.3

0.1

0.0

1.0

11.4

B

206
1776

1.4

6.3

0.19

450

0.46

699

1.00

1.00

22.0

0.7

0.0

2.6

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

160

1529

5.2

5.2

1.00

468

0.34

690

1.00

1,00

17,3

0.4

0.0

1.7

17.7

B

351

1832

2.2

11.1

0.05

522
0.67

1 045

1.00

1.00

21,9

1.5

0.0

4.7

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

54

1 560

1.7

1.7

1.00

394

0.14

856

1.00

1.00

18,5

0.2

0.0

0.6

155

181 0

3.8

3.8

1.00

352
0.44

476

1.00

1.00

15.4

0,9

0.0

1.5

365

1 856

9.1

9.1

777

0.47

1018

1.00

1.00

13.4

0.4

0.0

3.5

247

1602
5.2

5.2

1.00

881

0.28

1 089

1.00

1,00

7.7

0.2

0.0

1.5

0

0

0.0

0.0

23.4

c
0.0

A
22.8

c
0.0

A
0.0 18.6 16.2 13.9 7.8

BAABB
Approach Vol, veh/h

Approach Delay, s/veh

Approach LOS

Timer - Assioned Phs

364

14.4

B

767

12,4

B

366

20.6

c

405

22,8

c

812 4 7

Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s

Change Period (Y+Rc), s

Max Green Setting (Gmax), s

Max Q Clear Time (g_c+ll), s
Green Ext Time (p_c), s

lntersection Summarv

10.6

5.0
'10.0

5.8

0.1

21.1

5.0

35.0
't3.1

2.4

32.1

5.0

23.0

4.6

0.5

31.7

5.0

35.0

11.1

3.2

18.8

5.0

23.0

8.3

1.5

13.3

5.0

12.0

8.2

0.3

HCM 6th Ctrl Delay

HCM 6th LOS

16.6

B
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HCM 6th TWSC
I 18-025 Bonura Kinqston

3: Frog Alley & N. Front St
2025 Build PM Peak

lntersection

lnt Delay, s/veh

Movement

5.3

EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Vol, veh/h 161

Future Vol, veh/h 161

Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0

Sign Control Free

RT Channelized

Storage Length

Veh in Median Storage, # -

Grade, %

Peak Hour Factor 90

Heavy Vehicles, % 0

Mvmt Flow 179

+
0 0 9124 48

0 0 9124 48

00000
Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop

-None - -None

6974 0

00
90 90 90 90 90

00007
0 0 10138 53

+
123 42

123 42

00
Free Free

- None

+
295 30

295 30

00
Free Free

- None

39

39

0

Frel

0

0

0

stol

0 0 -1
00
90 90 90 90 90 90

000000
137 47 43 328 33 0

Maior/Minor Maiorl Maio12 Mino12

Conflicting Flow All

Stage 1

Stage 2

Critical Hdwy

Critical Hdwy Stg 1

Critical Hdwy Stg 2

Follow-up Hdwy

Pot Cap-1 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Platoon blocked, %

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver

Mov Cap-2 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

"1

4.1

2.;
1209

1209

0018400 950

431

519

6.4

5.4

5,4

3.5

291

660

601

973 345

431

542

6.5 6.27

5.5

5.5

4 3.363

254 687

586

523

0 687

0-
0

0

233
233

550

578

SBApproach EB

4,1

- 2.2

- 1403

- 1403

WB

HCM Control Delay, s 4.2

HCM LOS

0.8

Minor Lane/Maior Mvmt EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR SBLn'l

16.1

c

Capacity (veh/h)

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Control Delay (s)

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 95th %tile Q(veh)

1209

0.148

8.5

A

0.5

1403

0.031

7.6

A

0.1

- 525
- 0.383
- 16.1-c
- 1.8

;
A

;
A
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HCM 6th AWSC
1 18-025 Bonura Kingston

4: Wall St/Site Drwy & N. Front St
2025 Build_PM Peak

lntersection

lntersection Delay, s/veh

lntersection LOS

Movement

10,9

B

EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Vol, veh/h

Future Vol, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Heavy Vehicles, %

Mvmt Flow

Number of Lanes

Approach

15

15

0.93

2

16

0

EB

-f
114

114

0.93

1

123

1

T.
188

188

0.93

0

202
I

WB

234
234

0.93

3

252
0

NB

0

0

0.93

0

0

0

15

15

0.93

2

16

0

83

83

0.93

2

89

0

0

0

0.93

0

0

0

+
5

5

0.93

2

5

I

0

0

0

0.93

0

0

0

0

0

93

0

0

0

0

0

0

93

0

0

0

Opposing Approach

Opposing Lanes

Confl icting Approach Left

Conflicting Lanes Left

Confl icting Approach Right

Conflicting Lanes Right

HCM Control Delay

HCM LOS

Lane NBLnI EBLnI WBLnI

WB

1

EB

1

NB

10

NB

I
9.4

A

0

10.1

B

0

EB

1

WB

1

12

B

Vol Left, %

Vol Thru, %

VolRight, %

Sign Control

Traffic Vol by Lane

LT Vol

Through Vol

RT Vol

Lane Flow Rate

Geometry Grp

Degree of Util (X)

Departure Headway (Hd)

Convergence, Y/N

cap
Service Time

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM ControlDelay
HCM Lane LOS

HCM 9Sth-tile Q

730k

2To

260/o

Stop

322
234

5

83

346

1

0.462
4.808

Yes

744
2.867

0.465

12

B

2.5

12o/o

88%

0o/o

Stop

129

15

114

0

139

1

0.197

5.1 03

Yes

698

3.175
0.199

9.4

A
0.7

0o/o

93%

7o/o

Stop

203
0

188

15

218
1

0.297

4.904

Yes

727

2.969

0.3

10.1

B

1.2
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HCM Unsignalized lntersection Capacity Analysis
1 18-025 Bonura Kingston

5: Fair St & N. Front St
2025 Build-PM Peak

EBT

\ { Fa
EBR WBL WBT NBL

t
Movement NBR

Lane Configurations

Sign Conhol

Traffic Volume (vph)

Future Volume (vph)

Peak Hour Factor

Hourly flow rate (vph)

{!
Stop

0

0

0.91

0

EB1

197

197

0.91

216

WB1

39

39

0,91

43

WB2

+
Stop

203
203

0.91

223

0

0

0.91

0

Stop

0

0

0.91

0

Direction Lane #

Volume Total (vph)

Volume Left (vph)

Volume Right (vph)

Hadj (s)

Departure Headway (s)

Degree Utilization, x

Capacity (veh/h)

Conhol Delay (s)

Approach Delay (s)

Approach LOS

lntersection Summary

216
0

216
-0.58

3.7

0.22

963

7.7

7.7

A

43

43

0

0.50

5.1

0.06

689

7.2

8.1

A

223
0

0

0.00

4.6

0.29

769

8.3

Delay

Level of Service

lntersection Capacity Utilization

Analysis Period (min)

7.9

A

27.00/o

15

ICU Levelof Service A
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HCM 6th AWSC
1 18-025 Bonura Kinqston

6: Fair St ExUKingston Plaza & Schwenk Dr
2025 Build_PM Peak

lntersection

lntersection Delay, s/veh

lntersection LOS

Movement

77.5

F

EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Vol, veh/h

Future Vol, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Heavy Vehicles, %

Mvmt Flow

Number of Lanes

Aooroach

\+
414 200

414 200

0.94 0.94

22
440 213
11

EB

+
0

0

0.94

2

0

1

r
23

23

0.94

2

24

1

11

11

0.94

2

12

0

38

38

0.94

2

40

0

&
217

217

0.94

0

231

1

110

110

0.94

0

117

0

59

59

0.94

2

63

0

It
106

106

0.94

6

113

1

SB

t
1

1

0.94

2

1

1

f
533

533

0.94

1

567

1

WB NB

Opposing Approach

Opposing Lanes

Confl icting Approach Left

Conflicting'Lanes Left

Conflicting Approach Right

Conflicting Lanes Right

HCM Conhol Delay

HCM LOS

Lane

WB

I
SB

3

NB

1

66.7

F

EB

3

NB

I
SB

3

56.8

F

SB

3

EB

3

WB

1

18.9

c

NB

1

WB

1

EB

3

108.1

F

NBLnI EBLnI EBLn2 EBLn3 WBLnI SBLnI SBLn2 SBLn3

Vol Left, %

Vol Thru, %

VolRight, %

Sign Control

Traffic Vol by Lane

LT Vol

Through Vol

RT Vol

Lane Flow Rate

Geometry Grp

Degree of Util (X)

Departure Headway (Hd)

Convergence, Y/N

cap
Service Time

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Control Delay

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 9Sth-tile Q

610/o 100% 0o/o

IYo 1Yo 100%

39% 0To 0o/o

Stop Stop Stop

97 414 200
59 414 0

00200
3800
103 440 213

877
0.302 1.059 0.482

11.376 9.194 8.674
Yes Yes Yes

318 396 419

9.076 6.894 6.374
0.324 1.111 0.508

18.9 92.7 19.2

cFc
1.2 14 2.5

0o/o

0To

100%

Stop

23

0

0

23

24

7

0.051

7.947

Yes

453

5.647

0.053

11.1

B

0.2

3Yo

640/o

330k

Stop

338

11

217

110

360

8

0.903

9.652

Yes

378
7,352
0.952

56.8

F

9.2

100Yo

0To

0To

Stop

106

106

0

0

113

7

0.276
9.051

Yes

399

6.751

0.283

15.2

c
1.1

0To

1000/0

0To

Stop

1

0

I
0

1

7

0.002

8.462
Yes

425

6.1 62

0.002

11.2

B

0

jYo

0o/o

100%

Stop

533

0

0

533

567

7

1.18

7.718
Yes

476

5.418

1.191

126.7

F

20.5

Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP

2025 Build.syn
Synchro 10 Report

Page 1



HCM 6th Signalized lntersection Summary
1 1 8-025 Bonura Kinqston

6: Fair St ExVKingston Plaza & Schwenk Dr
2025 Build_PM Peak

J\i
EBL EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR

{ +*a t r L
SBL

I
SBT SBRMovement EBT

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (veh/h)

Future Volume (veh/h)

lnitial Q (Qb), veh

Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT)

Parking Bus, Adj

Work Zone On Approach

Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln

Adj Flow Rate, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Percent Heavy Veh, %

Cap, veh/h

Arrive 0n Green

1
414

414

0

1.00

1.00

I
23

23

0

0.99

1.00

+++

217

217

0

\
106

106

0

1.00

1.00

I
533

533

0

0.97

1.00

+
0

0

0

t
200

200

0

11

11

0

0.99

1.00

110

110

0

0.98

1.00

59

59

0

0,99

1.00

38

38

0

1.00

1.00

+
I
1

0

Sat Flow veh/h

1 870

440

0.94

2

532
0.12

1781

1.00

No

1870

213
0.94

2

945

0.51

1 870

1870

24

0.94

2

796

0.51

1 576

1900

12

0.94

0

47

0.34

24

1.00

No

1 900

231

0.94

0

394

0.34

117 1

1 900

117

0.94

0
'194

0.34

575

1 870

63

0.94

2

296

0.39

603

1.00

No

1 870

0

0.94

2

14

0.00

37

1 870

40

0.94

2

158

0.39

406

181 1

113

0.94

6

599

0.39

1324

1.00

No

1 870

1

0.94

2

728
0.39

1870

1 885

567

0.94

1

605

0.39

1 555

Grp Volume(v), veh/h

Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/ln

Q Serve(g_s), s

Cycle Q Clea(g_c), s

Prop ln Lane

Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h

V/C Ratio(X)

Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h

HCM Platoon Ratio

Upstream Filte(l)
Uniform Delay (d), s/veh

lncr Delay (d2), s/veh

lnitial Q Delay(d3),s/veh

%ile BackOfQ(50%),veh/ln

Unsig. Movement Delay, s/veh

LnGrp Delay(d),s/veh

LnGrp LOS

35.2 13.7 11.9 29.8

440

1781

11.0

11.0

1,00

532
0.83

532
1.00

1.00

21.5

13.7

0.0

5.7

213
1870

6.0

6.0

945

0.23

945

1.00

1.00

13.1

0.6

0.0

t.o

24

1576

0.7

0.7

1.00

796

0.03

796

1.00

1.00

11.8

0.'l

0.0

0.3

360

1769

0.0

15.9

0.03

635

0,57

635

1.00

1.00

26.2

3.6

0.0

7.2

0

0

0.0

0.0

0

0

0.0

0.0

0.32

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

103

1 046

4.2

5.5

0.61

469

0.22

469

1.00

1.00

19.2

1.1

0.0

1.6

0

0

0.0

0.0

0.39

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

113

1324

0.0

4.9

1.00

599

0.19

599

1.00

1.00

19.2

0,7

0.0

1.7

567

1 555

33.3

33.3

1.00

605

0.94

605

1.00

1.00

27.9

23.9

0.0

15.8

0

0

0.0

0.0

1

1 870

0.0

0.0

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

A

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0,0

0.0

728
0.00

728
1.00

1.00

17.7

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

A

20.3 0.0 0.0 19.9 17.7 51.8

DBBC CAABBD
Approach Vol, veh/h

Approach Delay, s/veh

Approach LOS

Timer - Assioned Phs

677

27.6

c

2

360

29.8

c

103

20.3

c

681

46.4

D

4 678
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s

Change Period (Y+Rc), s

Max Green Setting (Gmax), s

Max Q Clear Time (g_c+ll), s
Green Ext Time (p_c), s

lntersection Summary

42.0

5.0

37.0

7,5

0.8

53.0

5.0

48.0

8.0

1.4

42.0

5.0

37.0

35.3

0.5

16.0

5.0

1'1.0

13.0

0.0

5.0

32,0

17.9

1.9

37.0

HCM 6th Ctrl Delay

HCM 6th LOS

34.7

C
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HCM 6th TWSC
1 1 8-025 Bonura Kinqston

7: Clinton Ave/N. Front Street & Schwenk Drive
2025 Build_PM Peak

lntersection

Int Delay, s/veh

Movement

7.5

WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT

Lane Configurations Y T.
Traffic Vol, veh/h 345 0 242 337 0 0

Future Vol, veh/h 345 0 242 337 0 0

ConflictingPeds,#/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0

Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None

Storage Length 0

VehinMedianStorage,# 0 - 0 - -16979
Grade,% 0 - 0 0

Peak Hour Factor 97 97 97 97 97 97

HeavyVehicles,% 2 0 0 0 0 0

Mvmt Flow 356 0 249 347 0 0

Maior/Minor Minorl Maiorl

Conflicting Flow All

Stage 1

Stage 2

Critical Hdwy

Critical Hdwy Stg 1

Critical Hdwy Stg 2

Follow-up Hdwy

Pot Cap-1 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Platoon blocked, %

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver

Mov Cap-2 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Approach

588 635

588

661

423

423

0

6.42

5.42

3.518

588

661

42t_

6.2

3.;
635

0

WB NB

HCM Control Delay, s

HCM LOS

20

c
0

Minor Lane/Maior Mvmt NBT NBRWBLnI

Capacity (veh/h)

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Control Delay (s)

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 95th %tile Q(veh)

588

605

20

c
4

0
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HCM 6th TWSC
1 1 8-025 Bonura Kingston

8: Clinton Ave & John St
2025 Build-PM Peak

lntersection

lnt Delay, s/veh

Movement

4.7

EBL EBR NBL NBT SBT SBR

-l t-
0 500 345 0

0 500 345 0

3003
Free Free Free Free

- None - None

-00
-00

92 92 92 92

0030
0 543 375 0

Maiorl Maior2

158

158

0

Stop

None

172

92

Y
79

79

I
Stop

;
0

0

92

0

86

Lane Configurations

Traffic Vol, veh/h

Future Vol, veh/h

Conflicting Peds, #/hr

Sign Conhol

RT Channelized

Storage Length

Veh in Median Storage, #
Grade, %

Peak Hour Factor

Heavy Vehicles, %

Mvmt Flow

Maior/Minor Mino12

Conflicting Flow All 922
Stage 1 378

Stage 2 544

Critical Hdwy 6.4

Critical Hdwy Stg 1 5.4

Critical Hdwy Stg 2 5.4

Follow-up Hdwy 3.5

Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 302
Stage 1 697

Stage 2 586

Platoon blocked, %

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 300

Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 300

Stage 1 695

Stage 2 584

Approach EB

378 378

6,21 4.1

3.309 2,2

671 1192

669 1189

NB

0 0

SB

HCM Control Delay, s 21.3

HCM LOS C

0

Minor Lane/Maior Mvmt NBL NBT EBLnI SBT SBR

0

Capacity (veh/h)

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Control Delay (s)

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 95th %tile Q(veh)

89

0

A

0

474

0.543

21.3

C

3.2
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HCM Unsignalized lntersection Capacity Analysis
1 18-025 Bonura Kingston

9: Clinton Ave & Westbrook Ln
2025 Build PM Peak

Movement

t t t
WBL WBR NBT

L
SBL

t
NBR

I
SBT

Lane Configurations

Sign Control

Traffic Volume (vph)

Future Volume (vph)

Peak Hour Factor

Hourly flow rate (vph)

Direction, Lane #

74

74

0.94

79

45

45

0.94

48

t
Stop

243
243

0.94

259

T"
Stop

426

426
0.94

453

NB1

244
244

0.94

260

SB1

f -f
Stop

457

457

0.94

486

WB 1 WB2

Volume Total (vph)

Volume Left (vph)

Volume Right (vph)

Hadj (s)

Departure Headway (s)

Degree Utilization, x

Capacity (veh/h)

Control Delay (s)

Approach Delay (s)

Approach LOS

lntersection Summary

259

259

0

0.52

8.0

0.58

433

20.1

17,7

c

79

0

79

-0.67

6.8

0.15

513

9.8

713
0

260
-0.1 I

6.0

1.18

610

1 19.3

1 19.3

F

534

48

0

0.04

6.2

0.92

569

44.8

44.8

E

Delay

Level of Service

I ntersection Capacity Utilization

Analysis Period (min)

72.5

F

81.6%

15

ICU Level of Service D
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HCM 6th TWSC
1 18-025 Bonura Kingston

10: Clinton Ave & Main St
2025 Build-PM Peak

lntersection

lnt Delay, s/veh

Movement

10.1

EBL EBR NBL NBT SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Vol, veh/h 0

Future Vol, veh/h 0

Conflicting Peds, #/hr 15

Sign Control Stop

RT Channelized

Storage Length

Veh in Median Storage, # 2

Grade, % 0

Peak Hour Factor 96

Heavy Vehicles, % 0

Mvmt Flow 0

Maior/Minor Maiorl Minor2

-l
0 164 670

0 164 670

8290
Stop Free Free

None - None

0

0

96 96 96

011
0 171 698

tr
656 44

656 44

029
Stop Stop

- None

0

0

96

1

683

9;
5

46

Conflicting Flow All

Stage 1

Stage 2

Critical Hdwy

Critical Hdwy Stg 1

Critical Hdwy Stg 2

Follow-up Hdwy

Pot Cap-'l Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Platoon blocked, %

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver

Mov Cap-2 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Aoproach

29 0 1069 58
-29
- 't040

- 6.51 6.25

- 5.51

- 4.009 3.345
- -222 1000

- -309

SB

4.11

2.209
1591

1547

NB

0

0

0

0

946

HCM Conhol Delay, s

HCM LOS

1.5 20.3

Minor LanelMaior Mvmt NBL NBT SBLnI

c

Capacity (veh/h)

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Control Delay (s)

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 95th %tile Q(veh)

Notes

1547

0.1'l

7.6

A

0.4

- 946

- 0.771

0 20.3

AC
- 7.8

-: Volume exceeds capacity $: Delay exceeds 300s +: Computation Not Defined *: All major volume in platoon
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HCM 6th TWSC
1 1 8-025 Bonura Kinqston

11: Site Drwy & Schwenk Dr
2025 Build PM Peak

lntersection

lnt Delay, s/veh

Movement

0.2

EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR-fY
4 4 333 5 5

4 4 333 5 5

00000
Free Free Free Stop Stop
None -None -None

-0
00
00

92 92 92 92 92

22222
4 4362 5 5

Lane Configurations T.
Traffic Vol, veh/h 340

Future Vol, veh/h 340

Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0

Sign Conhol Free

RT Channelized

Storage Length

Veh in Median Storage, # 0

Grade, % 0

Peak Hour Factor 92

Heavy Vehicles, % 2

Mvmt Flow 370

Maior/Minor Maiorl Maior2 Minorl

Conflicting Flow All

Stage'l
Stage 2

Critical Hdwy

Critical Hdwy Stg 1

Critical Hdwy Stg 2

Follow-up Hdwy

Pot Cap-1 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Platoon blocked, %

Mov Cap-'l Maneuver

Mov Cap-2 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Approach

0 0374

- 4j2

- 2.218
- 1184

- 1184

WB

0 742

- 372
- 370
- 6.42
- 5.42
- 5.42
- 3.518
- 383
- 697
- 699

372_

6.22

3.31;
674_

381

381

697

696

NB

674

HCM Conhol Delay, s

HCM LOS

0.1 12.6

B

Minor Lane/Maior Mvmt NBLnI EBT EBR WBL WBT

Capacity (veh/h)

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Control Delay (s)

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 95th %tile Q(veh)

487

0.022
12.6

B

0.1

- 1184
- 0.004

8.1

A

0

0

A

Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP
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HCM 6th Signalized lntersection Summary
1 18-025 Bonura Kingston

1: Washington Ave & Hurley Ave/Schwenk Dr
2025 Build w/lmp_PM Peak

j \
EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

{ ts \\ t t L I J
Movement EBL EBT

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (veh/h)

Future Volume (veh/h)

lnitial Q (Qb), veh

Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT)

Parking Bus, Adj

Work Zone 0n Approach

Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln

Adj Flow Rate, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Percent Heavy Veh, %

Cap, veh/h

Anive On Green

Sat Flow, veh/h

il
243
243

0

1.00

1.00

f
583

583

0

t
335

335

0

1.00

1.00

tB
622
622

0

il
527

527

0

1,00
'1.00

+
206

206

0

T
250

250
0

1.00

1.00

1 870

39

0.98

2

48

0.23

209

1 885

255
0.98

1

346

0.08

1795

+T.
177

177

0

1.00

No

1885

181

0.98

1

838

0.23

3629

1885

2

0.98

1

I
0,23

40

\
161

161

0

1.00

1.00

1885

164

0.98

I
466

0.08

1795

1.00

No

1 885

210
0,98

1

435

0.23

I 885

1 885

404

0.98

1

710
0.23

1 593

rl
80

80

0

1.00

1.00

'1856

82

0.98

3

108

0.06

1767

1.00

No

1870

635

0.98

2

789

0.23

3401

1870

342
0.98

2

381

0.21

1781

1.00

No

1 870

595

0.98

2

720
0.38

1 870

1900

177

0.98

0

755
0.38

1610

2

2

0

1.00

1.00

41

41

0

1.00

1.00

Grp Volume(v), veh/h

Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/ln

Q Serve(g_s), s

Cycle Q Clea(g_c), s

Prop ln Lane

Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h

V/C Ratio(X)

Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h

HCM Platoon Ratio

Upstream Filte(l)
Uniform Delay (d), s/veh

lncr Delay (d2), s/veh

lnitial Q Delay(d3),s/veh

%ile BackOfQ(S0%),veh/ln

Unsig. Movement Delay, s/veh

LnGrp Delay(d),s/veh

LnGrp LOS

255
1795

7.0

7.0

1.00

346

0.74

346

1.00

1.00

25.9

8.0

0.0

2.1

413

0.22

493

1.00

1.00

26.0

0.3

0.0

1.4

94

1 878

3.4

3.4

0.02

433

0.22

517

1.00

1.00

26,0

0,2

0.0

1.5

164

1795

5.8

5.8

1.00

466

0.35

466

1.00

1.00

21.7

0.5

0,0

2.4

210

1 885

8.1

8.1

435

0.48

519

1.00

1.00

27.8

0.8

0.0

3.6

404

1 593

15.8

15.8

1.00

710
0.57

780

1.00

1.00

17.3

0.8

0.0

5.6

82

1767

3.8

3.8

1.00

108

0.76

211

1.00

1.00

38.6

10.4

0,0

1.9

331

1777

14.7

14.7

412
0.80

532
1.00

1.00

30.3

6.8

0.0

6.9

343

1 833

14.7

14.7

0.1 1

425

0.81

548

1.00

1.00

30.3

6,7

0.0

7.1

342
1781

15.6

15.6

1.00

381

0.90

426

1.00

1.00

31.9

19.9

0.0

8.6

595

1 870

24.0

24.0

720
0.83

720
1.00

1.00

23.2

7.9

0.0

11.5

177

1610

5.5

5.5

1.00

755
0.23

755

1.00

1.00

13.2

0.2

0.0

1.9

89

1791

3.4

3.4

34.0 26.3 26.3

c
22j 28.6 18.1 49.0 37.1 37.0 51.9 31.1 13.4

cc CCBDDDDCB
Approach Vol, veh/h

Approach Delay, s/veh

Approach LOS

Timer - Assiqned Phs

438

30.7

c

778
21.8

C

756

38.3

D

1114

34.6

c

12345678
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s

Change Period (Y+Rc), s

Max Green Setting (Gmax), s

Max Q Clear Time (g-c+ll), s
Green Ext Time (p-c), s

lntersection Summary

22.9

5.0

20.0

17,6

0.3

24,4

5.0

25.0

16.7

z.o

12.0

5.0

7.0

7,8

0.0

10.1

5.0

10.0

5.8

0.1

12.0

5.0

7,0

9.0

0.0

24.3

5.0

23.0

17.8

1.4

24.3

5.0

23.0

5.4

0.8

37.2

5.0

25.0

26.0

0.0

HCM 6th Ctrl Delay

HCM 6th LOS

31.7

c
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HCM 6th Signalized lntersection Summary
1 1 8-025 Bonura Kinqston

6: Fair St Ext/Kingston Plaza & Schwenk Dr
2025 Build w/lmp*PM Peak

\,

EBL EBT

{ \a t t L t J
Movement EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (veh/h)

Future Volume (veh/h)

lnitial Q (Qb), veh

Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT)

Parking Bus, Adj

Work Zone On Approach

Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln

Adj Flow Rate, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Percent Heavy Veh, %

Cap, veh/h

Arrive On Green

11

11

0

0.99

1.00

110

110

0

0.98

1.00

59

59

0

0.99

1.00

38

0

1.00

1.00

\
414

414

0

1.00

1.00

f
23

23

0

0.99

1.00

\
106

106

0

1.00

1.001.00

No

1 870

213

0.94

2

960

0.51

1 870

1.00

No

1 900

231

0.94

0

298

0.26

1 169

1.00

No

1870

0

0.94

2

16

0.00

42

1.00

No

1 870

1

0.94

2

694

0.37

1 870

38
+

0

0

0

f+l
217

217

0

t
200

200

0

+
1

1

0

il
533

533

0

0.97

1.00

Sat Flow veh/h

1870

440

0.94

2

591

0.20

1781

1 870

24

0.94

2

809

0.51

1576

1 900

12

0.94

0

49

0.26

24

1 900

117

0.94

0

147

0.26

574

1 870

63

0.94

2

290

0.37

600

181 1

113

0.94

6

585

0.37

1324

1 885

567

0.94

1

895

0.37

1552

1 870

40

0.94

2

151

0.37

408

Grp Volume(v), veh/h

Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/ln

Q Serve(g_s), s

Cycle Q Clea(g_c), s

Prop ln Lane

Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h

V/C Ratio(X)

Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h

HCM Platoon Ratio

Upskeam Filte(l)
Uniform Delay (d), s/veh

lncr Delay (d2), s/veh

lnitial Q Delay(d3),s/veh

%ile BackOfQ(50%),veh/ln

Unsig. Movement Delay, s/veh

LnGrp Delay(d),s/veh

LnGrp LOS

440

1781

14.8

14.8

1.00

591

0.74

647
'1.00

1.00

15.8

4.3

0.0

6.3

213
1870

5.4

5.4

960

0,22

1257

1.00

1.00

1 1.5

0.1

0.0

2.1

24

1576

0.6

0.6

1,00

809

0.03

1059

1.00

1.00

10,4

0.0

0.0

0.2

360

1767

3.5

16.4

0.03

494

0.73

716
1.00

1.00

30.0

2.1

0.0

7.0

0

0.00

0

1,00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0

0

0.0

0.0

0.32

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0,0

0.0

0.0

0.0

103

1 050

3.8

5.1

0.61

456

0.23

456

1.00

1.00

18.5

1.1

0,0

1.5

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0,0

0.0

0

0

0.0

0.0

0.39

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0,0

0.0

0.0

A

113

1324

0.0

4.4

1.00

585

0.19

585

1.00

1.00

18.5

0.7

0.0

1.6

1

1 870

0.0

0.0

694

0.00

694

1.00

1.00

17.1

0.0

0.0

0.0

567

1552

21.3

21.3

1.00

895

0.63

895

1.00

1.00

12.5

3.4

0.0

7.5

0

0

0.0

0.0

0

0

0.0

0.0

20j 11.6 10.4 32.1 0.0 0.0 19.6 0.0 19.2 17.1 15.9

CBBCAABA BBB
Approach Vol, veh/h

Approach Delay, s/veh

Approach LOS

Timer - Assiqned Phs

677

17.1

B

360

32.1

c

103

19.6

B

681

16.5

B

2 4 678
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s

Change Period (Y+Rc), s

Max Green Sefting (Gmax), s

Max Q Clear Time (g_c+ll), s
Green Ext Time (p_c), s

lntersection Summary

37.0

5.0

32.0

7.1

0.7

49.3

5.0

58.0

7.4

1.4

37.0

5.0

32.0

23.3

1.9

22.3

5.0

20.0

16.8

0.5

27.0

5.0

33.0

18.4

1.9

HCM 6th Ctrl Delay

HCM 6th LOS

20.0

B
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HCM Signalized lntersection Capacity Analysis
1 18-025 Bonura Kinqston

8: Clinton Ave & John St
2025 Build w/lmp-PM Peak

J
SBR

Ia
EBR NBL NBT SBT

t\j
EBLMovement

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (vph)

Future Volume (vph)

ldeal Flow (vphpl)

Total Lost time (s)

Lane Util. Factor

Frpb, ped/bikes

Flpb, ped/bikes

Frt

Flt Protected

Satd. Flow (prot)

Flt Permitted

Satd. Flow (perm)

Y
79

79

1900

4.5

1.00

1.00

1.00

0.91

0.98

I 689

0.98

1 689

-f
500

500

1900

4,5

1.00

1.00

1,00

1.00

1.00

1900

1,00
'1900

T.
345

345

1 900

4.5

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

1 845

1.00

1845

158

158

1 900

0

0

1900

0

0

1900

Peak-hourfactor, PHF

Adj. Flow (vph)

RTOR Reduction (vph)

Lane Group Flow (vph)

Confl. Peds. (#/hr)

Confl. Bikes (#/hr)

Heaw Vehicles (%)

0.92

86

126

132

1

0.92

172
0

0

}Yo 1Yo

0.92

0

0

0

3

09/o

0.92

0

0

0

3

1

0o/o

0.92

375

0

375

3o/o

0.92

543

0

543

0o/o

Turn Type

Protected Phases

Permitted Phases

Actuated Green, G (s)

Effective Green, g (s)

Actuated g/C Ratio

Clearance Time (s)

Vehicle Extension (s)

NA

6

NA

2

25.9

25.9

0.55

4.5

3.0

2

Prot

4

12,4

12.4

0.26

4.5

3.0

25.9

25.9

0.55

4.5

3.0

Lane Grp Cap (vph)

v/s Ratio Prot

v/s Ratio Perm

v/c Ratio

Uniform Delay, dl
Progression Factor

lncremental Delay, d2

Delay (s)

Level of Service

Approach Delay (s)

Approach LOS

lntersection Summary

442
c0.08

0.30

14.0

1.00

0.4

14.3

B

14.3

B

1040

c0.29

0.52

6.8

0.34

0.4

2.7

A
2.7

A

1010

0.20

0.37

6.1

1.00

0.2

6.3

A

6.3

A

HCM 2000 Control Delay

HCM 2000 Volume to Capacity ratio

Actuated Cycle Length (s)

lntersection Capacity Utilization

Analysis Period (min)

c Critical Lane Group

6.4

0.45

47.3

47.9Yo

15

HCM 2000 Level of Service

Sum of lost time (s)

ICU Levelof Service

A

9.0

A
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HCM Signalized lntersection Capacity Analysis
1 18-025 Bonura Kinqston

9: Clinton Ave & Westbrook Ln
2025 Build w/lmp_PM Peak

tt{
WBL WBR NBT

tLt
NBR SBL SBTMovement

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (vph)

Future Volume (vph)

ldeal Flow (vphpl)

Total Lost time (s)

Lane Util. Factor

Frpb, ped/bikes

Flpb, ped/bikes

Frt

Flt Protected

Satd. Flow (prot)

Flt Permitted

Satd. Flow (perm)

244
244

1900

45

45

1 900

tI
243
243

1 900

4.5

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

0.95

1787

0.9s

1787

I
74

74

1900

4.5

1.00

0.97

1.00

0.85

1.00

1544

1.00

1544

t
426

426

1900

4.5

1.00

0.99

1.00

0.95

1.00

1757

1.00

1757

-f
457

457

1 900

4.5

1 862

0.89

1672

00

00

00

00

00

Peak-hourfactor, PHF

Adj. Flow (vph)

RTOR Reduction (vph)

Lane Group Flow (vph)

Confl. Peds. (#/hr)

Confl. Bikes (#/hr)

Heaw Vehicles (%)

0.94

259

0

259
15

lYo

0.94

453

35

678

l%o

0.94

260

0

0

12

1

4o/o

0.94

48

0

0

12

0.94

486

0

534

0.94

79

58

21

4

2Yo 7Yo 1To

Turn Type

Protected Phases

Permitted Phases

Actuated Green, G (s)

Effective Green, g (s)

Actuated g/C Ratio

Clearance Time (s)

Vehicle Extension (s)

Prot Perm

8

Perm NA

6

6

25.9

25.9

0.55

4.5

3.0

NA

2

12.4

12,4

0.26

4,5

3.0

8

12.4

12.4

0.26

4.5

3.0

25.9

25.9

0.55

4.5

3.0

Lane Grp Cap (vph)

v/s Ratio Prot

v/s Ratio Perm

v/c Ratio

Uniform Delay, dl
Progression Factor

lncremental Delay, d2

Delay (s)

Level of Service

Approach Delay (s)

Approach LOS

lntersection Summary

404 962
c0.39

468

c0.14

0.55

15.1

1.00

1.4

16.5

B

15.7

B

0.01

0.05

13.1

1.00

0.1

13,1

B

0.70

7.9

1.00

2.4

10.3

B

10.3

B

915

0.32

0.58

7.1

0.66

0.9

5.6

A

5.6

A

HCM 2000 Control Delay

HCM 2000 Volume to Capacity ratio

Actuated Cycle Length (s)

I ntersection Capacity Utilization

Analysis Period (min)

c Critical Lane Group

9.9

0.66

47.3

82.6Yo

15

HCM 2000 Level of Service

Sum of lost time (s)

ICU Levelof Service

A

9.0

E
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HCM Unsignalized lntersection Capacity Analysis
1 18-025 Bonura Kingston

10: Clinton Ave & Main St
2025 Build w/lmp-PM Peak

Movement

j
EBL

\\ tl J
EBR NBL NBT SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (veh/h)

Future Volume (Veh/h)

Sign Control

Grade

Peak Hour Factor

Hourly flow rate (vph)

Pedeskians

Lane Width (ft)

Walking Speed (fUs)

Percent Blockage

Right turn flare (veh)

Median type

Median storage veh)

Upstream signal (ft)

pX, platoon unblocked

vC, conflicting volume

vCl, stage 1 confvol
vC2, stage 2 conf vol

vCu, unblocked vol

tC, single (s)

tC, 2 stage (s)

tF (s)

p0 queue free %

cM capacity (veh/h)

0.96

0

0

0

Stop

0%

0.96

0

29

0.0

3,5

0

0

0

164

164

0.96

171

-l t*
670 656 44

670 656 44

Free Free

0To 0To

0.96 0.96 0.96

698 683 46

815
12.0 12.0

3.5 3.5

11

None None

270

0.82

1 790

1852

6.4

0.82

743
0,82

758

582
6.2

Direction Lane #

3.5

100

53

NB1

3.3

100

423

SB1

600

4.1

2.2

79

810

Volume Total

Volume Left

Volume Right

cSH

Volume to Capacity

Queue Length 95th (ft)

Control Delay (s)

Lane LOS

Approach Delay (s)

Approach LOS

lntersection Summary

869

171

0

810

0.21

20

5.2

A

5.2

729
0

46

1 700

0.43

0

0.0

0.0

Average Delay

lntersection Capacity Utilization

Analysis Period (min)

2.8

97.4Yo

15

ICU Level of Service F
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HCM 6th Signalized lntersection Summary
1 1 8-025 Bonura Kinqston

1: Washington Ave & Hurley Ave/Schwenk Dr
2025 Build - DRI PM Peak

Movement

i
EBL EBT

\{ F \
EBR WBL WBT WBR

\ t r Ll r
NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (veh/h)

Future Volume (veh/h)

lnitial Q (Qb), veh

Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT)

Parking Bus, Adj

Work Zone On Approach

Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln
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HCM 6th Signalized lntersection Summary
1 18-025 Bonura Kingston

2: Washington Ave & N. Front St
2025 Build - DRI PM Peak

T \
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\\ t t L
WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL
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WBL WBT
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Movement EBL EBT SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (veh/h)

Future Volume (veh/h)

lnitial Q (Qb), veh

Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT)

Parking Bus, Adj

Work Zone On Approach

Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln

Adj Flow Rate, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor
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Cap, veh/h

Anive On Green

Sat Flow, veh/h
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HCM 6th TWSC
1 1 8-025 Bonura Kinqston

3: Frog Alley & N. Front St
2025 Build - DRI PM Peak

lntersection

lnt Delay, s/veh

Movement

4,3

EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Vol, veh/h 153

Future Vol, veh/h 153

Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0

Sign Control Free
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0

0
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0

0
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0

0
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+
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0

0
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0
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0

0
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5.4

5.4

3.5
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0
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HCM Unsignalized lntersection Capacity Analysis
1 18-025 Bonura Kinqston

4: Wall SUSite Drwy & N. Front St
2025 Build - DRI PM Peak
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EBL

ts

EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

{ +*a t t L I J
Movement EBT

Lane Configurations
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Traffic Volume (vph)

Future Volume (vph)

Peak Hour Factor
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HCM 6th AWSC
1 18-025 Bonura Kinqston

5: Fair St & N. Front St
2025 Build - DRI_PM Peak

lntersection

lntersection Delay, s/veh

lntersection LOS

Movement EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR

9.5

A

EBT

Lane Configurations

Traffic Vol, veh/h
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Mvmt Flow
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HCM 6th AWSC
1 1 8-025 Bonura Kingston

6: Fair St ExUKingston Plaza & Schwenk Dr
2025 Build - DRI-PM Peak

lntersection

lntersection Delay, s/veh

lntersection LOS

Movement
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Lane Configurations
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HCM 6th Signalized lntersection Summary 6: Fair St ExVKingston Plaza & Schwenk Dr
2025 Build - DRI_PM Peak118-025 Bonura Kin ston

,

Movement EBT

\ f \\ t t L t J
EBL EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (veh/h)

Future Volume (veh/h)

lnitial Q (Qb), veh

Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT)

Parking Bus, Adj
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340

0.94

0

432

0.32

1351

1 870

63

0.94

2

290

0.38

611

1.00

No

1 870

0

0.94

2

14

0.00

36

1 870

40

0.94

2

156

0.38

411

181 1

132

0.94

o

580

0.38

1324

1.00

No
'1870

1

0.94

2

711

0.38

1 870

1 885

548

0.94

1

590

0.38

1 5s3

1900

109

0,94

0

136

0.32

424

1870

24

0.94

2

819

0.52

1576

Grp Volume(v), veh/h

Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/ln

Q Serve(g_s), s

Cycle Q Clea(g_c), s

Prop ln Lane

Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h

V/C Ratio(X)

Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h

HCM Platoon Ratio

Upsheam Filte(l)
Uniform Delay (d), s/veh

lncr Delay (d2), s/veh

lnitial Q Delay(d3),s/veh

%ile BackOfQ(50%),veh/ln

Unsig, Movement Delay, s/veh

LnGrp Delay(d),s/veh

LnGrp LOS

51 .3 16.8 1 1 .8

467

1781

15.0

15.0

1.00

494

0.95

494

1.00

1.00

22,2

29.1

0.0

11.1

453

1870

15.3

15.3

973
0.47

973

1.00

1.00

15.2

1.6

0.0

6.7

24

1576

0.7

0.7

1.00

819

0.03

819

1.00

1.00

11.7

0.1

0.0

0,3

461

1794

4.5

23.3

0.03

611

0.75

611

1.00

1,00

31.0

8.4

0.0

11.3

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0

0

0.0

0.0

0.24

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

103

1 058

4.6

5.9

0,61

460

0.22

460

1.00

1.00

20.8

1.1

0.0

1.8

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0

0

0.0

0.0

0.39

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0,0

0.0

0.0

0.0

132

1324

0.6

6,5

1.00

580

0.23

580

1,00

1.00

21.2

0.9

0,0

2.2

711

0.00

711

1.00

1.00

19.2

0.0

0.0

0.0

548

1 553

33.8

33.8

1.00

590

0.93

590

1.00

1.00

29.7

23.0

0.0

15.9

0

0

0.0

0.0

0

0

0.0

0.0

1

1 870

0.0

0.0

DBB
39.4 0.0

DA
22.0

c
0.0

A
0.0 0.0 22j 19.2 52.7

AACBD
Approach Vol, veh/h

Approach Delay, s/veh

Approach LOS

Timer - Assigned Phs

944
33.7

C

461

39,4

D

103

22.0

c

681

46.7

D

2 4 678
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s

Change Period (Y+Rc), s

Max Green Setting (Gmax), s

Max Q Clear Time (g_c+ll), s

Green Ext Time (p_c), s

lntersection Summary

43.0

5.0

38.0

7.9

0.8

57.0

5.0

52.0

17,3

3.2

43.0

5.0

38.0

35.8

0.7

20.0

5.0

15.0

17.0

0.0

5.0

32.0

25.3

1.6

37.0

HCM 6th Chl Delay

HCM 6th LOS

38.4

D
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HCM 6th TWSC
1 18-025 Bonura Kingston

7: Clinton Ave/N. Front Street & Schwenk Drive
2025 Build - DRI PM Peak

lntersection

lnt Delay, s/veh

Movement

9.7

WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT

Lane Configurations 1
Traffic Vol, veh/h 385

Future Vol, veh/h 385

Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0

Sign Control Stop

RT Channelized

Storage Length 0

Veh in Median Storage, # 0

Grade, % 0

Peak Hour Factor 97

Heavy Vehicles, % 2

Mvmt Flow 397

0

0

0

Stop

None

g;
0

0

ir .t
0433 0 99

0433 0 99

0000
Free Free Free Free

- None - None

0

0

97

0

102

97

0

0

0

1697 4

0

97

0

0

97

0

446

Maior/Minor Minor'l Maio12

Conflicting Flow All

Stage 1

Stage 2

CriticalHdwy
Critical Hdwy Stg 1

Critical Hdwy Stg 2

Follow-up Hdwy

Pot Cap-1 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Platoon blocked, %

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver

Mov Cap-2 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Approach

102
0

102

6.42

:
0

5.42

3.518

896

4.1_

2.2

;
0

0922

896

896

922

WB SB

HCM Control Delay, s 12.2

HCM LOS B

Minor Lane/Maior Mvmt WBLnI SBL SBT

0

Capacity (veh/h)

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Control Delay (s)

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 95th %tile Q(veh)

896

0.443

12.2

B

2.3

;
A
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HCM Unsignalized lntersection Capacity Analysis
1 18-025 Bonura Kinqston

8: Clinton Ave & John St
2025 Buib - DRI_PM Peak

Movement

I
EBL

\\ tl J
EBR NBL NBT SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (veh/h)

Future Volume (Veh/h)

Sign Control

Grade

Peak Hour Factor

Hourly flow rate (vph)

Pedestrians

Lane Width (ft)

Walking Speed (fVs)

Percent Blockage

Right turn flare (veh)

Median type

Median storage veh)

Upsheam signal (ft)

pX, platoon unblocked

vC, conflicting volume

vC1, stage 1 conf vol

vC2, stage 2 confvol
vCu, unblocked vol

tC, single (s)

tC, 2 stage (s)

tF (s)

p0 queue free %
cM capacity (veh/h)

Direction, Lane #

0

1480 529 529

0.92

259

529

6.2

529

4,1

0

0

Stop

l%o

0.92

0

3

0.0

3.5

0

0

0

-t t"
397 484 0

397 484 0

Free Free

0o/o 1Yo

0.92 0.92 0.92

432 526 0

1

12.0

3.5

0

None None

238
238

1480

6.4

3.5

100

105

0.92

3.3

100

552

2.2

75

1048

NB1 SB1

Volume Total

Volume Left

Volume Right

cSH

Volume to Capacity

Queue Length 95th (ft)

Control Delay (s)

Lane LOS

Approach Delay (s)

Approach LOS

lntersection Summary

691

259

0

1 048

0.25

24

5.6

A
5,6

526
0

0

1 700

0.31

0

0.0

0.0

Average Delay

lntersection Capacity Utilization

Analysis Period (min)

3.2

66.2Yo

15

ICU Level of Service c
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HCM Unsignalized lntersection Capacity Analysis
1 18-025 Bonura Kingston

9: Clinton Ave & Westbrook Ln
2025 Build - DRI PM Peak

Movement

{ t t t Ll
WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT

Lane Configurations

Sign Control

Traffic Volume (vph)

Future Volume (vph)

Peak Hour Factor

Hourly flow rate (vph)

Direction, Lane #

\
Stop

243
243

0.94

259

WB1

f
74

74

0.94

79

WB2

T-
Stop

596

596

0.94

634

NB1

244 45

244 45

0.94 0.94

260 48

sB1

-t
Stop

439

439

0.94

467

Volume Total (vph)

Volume Left (vph)

Volume Right (vph)

Hadj (s)

Departure Headway (s)

Degree Utilization, x

Capacity (veh/h)

Control Delay (s)

Approach Delay (s)

Approach LOS

lntersection Summary

259
259

0

0.52

8.0

0.57

434

19.9

17.5

c

79

0

79

-0,67

6.8

0.15

514

9.8

894

0

260
-0.15

6.0

1.48

608

242.1

242.1

F

515

48

0

0.05

6.2

0.89

576

39.4

39.4

E

Delay

Level of Service

lntersection Capacity Utilization

Analysis Period (min)

138.9

F

80.7o/o

15

ICU Level of Service D
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HCM 6th TWSC
1 18-025 Bonura Kinqston

10: Clinton Ave & Main St
2025 Build - DRI PM Peak

lntersection

lnt Delay, s/veh

Movement

17.3

EBL EBR NBL NBT SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Vol, veh/h

Future Vol, veh/h

Conflicting Peds, #/hr
Sign Control

RT Channelized

Storage Length

Veh in Median Storage, #
Grade, %

Peak Hour Factor

Heavy Vehicles, %

Mvmt Flow

++
0 754 682 0

0 754 682 0

290029
Free Free Free Free

- None - None

Y
87

87

15

Stop

-00-
-00-

96 96 96 96

1115
0 785 710 0

;
0

0

96

0

91

158

158

8

Stop

None

96

0

165

Maior/Minor Minor2 Maiorl Maior2

Conflicting Flow All

Stage 1

Stage 2

Critical Hdwy

Critical Hdwy Stg 1

Critical Hdwy Stg 2

Follow-up Hdwy

Pot Cap-1 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Platoon blocked, %

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver

Mov Cap-2 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

718_

6.2

3;
432_

134 429

134

491

446

1510

710
800

6.4

5.4

5.4

3.5

134

491

446

0 0

;
0

0

0

0

0

Approach EB NB SB

HCM Control Delay, s 118.6

HCM LOS F

0 0

Minor Lane/Maior Mvmt NBT EBLnI SBT

Capacity (veh/h)

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Conhol Delay (s)

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 95th %tile Q(veh)

- 241

- 1.059
- 1 18.6
-F
- 10.7
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HCM 6th TWSC
1 1 8-025 Bonura Kinqston

11: Site Drwy & Schwenk Dr
2025 Build - DRI PM Peak

lntersection

lnt Delay, s/veh

Movement

0.2

EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR

Lane Configurations T-
Traffic Vol, veh/h 361

Future Vol, veh/h 361

Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0

Sign Control Free

RT Channelized

Storage Length

Veh in Median Storage, # 0

Grade, % 0

Peak Hour Factor 92

Heavy Vehicles, % 2

Mvmt Flow 392

4

4

0

Free

None

g;
2

4

4

4

0

Free

g;

2

4

-fY
42955
42955
000

Free Stop Stop

None - None
-0
00
00

92 92 92

222
46655

Maior/Minor Maiorl Maior2 Minorl

Conflicting Flow All

Stage 1

Stage 2

Critical Hdwy

Critical Hdwy Stg 1

Critical Hdwy Stg 2

Follow-up Hdwy

Pot Cap-1 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Platoon blocked, %

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver

Mov Cap-2 Maneuver

Stage 1

Stage 2

Approach

0 0396

4.12

- 2,218
- 1163

- 1163

EB WB

0 868
- 394

- 474
- 6.42
- 5.42
- 5.42

- 3.518
- 323
- 681

- 626

394

62;.

3.318

655

321

321

681

623

NB

655

HCM Control Delay, s

HCM LOS

0.1 13.60

Minor Lane/Maior Mvmt NBLnI EBT EBR WBL WBT

Capacity (veh/h)

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM Control Delay (s)

HCM Lane LOS

HCM 95th %tile Q(veh)

431

0.025

13.6

B

0.1

- 1163

- 0.004

8.1

A

0

;
A
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HCM 6th Signalized lntersection Summary
1 18-025 Bonura Kinqston

1: Washington Ave & Hurley Ave/Schwenk Dr
2025 Build w/lmp - DRI_PM Peak

Movement

a
NBL

J
EBL EBT

\
EBR

t\
WBL WBT WBR

t t rt J
NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (veh/h)

Future Volume (veh/h)

lnitialQ (Qb), veh

Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT)

Parking Bus, Adj

Work Zone On Approach

AdjSat Flow, veh/h/ln

Adj Flow Rate, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Percent Heavy Veh, %

Cap, veh/h

Anive On Green

Sat Flow, veh/h

il
243
243

0

1.00

1.00

+
583

583

0

\
335

335

0

1.00

1.00

\
80

80

0

00

00

{
604

604

0

1.00

1.00

+
235

235

0

\
250
250

0

1.00

1.00

tT.
177

177

0

1.00

No

1885

181

0.98

I
921

0.25

3629

I
161

161

0

1.00

1.00

fT'
684

684

0

1.00

No

1870

698

0.98

2

825
0.24

3422

1.00

No

1885

240

0.98

1

479

0.25

1885

1.00

No

1 870

595

0.98

2

741

0.40

1 870

2

2

0

1.00

1,00

41

41

0

1.00

1.00

1 885

255
0.98

1

307

0.07

1 795

1885

2

0.98

1

10

0.2s

40

1 885

164

0.98

1

459

0.07

1795

1 885

482

0.98

1

749
0.25

1 594

1 856

82

0.98

3

107

0,06

1767

1870

39

0.98

2

46

0.24

191

1870

342
0.98

2

384

0.22

1781

1 900

177

0.98

0

745
0.40

1610

Grp Volume(v), veh/h

Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/ln

Q Serve(g_s), s

Cycle Q Clea(g_c), s

Prop ln Lane

Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h

V/C Ratio(X)

Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h

HCM Platoon Ratio

Upstream Filte(l)
Uniform Delay (d), s/veh

lncr Delay (d2), s/veh

lnitial Q Delay(d3),s/veh

%ile BackOfQ(S0%),veh/ln

Unsig. Movement Delay, s/veh

LnGrp Delay(d),s/veh

LnGrp LOS

47.4 26.5 26.5 23.4 29.5

255
1795

6.0

6.0

1.00

307

0.83

307

1.00

1.00

30.1

17.3

0.0

4.1

455

0.20

458

1.00

1.00

26.3

0.2

94

1878

3.5

3.5

0.02

477

0.20

481

1.00

1.00

26.3

0.2

0.0

1,6

164

1795

6.0

6.0

1.00

459

0.36

459

1.00

1.00

23.0

0.5

0.0

2.6

240

1885

9.8

9.8

479

0.50

483
'1.00

1.00

28.7

0.8

0.0

4.4

482

1 594

20.7

20,7

1.00

749
0.64

753
1.00

1.00

18,1

1.9

0.0

7.5

82

1767

4.1

4.1

1.00

107

0.76

511

1.00

1.00

41.6

10.6

0.0

2.1

362
1777

17.5

17.5

428

0.85

494

1.00

1.00

32.5

11.5

0.0

8.7

375
1 836

17.5

17.5

0.10

443

0.85

511

1.00

1.00

32.5

11.2

0.0

8.9

43.7

342
1781

16.7

16.7

1.00

384

0.89

5't5
1.00

1.00

34.2

14.0

0.0

8,5

741

0.80

741

1.00

1.00

24.0

6.4

0.0

11.9

177

1610

6.0

6.0

1.00

745
0.24

745
1.00

1.00

14.6

0.2

0.0

2.1

595

1 870

25.3

25.3

89

1791

3.5

3.5

0.0

1.5

DCCCC
20.0

B

52.2 44.0 48.2 30.4 14.7

DCBDDD
Approach Vol, veh/h

Approach Delay, s/veh

Approach LOS

Timer - Assiqned Phs

438

38.7

D

2

886

23.2

c

819

44.7

D

1114

33,4

c

345678
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s

Change Period (Y+Rc), s

Max Green Setting (Gmax), s

Max Q Clear Time (g_c+l'1), s

Green Ext Time (p_c), s

lntersection Summary

24.4

5,0

26.0

18.7

0.6

26.7

5.0

25.0

19.5

2.2

11.0

5.0

6.0

8.0

0.0

10.5

5.0

26.0

6.1

0.2

40.6

5.0

25.0

27.3

0.0

1 1.0

5.0

6.0

8,0

0.0

27.8

5.0

23.0

22.7

0.1

27.8

5.0

23.0

5.5

0.8

HCM 6th Ctrl Delay

HCM 6th LOS
34.2

c
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HCM 6th Signalized lntersection Summary
1 1 8-025 Bonura Kinqston

6: Fair St ExUKingston Plaza & Schwenk Dr
2025 Build dlmp - DRI-PM Peak

{\j
EBL EBT

t*
WBT WBR

a t rl
SBL SBT

t J
SBRMovement EBR WBL NBL NBT NBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (veh/h)

Future Volume (veh/h)

lnitial Q (Qb), veh

Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT)

Parking Bus, Adj

Work Zone On Approach

Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/ln

Adj Flow Rate, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Percent Heavy Veh, %

Cap, veh/h

Arrive On Green

Sat Flow, veh/h

f
222

222

0

\
439

439

0

1.00

1.00

1 870

467

0.94

2

536

0.20

1781

1.00

No

1 870

453

0.49

2

1 001

0.54

1 870

I
23

23

0

0.99

1.00

1 870

24

0.94

2

844
0.54

1576

1900

12

0.94

0

43

0.29

19

f++

320
320

0

1.00

No

1 900

340

0,94

0

390

0.29

1 350

1 900

109

0.94

0

122
0.29

424

1 870

63

0.94

2

281

0.36

610

1.00

No

1 870

0

0.94

2

14

0.00

37

1 870

40

0.94

2

150

0.36

411

\
124

124

0

1.00

1.00

181 1

132
0.94

6

559

0,36

1324

1.00

No

1 870

I
0.94

2

682

0.36

1 870

I
5'15

515

0

0.97

1.00

1 885

548

0.94

1

880

0.36

1552

+ +
1

1

0

11

11

0

0.99

1.00

102
102

0

0.98

1.00

59

59

0

0.99

1.00

38

38

0

1.00

1.00

0

0

0

Grp Volume(v), veh/h

Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/ln

Q Serve(g_s), s

Cycle Q Clea(g-c), s

Prop ln Lane

Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h

V/C Ratio(X)

Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h

HCM Platoon Ratio

Upsheam Filte(l)
Uniform Delay (d), s/veh

lncr Delay (d2), s/veh

lnitial Q Delay(d3),s/veh

%ile BackOfQ(50%),veh/ln

Unsig. Movement Delay, s/veh

LnGrp Delay(d),s/veh

LnGrp LOS

29.7 14.5 11.0 42.3 0.0 0.0 23j

467

1781

17.6

17.6

1.00

536

0.87

542
1,00

0.76

18.4

11.3

0.0

8.5

453

1870

14.8

14,8

1001

0.45

1 085

1.00

0.76

14.2

0.2

0.0

6.1

24

1576

0.7

0.7

1.00

844
0.03

914
1.00

0.76

11.0

0.0

0.0

0.2

461

1794

7.7

24.5

0.03

555

0.83

628

1.00

1.00

33,9

8.4

0.0

11.7

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0

0

0,0

0.0

0.24

0

0.00

0

1,00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

103

1 059

4.8

6.1

0.61

444

0.23

444

1.00

1.00

2t.9
1.2

0.0

1.8

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0

0

0.0

0.0

0.39

0

0.00

0

1.00

0.00

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

132

1324

0.6

6.7

1.00

559

0.24

559

1,00

1.00

22.3

1.0

0.0

2.3

682

0.00

682
1.00

1.00

20.2

0.0

0.0

0.0

548

1552

24.0

24.0

1.00

880

0.62

880

1.00

1.00

14.9

3,3

0.0

8.7

0

0

0.0

0.0

0

0

0.0

0.0

I
1 870

0.0

0.0

CBBDAAC
0.0

A
23.3

c
18,2

B

20.2

c
0.0

A

Approach Vol, veh/h

Approach Delay, s/veh

Approach LOS

Timer - Assiqned Phs

944
21.9

c

2

461

42.3

D

103

23.1

C

8

681

19.2

B

4 67
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s

Change Period (Y+Rc), s

Max Green Setting (Gmax), s

Max Q Clear Time (g_c+|1), s

Green Ext Time (p_c), s

lntersection Summary

41.5

5.0

32.0

8.1

0.7

58.5

5.0

58.0

16.8

3.3

41.5

5.0

32.0

26.0

1.5

24.7

5.0

20.0

19.6

0.1

33.9

5.0

33.0

26.5

1.6

HCM 6th CtrlDelay
HCM 6th LOS

25.4

c
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HCM Signalized lntersection Capacity Analysis
1 18-025 Bonura Kinqston

8: Clinton Ave & John St
2025 Build w/lmp - DRI_PM Peak

J
SBR

+a
NBL

\j
EBL

t
NBT SBTEBRMovement

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (vph)

Future Volume (vph)

ldeal Flow (vphpl)

Total Lost time (s)

Lane Util. Factor

Frpb, ped/bikes

Flpb, ped/bikes

Frt

Flt Protected

Satd. Flow (prot)

Flt Permitted

Satd. Flow (oerm)

0

0

1 900

0

0

1 900

238
238

1900

0

0

1 900

-l
397

397

1900

5.0

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

0.98

1864

0.59

1117

T"
484

484

1900

5.0

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

1845

1.00

1845

Peak-hourfactor, PHF

Adj. Flow (vph)

RTOR Reduction (vph)

Lane Group Flow (vph)

Confl. Peds. (#/hr)

Confl. Bikes (#/hr)

Heaw Vehicles (%)

0.92

0

0

0

I

}Yo

0 0.92

0

0

0

3

1

0To

0.92

526

0

526

3Yo

0.92

259

0

0

3

0o/o

.92

0

0

0

1o/o

0.92

432
0

691

}Yo

Turn Type

Protected Phases

Permitted Phases

Actuated Green, G (s)

Effective Green, g (s)

Actuated g/C Ratio

Clearance Time (s)

Vehicle Extension (s)

custom

58
2

NA

28
NA

6

74,8

74.8

0.80

65.9

65.9

0.70

5.0

3.0

Lane Grp Cap (vph)

v/s Ratio Prot

v/s Ratio Perm

v/c Ratio

Uniform Delay, dl
Progression Factor

lncremental Delay, d2

Delay (s)

Level of Service

Approach Delay (s)

Approach LOS

lntersection Summary

0.0

A

1034

c0.13

c0.41

0.67

4.0

2.14

1.2

9.8

A
9.8

A

1300

c0.29

0.40

5.7

1.00

0.2

5.9

A

5.9

A

HCM 2000 Conhol Delay

HCM 2000 Volume to Capacity ratio

Actuated Cycle Length (s)

I ntersection Capacity Utilization

Analysis Period (min)

c Critical Lane Group

8.1

0.67

93.5

67.9Yo

15

HCM 2000 Level of Service

Sum of lost time (s)

ICU Level of Service

A

15.0

c

Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP

2025 Build-DRl-lmp,syn
Synchro 10 Report

Page 4



HCM Signalized lntersection Capacity Analysis
1 1 8-025 Bonura Ki ngston

9: Clinton Ave & Westbrook Ln
2025 Build w/lmp - DRI-PM Peak

Movement

{ t- t t rl
WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (vph)

Future Volume (vph)

ldeal Flow (vphpl)

Total Lost time (s)

Lane Util. Factor

Frpb, ped/bikes

Flpb, ped/bikes

Frt

Flt Protected

Satd. Flow (prot)

Flt Permifted

Satd. Flow (perm)

\
243
243

1 900

5.0

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

0.95

1787

0.95

1787

if
74

74

1900

5.0

1.00

0.98

1.00

0.85

1.00

1 546

1.00

1 546

T.
596

596

1 900

5.0

1.00

0.99

1.00

0.96

1.00

1778

1.00

1778

244
244

1900

45

45

1900

-t
439

439

1900

5.0

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

1862

0.73

1 361

Peak-hourfactor, PHF

Adj. Flow (vph)

RTOR Reduction (vph)

Lane Group Flow (vph)

Confl. Peds. (#/hr)

Confl. Bikes (#/hr)

Heaw Vehicles (%)

0.94

634

15

879

0.94

48

0

0

12

0.94

467

0

515

0.94

259

0

259
15

1Yo

0.94

260

0

0

12

I
4To0o/o

0.94

79

61

18

4

2% 7o/o 1Yo

Turn Type

Protected Phases

Permitted Phases

Actuated Green, G (s)

Effective Green, g (s)

Actuated g/C Ratio

Clearance Time (s)

Vehicle Extension (s)

NA

6

65.9

65.9

0.70

5.0

3.0

pm+pt

1

6

NA

2

Prot

I

17.6

17.6

0.19

5.0

3.0

pm+ov

I
8

21.3

21.3

0.23

5.0

3.0

57.2

57.2

0.61

5.0

3.0

Lane Grp Cap (vph)

v/s Ratio Prot

v/s Ratio Perm

v/c Ratio

Uniform Delay, dl
Progression Factor

lncremental Delay, d2

Delay (s)

Level of Service

Approach Delay (s)

Approach LOS

Intersection Summary

336

c0.14

434

0,00

0.01

0.04

28.1

1.00

0.0

28.2

c

1087

c0.49

0.81

13.9

0.32

3.6

8.1

A

8.1

A

979

c0.02

0.35

0.53

6.5

0.23

0.5

2.0

A
2.0

A

0.77

36.0
't.00

10.4

46.5

D

42.2

D

HCM 2000 Control Delay

HCM 2000 Volume to Capacity ratio

Actuated Cycle Length (s)

lntersection Capacity Utilization

Analysis Period (min)

c Critical Lane Group

12.9

0.80

93.5

82.4o/o

15

HCM 2000 Level of Service

Sum of lost time (s)

ICU Levelof Service

B

15.0

E
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HCM Signalized lntersection Capacity Analysis
1 18-025 Bonura Kinqston

10: Clinton Ave & Main St
2025 Buib w/lmp - DRI_PM Peak

Movement

j
EBL

\a tl r
EBR NBL NBT SBT SBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Volume (vph)

Future Volume (vph)

ldeal Flow (vphpl)

Total Lost time (s)

Lane Util. Factor

Frpb, ped/bikes

Flpb, ped/bikes

Frt

Flt Protected

Satd. Flow (prot)

Flt Permitted

Satd. Flow (oerm)

Y
87

87

1900

4.5
't.00

0.97

1.00

0.91

0.98

1654

0.98

1 654

+
754
754

1900

5.0

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

1,00

1881

1.00

1881

t
682
682

1 900

5.0

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

188'l

1.00

1 881

158

158

1900

0

0

1900

0

0

1 900

Peak-hourfactor, PHF

Adj. Flow (vph)

RTOR Reduction (vph)

Lane Group Flow (vph)

Confl. Peds. (#/hr)

Confl. Bikes (#/hr)

Heaw Vehicles (%)

0.96

91

65

191

15

0?/o

0.96

785

0

785

0.96

710
0

710

.96

0

0

0

29

5o/o

0.96

165

0

0

I
3

0o/o

0 96

0

0

0

29

1o/o 1Yo 1o/o

Turn Type

Protected Phases

Permitted Phases

Actuated Green, G (s)

Effective Green, g (s)

Actuated g/C Ratio

Clearance Time (s)

Vehicle Extension (s)

2

Prot

4

NA NA

6

18.1

18.1

0.19

4.5

3.0

57.2

57.2

0.61

5.0

3.0

65.9

65.9

0.70

5.0

3.0

Lane Grp Cap (vph)

v/s Ratio Prot

v/s Ratio Perm

v/c Ratio

Uniform Delay, dl
Progression Factor

lncremental Delay, d2

Delay (s)

Level of Service

Approach Delay (s)

Approach LOS

lntersection Summary

320
c0.12

1 150

c0.42

1325

c0.38

0.60

34.4

1.00

3.0

37.3

D

37.3

D

0.68

12.1

1.00

1.7

13.8

B

13.8

B

0.54

6.5

1.30

0.3

8.8

A
8.8

A

HCM 2000 Control Delay

HCM 2000 Volume to Capacity ratio

Actuated Cycle Length (s)

I ntersection Capacity Utilization

Analysis Period (min)

c Critical Lane Group

15.2

0.68

93.5

62.70h

15

HCM 2000 Level of Service

Sum of lost time (s)

ICU Level of Service

B

15.0

B

Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP

2025 Build-DRl-lmp.syn
Synchro 10 Report

Page 6





October 24,20L9

Wayne Platte Jr., Chairman
City of Kingston Planning Board
420 Broadway
Kingston, NY 12401

Response to Comments, The Kingstonian, 9-21 N. Front Street, City of Kingston, Ulster County, New
York; CM Project No.118-025

Dear Mr. Platte

Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP (CM) is in receipt of the October7,2OI9 comments from HVEA Engineers
regarding the Kingstonian project in the City of Kingston. Below is a summary of the comments and our responses.

Comment #L: "The closure of Fair Street Extension is o critical component of the proposed development. lt hos
been odequately demonstroted thot this action sholl hove no significant adverse taffic impact on the adjacent
roadway network."

Response: Acknowledged.

Comment #2: "We defer to the City's Planning Department regarding parking requirements under the existing
a nd proposed conditions."

Response: Acknowledged.

Comment #3: "We agree that the projected overall operating conditions at the Washington Avenue/Hurley
Avenue/Schwenk Drive intersections moy be improved vio o review and revision of prevailing timing pdrameters
and/or phasing."

Response: Acknowledged.

Comment #4: "The reoctivation of the signal at Schwenk Drive/Fair Street Extension/Kingston Plaza intersection
should be made a condition of project opproval. The safe and efficient possoge of project reloted taffic is
dependent upon this mitigotion action."

Response: Acknowledged.

Comment #5: "We concur that the operating conditions qt both the Clinton Avenue/lohn Street and Clinton
Avenue/Westbrook Lane may be improved vio signalizotion and we agree thot any such assessment should
incorporate the signol operation at Clinton Avenue/AIbany Street."

Response: Acknowledged.

Comment #6: "Again, we defer to the City's planning group for an evaluation of the proposed off-street deliveries
a nd refu se col le ctio n."

Response: Acknowledged.

BffifiI*h#
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Comment #7: "We agree thot the DRI initiotive shall result in poor operating conditions ot the Clinton

Avenue/Main Street intersection (LOS F on Main Street) and concur that this condition may be improved via

signolizotion."

Response: Acknowledged

Comment #8: We suggest thot, "The opplicant be required to undertake on ossessment of sight lines at the

southern goroge ramp on Schwenk Drive [and] demonstrote conformance with current standords."

Response: A sight distance assessment was conducted at the proposed southern access on Schwenk Drive.

The available intersection sight distance was measured from the perspective of a driver looking in both directions

along Schwenk Drive to determine if adequate sight lines are available. The intersection sight distance looking

straight ahead for vehicles traveling westbound on Schwenk Drive (i.e., those turning left into the proposed garage

ramp) was also measured. The available intersection sight distance on a minor approach should provide drivers a

sufficient view of the intersecting roadway to allow vehicles to enter or exit the intersection without excessively

slowing vehicles traveling at or near the operating speed on the intersecting mainline.

Stopping sight distance was also measured at the existing intersection. Stopping sight distance is the length of the

roadway ahead that is visible to the driver. The available stopping sight distance on a roadway should be of
sufficient length to enable a vehicle traveling at or near the operating speed to stop before reaching a stationary

object in its path.

The posted speed limit in the City of Kingston is 30 mph. The available sight distances compared to the guidelines

presented in AASHTO's A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways ond Streets,20LL, and NYSDOT design guidance

(EB 1-7-007) for the 35-mph operating speed (posted speed limit plus five mph) on Schwenk Drive are summarized

in Table 1.

Table 1 - Sight Distance Evaluation (feet)

lnters€ctlon

lntersection Sight Distancel
Stopping Sight

Distancer

RiSht Turn
from Site
Driveway

{DL}

Left Turn from
Slte Drivewav

Left Turn
from

Scbwenk
Drive
lDsl

SSDs SSDws
Looking
Left lDr)

[ooking
Right (Dn)

Schwenk
Drive/Site

Drivewav

Available >550 >550 290 >550 >550 370

Recommended 335 390 390 285 205 2so

1. lntersection sight distance is measured at 1"4.5 feet back from the travel way at an eye height and object height of 3.5 feet.

2. Stopping sight distance is measured at an eye height of 3.5 feet for a 2-foot object located in the path ofvehicles travelling on the mainline.

The available stopping sight distance for vehicles traveling eastbound and westbound on Schwenk Drive and the
distance looking straight for drivers turning left into the site exceeds AASHTO guidelines for a 35-mph operating

speed. ln addition, the available intersection sight distance looking left to make a right turn exiting the site also

exceeds AASHTO guidelines for the 35-mph operating speed.

f,o' !eiontcn Poge 2



Photograph #1- Sight Distance Looking Left Photograph #2 - Sight Distance looking Right

Drivers turning left out of the driveway also need to look right along Schwenk Drive. The available sight distance
looking right is less than desirable at 35 mph. Figure 2C-10L found in the New York State Supplement (NYS

Supplement) to the National Manual for Uniform Traffic Control Devices (NMUTCD) provides guidance for the
installation of "lntersection Warning" signs as mitigation for sight distance. A review of Figure }C-LOL (see figure
below) indicates that the available sight distance looking to the right at the Site Driveway is less than desirable,
but not critically limited for a 35-mph operating speed and therefore an "lntersection Warning" sign is not
recommended. lt is recommended that any proposed vegetation and/or signage related to the site be placed a

minimum of 15 feet back from the edge of the travel lane to maximize sight lines along the site frontage and
provide clear lines of sight for vehicles exiting the site.

Figure 2G.101. Guide for lntersection Warning Sign Use

O = lntersection Sight Distance Looking Right
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Reference: NYS Supplement to the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices for Streets and Highways (2009 Edition), page 119
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Comment #L0: We suggest thot, "ln lieu of the 'relocation' of the floshing beacon ot N/ Front Street/Wall Street
consideration should be given to o 3-Color signal to better focilitate the sofe and efficient flow of traffic at the
proposed ingress to the development."

Response: A level of service (LOS) evaluation was conducted at the N. Front Street/Wall Street/Site Driveway

intersection to assess the operational characteristics of modifying the flashing beacon, which provides for all-way

stop control, to a three-color traffic signal. lt is noted that the analysis is based on the current (Non-DRl)traffic
patterns and that under the DRI scenario a signal would provide little value to vehicular traffic as both the site

driveway and Wall Street would provide one-way travel awav from N. Front Street. The results of the LOS analysis

are summarized in table 2.

Table2-LOSSum

EB, WB, NB, SB = Eastbound, Westbound, Northbound, and Southbound intersection approaches

L, T, R = Left-turn, Through, and/or Right-turn movements

X (Y.Y) = Level ofservice (Average delay in seconds per vehicle)

-- = Not Applicable

The analysis shows that construction of a full traffic signal at the N. Front Street/Wall Street/Site Driveway

intersection will result in an approximate four-second reduction in overall delay. Although there is a theoretical

benefit to the change in intersection operation, the degree of improvement is marginal and may not be

commensurate with the associated construction cost. lt is noted that should the City wish to pursue signalization

at this intersection, a complete signal warrants analysis as outlined in the national Manual on Uniform Traffic

Control Devices (MUTCD)should be conducted.

lf you have any questions regarding above, please don't hesitate to contact our office.

Respe llv bmitted,
Engineering, LLP

Frank iliciotto, PE Jesse Vogl, AICP

Project PlannerBranch Manager

Attachments

Cc: Joe Bonura

Dennis Larios, PE

PM Peak Hour

2025
Build

2025 Build
w/ Signal

lntersection
2019 Existing 2025 No-Build

N. Front Street/Wall Street/Site Drivewav
A (e.4)

B (10.1)

B (12.0)

A (7.4\

A (8.4)

A (6.4)

N. Front Street EB

N. Front Street WB
Wall Street NB

IL]TR
LTIR]

LITIR

A (e.7)

B (10.2)

B (11.e)

B (10.4)

B (11.1)

B (13.9)

Overall B (10.e) B (12.3) B {10.9)
^(7.21
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HCM 6th AWSC
1 18-025 Bonura Kinqston

4: Wall St & N. Front St
2019 Existing_PM Peak

lntersection

lntersection Delay, s/veh

lntersection LOS

Movement

10.9

B

EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Vol, veh/h

Future Vol, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Heavy Vehicles, %

Mvmt Flow

Number of Lanes

Approach

+Y
200 208

200 208

0.93 0.93

03
215 224

11
WB NB

+
154

154

0.93

1

166

1

EB

0

0

0

0.93

0

0

0

0

0

93

0

0

0

114

114

0.93

2

123

0

Opposing Approach

Opposing Lanes

Confl icting Approach Left

Conflicting Lanes Left

Conflicting Approach Right

Conflicting Lanes Right

HCM Control Delay

HCM LOS

Lane

0

10.2

B

NBLnI EBLnI WBLnI

WB

1

EB

1

NB

I0

NB

1

9.7

A

0

EB

1

WB

1

't 1.9

B

Vol Left, %

VolThru, %

VolRight, %

Sign Control

Traffic Vol by Lane

LT Vol

Through Vol

RT Vol

Lane Flow Rate

Geometry Grp

Degree of Util (X)

Departure Headway (Hd)

Convergence, Y/N

cap
Service Time

HCM Lane V/C Ratio

HCM ControlDelay
HCM Lane LOS

HCM 9Sth-tile Q

65%

lYo
35%

Stop

322
208

0

114

346

1

0.461

4.793
Yes

748
2.855

0.463

11.9

B

2.4

0To

100%
jYo

Stop

154

0

154

0

166

I
0.233

5.056

Yes

704
3.132
0.236

9.7

A

0.9

0o/o

1000/o

\Yo

Stop

200
0

200

0

215
I

0.297

4.977

Yes

716
3.049

0.3

10.2

B

1.2
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HCM 6th AWSC
1 18-025 Bonura Kinqston

4: Wall St & N. Front St
2025 No-Build_PM Peak

lntersection

lntersection Delay, s/veh

lntersection LOS

Movement

12.3

EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR

Lane Configurations

Traffic Vol, veh/h

Future Vol, veh/h

Peak Hour Factor

Heavy Vehicles, %

Mvmt Flow

Number of Lanes

Approach

0

0

0.93

0

0

0

0

0

0.93

0

0

0

t
174

174

0.93

1

187

1

EB

t
226
226

0.93

0

243
1

Y
234
234

0.93

3

252
1

NB

128
128

0.93

2

138

0

WB

Opposing Approach

Opposing Lanes

Conflicting Approach Left

Conflicting Lanes Left

Confl icting Approach Right

Conflicting Lanes Right

HCM ControlDelay
HCM LOS

Lane NBLnI EBLnI WBLnI

WB

I

0

NB

1

10,4

B

EB

1

NB

1

0

11.1

B

0

EB

1

WB

I
13.9

B

Vol Left, %

Vol Thru, %

VolRight, %

Sign Control

Traffic Vol by Lane

LT Vol

Through Vol

RT Vol

Lane Flow Rate

Geometry Grp

Degree of Util (X)

Departure Headway (Hd)

Convergence, Y/N

cap
Service Time
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HCM 6th AWSC
1 1 8-025 Bon ura Kinqston

4: Wall SUSite Drwy & N. Front St
2025 Build_PM Peak

lntersection
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lntersection LOS
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HCM 6th Signalized lntersection Summary
1 1 8-025 Bonu ra Kinqston

4: Wall SUSite Drwy & N. Front St
2025 Build w/lmp-PM Peak
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october 24,20L9

Wayne Platte Jr., Chairman
City of Kingston Planning Board

420 Broadway
Kingston, NY 12401

RE: Updated Trip Generation Evaluation, The Kingstonian, 9-21 N

County, New York; CM Project No. 118-025

Dear Mr. Platte:

Frank A. Filiciotto, PE

Branch Manager

cc: Joe Bonura
Dennis Larios, PE

6ffixp,*ha

Front Street, City of Kingston, Ulster

Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP (CM) has conducted an Updated Trip Generation Evaluation for the proposed
Kingstonion located on N. Front Street in the City of Kingston. The initial Kingstonian I/S (dated July 23, 2019)
indicated that the site would provide L31 apartment units. Since the submittal of the TlS, the applicant is considering
the construction of L4 affordable housing units as a community benefit in addition to the 13L units. The following
assessment compares the updated site trip generation to the trip generation presented in the initial TlS.

Trip Generation

Trip generation determines the quantity of traffic expected to travel to and from a given site. The lnstitute of
Transportation Engineers (lTE) collects actual traffic counts from similar land uses and publishes them in Trip
Generation, L0th Edition, which is the industry standard used for estimating trip generation for a proposed land
use. The weekday PM peak hour trip generation has been estimated for the original and revised project based on
ITE Land Use Code (LUCI 221, for Multi-family housing (mid-rise). Table L summarizes the trip generation
comparison between each land use.

Tabfe 1 - Kingstonian Trip Generation Comparison

Land Use tuc Size
PM Peak Hour

Enter Exit Total
Mu lti-Fo m ily Housi ng ( M id-Rise ) 221 L45 units 38 25 63

Shopping Center 820 8.95 KSF 16 18 34
Hotel 310 32 rooms u. 12 23

Municipal Parking Garage CM Data 200 Spaces t4 54 68

Updated Trip Generation - Total Trips 79 109 188

lnitial TIs - Totol Trips 76 1_07 18i
Difference 3 2 5

The trip generation comparison shows that the site with L4 additional affordable housing units is expected to
generate five additional vehicle trips (three entering and two exiting) during the PM peak hour when compared
to the initial TlS. This results in fewer than two additional vehicles on any one approach during the PM peak hour,
which is not significant or perceptible. Therefore, the conclusions and findings of the original study and
subsequent response to comments remain applicable.

lf you have any questions regarding above, please don't hesitate to contact our office.

Respe ubmitted,
Engineering, LLP

Jesse Vogl, AICP

Project Planner

Creightrrrr Mcrrning Erigineerirrg, LLP i 2 Winners Circler I Albr:ny, NY 12205 | 518.446.O3?5 | www.cnrellp.conr





Estimated Costs for Citv of Kin n to Construct a29O Car Garaee

Construction Cost Estimate - 29O Spaces @ 540,000 per space S11,600,000

Additional Costs Estimate - 54,882,000 - Removal of Old Garage (subsurface), Site Stabilization, Storm
WaterTreatment lnfrastructure, Design, Construction Management, Design Seruices. Legal, Bonding,
Ad m inistrative, a nd I nterest du ring Constru ction.

Estimated Municipal Construction Cost(s) is S16,482,000

Estimated lnterest Cost (25 Years at 3.75%)

$1,025,000 annual municipal bond payment.

Bond Payment 25 Year Cost - 525,626,000

Estimated Maintenance Costs over 25 Years (S30 per space, per month)

($104,000 annual)

30x290x12x25 = $2,600,000 for 25 years

Estimated Operational Costs for 25 Years (S15 per Space)

(Ss7,000 annual)

25x29OxI2x25 = $2,175,000 for 25 years

Estimated Municipal Cost for 25 Years is about S30,+0t,000

(51.215,040 annual cost to municipality)





PRELIMINARY ESTIMATE OF COST
290 CAR PARIilNG STRUCTURE

21 North X'ront Street
CITY OF KINGSTON

Removals Removals of old Garage
Foundations & Other
removals

$800,000.00

Site Stabilization Geotechnical/Sub surface
Stabilization

$600,000.00

Parking Structure including
Foundations, elevatorso
lighting, entrances, gates,
controls

290 spaces @ $40,000/space
includes 5%o contingency

$l1,600,000.00

Stormwater Treatment lump sum $400,000.00

Sub-Total Construction $13,4o0,ooo.oo

Design Services Allowance at9%o $1,072,000.00

Construction Management
and Supervision

Allowance atSo/o $1,072,000.00

Legal, Bonding and
Administrative

Allowance at3o/o $402,000.00

Interest During Construction $536,000.00

Total Project Cost $16,482,000.00
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Wayne Platte Jr., Chairman
City of Kingston planning Boarcl
420 Broadway
Kingston, NY lZ40l

Via Email

October 7,bllg

Re

Dear Mr. Plalte:

The Kingstonien - Review r( Trqflic Inrpaet Stuclv
9-2 / North F-ront Street
Cily qf Kingston, U[ster County, Neu, fityk

I'tvEA Engineers reviewed the following documents associated with the proposed Kingstonianproject:

r Traffi! Ir.p-u:, study, prepared by creightorr Manning Engineering, t,Lp datedluly 23,2A1t)

Having reviewed the document provided we find the same ro be consisfent with cunent standarclsand guidelines regarding applied metho<lology. While lve corlcur in general with the ctonclusionsand Recommendations afrered in chapter v (page 32), we ore. ttreioilowing u, 
"oniirrution 

ofproposeil mitigation of potential traffic impacts:

l ' The closure of Fair street Extension is a uitical component of the proposed development.lt has been adequately elemonstrated that this action shalt have'no'rigirifirunt adversetraffic impact on the adjacent roadway network,

?' we defbr to the City's Planning Department regarding parking requirernents underexisting and proposed conditions.

3' we agree that the projected ovetall operating conditions at the washipgtonAvenue/Flurley Avenue/schlvenk Drive intersection rnny be improved uia a r"uiew undrevision of prevailing timing parameters ancl/or phasing.

5ll|11',i;rtj.l.rrritr'.jlli,i!r::rr:;ri.11,-.:ii,t,1,i.ljrtji l,,r!li.t.!,3.ili.1l,it;| i;l..:ili;i;ji.is..:t.]ll 11,1,r.l'.,'t,l I,,,:rl



Mr, Platte, Chainnan
The Kingstctnian
Pege 2 oJ'2

4' The reactivation of the signal at schwenk DrivelFair street Exterrsion/Kingston plaza
intersection should be made a condition of project approval. The saf'e and eflicientpassage of praject related traffic is dependent upon"this mitigaticn action.

5' we concur that-the operating conditions at hcth the clinton Avenue/John street anclclinton Avenuelwestbrook Line rnay be irnproved via signalization and we agree thatany such assessment should incorporate the iignal operation at Clintol AvenuelAlbany
Street.

6' Again, we defer to the City's planning group for an evaluation of the proposed off-streetdeliveries and rcfuse collectiern.

7 ' we agree that the DRI initiative shall result in poor operating conditions at the clinton
Avenue{Main Street intersection (LoS F on Maln StreeQ and concur that fhis conclition
may be improved via signalization.

In addition to the above, we suggest the following:

a' The applicant be requiretl to undertake an assessment of sight lines at the southern garage
ramp on Schwenk Drive demonstrate confi:rmance with current standards.

b' ln lieu of the oorelocation" of the flashing beacnn at N. Front Strect/Wall Street
consideration should be given to a 3-Color signat to better f-acilitate the safb and eflicierrt
flow of tr.affic at the proposed ingresd to the divelopment.

We trust this letter adequately conveys HVHA's review of the Tratfic lgpact Study. please
contact our office with any questions.

Sincerely,

Davld elL"s

David Ellis

Suzanne Cahill
Planning Director

ii,:l!l:rrri,.aj."'rir.,-1tll.Ilt:;ttztn-\r*1r:rlrilitlti 
!lh:tli.l5,f-:,\-.?*lt{!iirr;1$.i{tr,-:r-i.}!, i!!!11.:}rf:i:,,..ir},}l



Law Offices of

Rodenhausen Chale & Polidoro LLP
55 Chestnut Street

Rhinebeck, New York 12572

February 10,2021

Via E-mail : w ard3@kingston-ny. gov
Reynolds Scott-Childress, Chairman
City of Kingston Finance and Audit Committee
420 Broadway
Kingston, New York 12401

Proposed Transfer of Property at 2l N Front Street (the "Property")
To the Kingston Local Development Corporation ("KLDC")

Dear Chair Scott-Childress and Members of the Committee:

I am writing on behalf of several property owners within the Uptown neighborhood of the
City of Kingston. We understand that the Finance and Audit Committee ("Committee") will be
discussing a proposed transfer of the above-referenced, city-owned Property to the KLDC at no
cost to facilitate the development of the Kingstonian project (the "Kingstonian"). If permitted, this
conveyance would result in the elimination of an existing public parking lot and the construction
of an inadequate replacement of those parking spaces in the form of a private parking garage. Our
clients are concerned about the negative effects of this transfer including the loss of publicly
available parking spaces, loss of public parkland, and the giveaway of taxpayer-owned land to a
developer.

As you are aware, pursuant to New York State Not-for-Profit Corporation Law $ l411(d)
and City of Kingston Code $ 106-1, the City must find that property is not needed for a public
purpose before it may transfer its property to a local development corporation. The Property at
issue, however, is needed for a public purpose - parking. The Property provides vital public
parking for Uptown Kingston, an area which the Common Council has acknowledged already
lacks sufficient public parking. The Kingstonian will result in a net loss of publicly available
parking spaces within Uptown Kingston. Despite claims to the contrary by the Kingstonian's
proponents, simple math demonstrates that, after accounting for the parking spaces to be used by
the Kingstonian's tenants and occupants, there will be fewer remaining publicly available parking
spaces in the Kingstonian's parking garage than exist now at the Property. For further detail
regarding the City's own parking requirements and the net negative effect of the Project on
available parking, see the attached letter previously submitted to the Committee. As the Property
is necessary for an important public purpose, parking, the City cannot make the necessary findings
under State law or its own Code to permit the conveyance of the Property to the KLDC.

The Property also serves a second public purpose as a public park (the "Park"). The Park
contains a passive recreation area with playground grounds painted on the ground, several picnic
tables, a sitting wall and landscaping. Parks and open spaces serve an important public purpose in

(8a5) 516-a3B ph
(845) 516-4528 fax

vpolidoro@rodenhausenchale.com

Re:



Rodenhausen Chale & Polidoro lt-P
Letter to City of Kingston Finance and Audit Committee
February 10,2021
Page2

urban areas by providing resting spots, gathering spaces and a place to recreate. Open air spaces

are especially important during the pandemic when employees, restaurant customers and

apartment dwellers are seeking outdoor spaces to gather and eat. The City cannot plausibly find
that the Park does not serve a public purpose and is therefore prohibited from conveying the
Property to the KLDC.

Even if, for the sake of argument, the City could find that the Park does not serve a public
purpose, the City is still prohibited from conveying the Property to the KLDC. Specifically,
section l4l 1(d) of the NPCL prohibits the City from conveying any land that is "inalienable as a

forest preserve or a parkland." The issue of whether the Park constitutes inalienable parkland is
currently pending before the Ulster County Supreme Court and any action to convey the Property
before this issue is decided would open the City to further legal action.

It is apparent that the City is seeking to convey the Property to the KLDC in order to do

what it is otherwise prohibited from doing, conveying a city-owned parking lot to a private

developer for free. The City must fulfill its obligations to its taxpayers and negotiate a fair price
for the Property. See City of Kingston Code $ I 06- I . We believe that doing so would require, at

minimum, an appraisal of the fair market value of the Property. The City has assessed the Property
at5724,000 and its fair market value is likely significantly higher since the pandemic has caused

Ulster County to have the fastest rising property values in the Country.

Given that the Project will actually reduce publicly available parking and frustrate the
Property's public purposes, the City cannot justifiably claim that the conveyance of the Property
will be paid back in the form ofpublic benefits. Moreover, any alleged public benefits have already
been presented by the developers as the basis for grants and PILOTs worth tens of millions of
dollars and zoning amendments custom-tailored to allow the Kingstonian. After everything the
City and its residents have given and will give up to indulge the Kingstonian, the City must ensure

that it receives fair compensation before handing over City-owned, publicly-utilized Property to
private developers.

Please be guided accordingly

Victoria L. Polidoro

Mayor Steve Noble
Dan Gartenstein, Esq.
Alderwoman Andrea Shaut

Cc



Richard F. Riseley
Michael A. Moriello

RISELEY & MORIELLO
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

111 Green Street
Post Office Box 4465

Kingston, New York 12402
E-Mail: mike@moriellolaw.com

Tel: (845) 338-6603
Fax: (845) 340-1614

February 25,2027

City of Kingston Finance and Audit Committee
Mr, Reynolds Scott-Childress, Chair
City Hall
420 Broadway
Kingston, New York 12401

RE: Response to Correspondence by Victoria Polidoro, Esq.

Dear Chair Scott-Childress and Members of the Committee:

As you are aware, we represent Kingstonian Development, LLC (the "Developer"),
which is an affiliate of JM Development Group, LLC ("JM Development"), in connection with
the development of the Kingstonian Project (the "Project"). We write you in response to the
February 10, 202I letter of attorney Victoria L. Polidoro opposing the transfer of the City's
property at 21 North Front Street (the "Property'n) to the Kingston Local Development
Corporation ("KLDC") in connection with the Project.

Ms. Polidoro's letter utterly misstates the requirements of Not-For-Profit Corporation
Law Section l4l1 by positing that "the City must find that property is not needed for a public
purpose before it may transfer its property to a local development corporation." Rather, Section
1411 only provides that a city "may...determine that...real property owned by the...city...is not
required for use by such ...city.,.".

Moreover, Section 106-1 of the Kingston Code is completely irrelevant to this issue,
inasmuch as the provisions of Section 1411 pre-empt and ovemrle the, ooprovisions of any
general, special or local law, charter or ordinance to the conftary".

Thus, the real question is whether or not the City has actual use of the Property in its
operation,. In this regard, there is absolutely no requirement or mandate that bars the City from
hansfening property that is "needed for a public purpose". Rather, the use of the Property by the
City, present or prospective, is strictly a matter of legislative judgment and disuetion, and should
not and is not, subject to second-guessing by persons not involved in the City's management and
functioning.

In this regard, the conclusory and completely unfounded opinion of Ms. Polidoro that the
Project will result in fewer publicly available parking spaces, has no bearing on the City's
determination to transfer the Property. Again, Section 1411 of the Not*For-Profit Corporation
Law does not impose any sort of "public purpose'o test or obligation on the City.
Notwithstanding this fact, this project will actually result in additional parking for the public.



Finally, we also note that Ms. Polidoro's assertion that a small portion of the Property is a
public park has now been officially rejected in the recent Decision of Supreme Court Justice
Richard Mottn a copy of which is enclosed. This action, as referenced within Ms. Polidoro's
letter, has been dismissed in its entirety, which includes the denial of all causes of action alleging
that a portion of the Property constitutes parkland.

Accordingly, we respectfully request that the contentions set forth in Ms. Polidoro's letter
to you be given no consideration herein.

Thanking you for your continuing

Enclosure
cc: Joseph Bonura, Jr.

Brad Jordan
Patrick Page
Daniel Gartenstein, Esq.
Kevin Bryant, Esq.
Robert Cook, Esq.
Chip Gordon, Esq.
Alita Guid4 Esq.



NYSCEF
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DOC- NO. 76

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEWYORK
COUNTY OF ULSTER

rNDEX NO. EF2020-2075

RECEIVED NYSCEF: 02/L9/2021"

DECTSTON/ORDER

Index No. EFZ020-2075
R.f.l. No.55-20-0873
Richard Mott, J.S.C.

Sl CROWN STREET, LLC,311WAIL STREET, LLC,
3L7 WALL STREET, LLC,323 WALL STREET
OWNERS, LLC, 63 NORTH FRONT STREET, LLC,
314 WALL STREET, LLC, and 328 WALL STREET, LLC,

Plaintiff,

-against-

CITY OF KINGSTON COMMON COUNCIL, STEVEN T. NOBLE,
IN HIS CAPACITYAS MAYOR OF THE CITY OF KINGSTON,

JM DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC, HERZ0G SUPPLY CO., INC.,
KINGSTONIAN DEVELOPMENT, LLC, PATRICK PAGE

HOLDINGS, L.P., BLUE STONE REALTY, LLC, WRIGHT
ARCHITECT, PLLC,

Defendants.

v

Motion Return Date: December 31,2020

APPEAMNCES:

Plaintiffs: Victoria Polidoro, Esq.

Rosenhausen Chale & Polidoro, LLC
55 Chestnut Street
RhinebecK NY 12572

-and-

f. Scott Greer, Esq.
50 Haight Avenue
Poughkeepsie, NY 72603

Defendants: Kevin R. Bryant, Esq.
Corporation Counsel - City of Kingston
420 Broadway
Kingston, NY 12401

-and-

1 of 11



NYSCEF'DOC. No. 76

rNDEX NO. EF2020-2075

RECEIVED NYSCEF: 02/19/2023.

Daniel Gartenstein, Esq.,

Assistant Corporation Counsel - Ciry of Kingston
420 Broadway/P0 Box 3575
Kingston, NY 12402
For City of Kingston Common Council [Council) and Steven T.

Noble in his Capacity as Mayor of the City of Kingston (Mayor,
collectively, City)

Michael A. Moriello, Esq.

Riseley & Moriello
111 Green Street/Po Box 4465
Kingston, NY L2402
For fM Development Group, LLC, 0M), Herzog Supply Co, Inc.,
(Herzog), Kingstonian Development, LLC and Patrick Page

Holdings, LLC (Developers)

Robert D. Cooh Esq.

Cooh Netter, Cloonan, Kurtz & Murphy, PC

85 Main Street
Kingston, NY 12401
For Blue Stone Realty, LLC (Blue Stone) and
Andrew Wright Architects, PLLC [Wright)

Mott, J.

Developers move for summary judgment dismissing this action for declaratory and

injunctive relief alleging illegal acts of the Council and/or Mayor pursuant to CPLR $ 3001

and General Municipal Law (GML) S 5t.t The City supports the motion. Plaintiffs oppose.z

Baclqground

Plaintiffs challenge the Ci{y's actions relative to Developers' Kingstonian Project

fProject) in the City's Stockade Historic District (I(SHD) which involves City-owned parcels,

including inter alia,21 N. Front Street. The KSHD is zoned C-2 fcommercial) with a Multi-

1 This section authorizes a taxpayer suit to "prevent any official illegal act," Id.
2 Blue Stone/Wright answers seeking dismissal and an attorney-fee award asserting this action is frivolous
and seeks the same relief against it in a prior pending proceeding. However, they have not made a submission
on this motion.

2
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Use Overlay District (MUOD) permitting residential use,3 Following a Request for

Qualification to develop City parcels, including an outdoor parking lot and defunct

municipal parking garage (Garage), the Mayor signed a Memorandum of Understanding

[MOU) with Wright. The MOU states it is a non-binding agreement to work together to

obtain investors for the lease and/or sale of said property to develop "a minimum of 200

parking spaces and a combination of sreet-level commercial, retail and dining

establishment with apartments or hotel." Thereafter, Wright, with the Mayor's consent,

assigned the MOU to fM, with consideration therefore conditioned upon obtaining, inter

alia, " ...Council and referendum approval, if required." Following the Planning Board's (PB)

negative SEQR declaration, the Council approved the extension of the MUOD to Herzog's

.313-acre Project parcel bordering the KSHD (Herzog Parcel), also in the C-2 zoning district

conditioned upon compliance with a t00/o affordable housing quota.

Plaintiffs' 1"t cause of action asserts that a L,584'sq. picnic area is parkland that the

City intends to alienate without first obtaining required legislative approval. The Znd seeks

to enjoin said alienation without such approval. The 3.d and 4th seek declarations that the

MOU and its assignment are null and void as lacking Council approval required for the

conveyance of City land, The Sth claims the Council engaged in illegal spot-zoning when it

extended the MUOD to the Herzog Parcel for the sole benefit of the Project contrary to the

City's Comprehensive Plan (CP) and despite harm to neighboring landowners. They allege

3 The Project consists of a 420 space parking garage, 143 apartments a 32-room hotel and 9000' sq, of
retail/restaurant space, closure of Fair Street Extension to create a public pedestrian plaza with a footbridge
to a shopping malt across Schwenk Drive. This Project is subject of 3 other pending matters in which Plaintiffs
herein are petitioners, to wit: Creda, LLC, et al v. City of Kingston Planning Board, et aI, Index No. EF202A'253
(the parkland issue is also the subject of this proceeding challenging the Projecds negative SEQR declaration);
61 Crown Street, LLC, et aI v. NYS Department of Parks, Recreotion ond Historic Presewation,Index No. EF2020-
2079; 61 Crown Street LLC, et aI v. City of Kingston Zoning Board of Appeals, et al, Index No. F,F2020-2205.

3
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harm by increased traffic and noise, diminished parking and destruction of the historic

KSHD character, including a blufffeature and viewshed, due to the Project's scale.

Parties' Contentions

Developers claim the picnic area depicted in Plaintiffs'photographs is not public

parkland, has never been dedicated as such and that its use for festivals sponsored by a

Iocal business association or as an urban beautification space does not impliedly render it

so. They submit the affidavit of professional land surveyor Christopher f. Zell (Zell) who

states tha! per his survey, the depicted area extends 3A' x 66'or 1,980' sq., is part of the

Garage's lot and has no separate tax map designation. He states that his investigation

reveals same has never been inventoried, utilized, administered or promoted as parkland

and is not listed or managed as a park by the City's Parks & Recreation Department, as

corroborated by its website park listings.a Further, he states said lot was acquired by the

City as successor-in-interest to the defunct Kingston Community Development Agency uia a

L98L Assembly Bill which he attaches. He states that, prior thereto, it was surplused by a

Housing and Urban Development renewal project following Garage construction in 1968

and transferred to the City with the Garage. In addition, Developers submit the affidavit of

Ron Woods (Woods), S0-year chairman of the Kingston Recreation Commissiory that the

subject parcel has never been used, maintained or occupied as a public park or listed by the

City in any tourist brochure or website as such during his chairmanship, which ended in

2019.

4 Zell states the disputed area is located at North Front and Fair Streets by the entrance to the Garage, while
Plaintiffs assert it extends along the entire south side of North Front Streeb between Fair and Wall Streets.

Notwithstanding the parties'contradictory assertions as to the size ofthe picnic area, its depiction in
photographs and Zell's estimate ofits larger area renders this dispute irrelevant,

4
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Further, Developers claim the MOU and assignment are self-described as non-

binding and, therefore, cannot be construed as property conveyances. In addition, they aver

that obiections to a potential future conveyance is not ripe for review. Moreover, they

maintain, inter alia,s that the Council's zoning determination is presumed valid and its

consideration of the Project's consistency with the City's land use plan is evidenced by its

reliance upon the PB's negative SEQR declaration and the Ulster County Planning Board's

(UCPB) recommendation of an affordable housing minimum for new development.

The City relies upon Developers' submission and asserts that summary judgment is

appropriate in land use matters against a municipality. They aver Plaintiffs fail to raise any

issues of fact or potentially relevant discovery in support of their claims. Finally, they insist

that out-of-context legislator comments are irrelevant to the core determination of

whether the Herzog Parcel rezoning is consistent with the City's land-use plan.

Plaintiffs contend issues of fact persist as to its parkland and spot-zoning claims and

that relevant information, within the exclusive control of Defendants, precludes summary

judgment pre-discovery.6 They assert the picnic area's use for public events, such as the

annual Snowflake Festival and as a passive picnic recreation area is sufficient to raise an

issue of fact as to implicit parkland designation. They submit an Ulster County Property

Description Report for 2L North Front Street (Tax Map ID 48,80-1-26) indicating its use as

a parking lot with a L584'sq. picnic area on a concrete patio. Further, they proffer

5 They claim, inter alia, failure to exhaust administrative remedies as Plaintiffs' did not intervene in
administrative proceedings,/reviews that examined the Project and in which the parkland issue was never
raised. Further, hey claim dismissal of the parkland claims is merited as a discretionary matter, pursuant to
CPLR 3211(aJ(4), since it has been raised by Plaintiffs in a prior proceeding, and because they lack standing.
Insofar as Plaintiffs' substantive claims lack merit, the objections in point of law have not been addressed.
6 Plaintiffs' reply does not address their MoU-related claims.

5
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Snowflake Festival announcements and photographs of people eating lunch at 4 picnic

tables during a 1, %-hour observation by William Pickney,T as proof of its recreational use.

In addition, they maintain, upon information and belief, that there was once a sign or

plaque posted and that internal City documents regarding event permits and its

maintenance of the area may yield evidence in support of their parkland claim.

Further, they maintain the Council's rezoning of the Herzog Parcel constitutes spot-

zoning since it was approved solely to benefit the Project which was stymied by the

prohibition of residential use under its existing C-2 zoning. In support, it cites UCPB

comments that the MUOD does not appear to authorize new residential construction and

that the failure to impose an affordable housing requirement on such construction appears

contrary to the purpose of the MUOD. Further, they cite an alderperson's comments

opposing referral for a full vote due to outstanding questions about the implications of

extending the MUOD beyond the existing KSHD.

Dis cussion/ Summ ary J u dg m e nt

Summary judgment is appropriate in a declaratory judgment action upon an

undisputed factual record, Russell v Town of Pittsford, 94 ADZd 4L0, 4LZ [4th Dept 1983]

and upon the same standard as in any civil action. On summary iudgment the moving party

must establ ish prima facre entitlement to judgment as a matter of law "by adducing

sufficient competent evidence to show that there are no issues of material fact." Alvarez v

Prospect Hosp., 68 NYZd 320,324 [19S6]. "Only when the movant bears this burden and

the nonmoving party fails to demonstrate the existence of any material issue of fact will the

motion be properly granted." Staunton v Brooks,l2g ADgd1371 [3d Dept. 2015], citing

7 He is an employee of Plaintiffs' real estate management company

6
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Lacasse v Sorbello,12l AD3d L2,47, 724L [3d Dept. 2014]. However, "bald, conclusory

assertions or speculation and a shadowy semblance of an issue are insufficient to defeat

summary judgment, as are merely conclusory claims." Stonehill Capital Mgt., LLC v Bank of

the W, 28 NY3d 439, 448 [2OL6l.

Parkland/Public TrustDoctrine/7st snfl lNI Causes of Actione

The public trust doctrine requires that the alienation of land impliedly dedicated

to parkland be legislatively approve d. Coney Is. Boardwalk Community Gardens v City of New

York,172 AD3d 1366, t36B lzd Dept 20191. Whether a parcel has been so dedicated is a

factual issue and is determined by,

"the owner's acts and declarations and the circumstances surrounding the use of the
land...[and where...] a landowner's acts are equivocal, or do not clearly and plainly
indicate the intention to permanently abandon the property to [public use], they are
insufficient to establish [parkland dedication]," Id.

Such acts and declarations must be "unmistakable in their purpose and decisive in their

character." Matterof Glickv Harvey,25 NY3d 1175, 1180 [2015]. Further, a partyseekingto

establish same, must show that "the public has accepted the land as dedicated to a public

usg," Id,

Here, Developers and the City have met their burden of establishing by the Zell and

Woods affidavits, the absence of any public declarations of unmistakable purpose or intent

to designate the picnic area for permanent use as a public park and that it was not acquired,

limited or designated for that purpose. Moreover, temporary recreational use of public land

is insufficient to establish implicit park dedication. Id; Coney Is. Boardwalk Cammunity

Gardensv Ciqt ofNew York, I72 AD3dL366.

8 Plaintiffs have standing on the parkland issue as taxpayers, pursuant to GML $ 51.

7

7 of 11



NYSCEF.DOC. NO. 7b

INDEX NO, EF2O2O-20'15

RECETVED NYSCEF: 02/79/2021

Plaintiffs' reliance uponMatter of Lazore v Bd. of Trustees of ViI. of Massena,I9L

ADzd 7 64,7 65 [3d Dept 19931 (village's acceptance of disputed parcel only states that

parcel is to provide site for recreational purposes on the portion not needed for other

purposes) is misplaced.The Lazore court found no such dedication despite equivocal

references to park use in public documents and the parcel's denomination as a park in a

proposed zoning map. Moreover, unlike ViI. of Croton-On-HudsonvWestchester County,38

ADZd 979,980 [2d Dept 1972f, affd, 30 NYZd 959 lI972l where 20 acres had been used

recreationally for over 45 years, the disputed area here is a sidewalk setback, irrefutably

part of a Garage lot inherited from a defunct City development agency as surplused land.

Such circumstances are more akin to the facts in Coney Is. Boardwalk Community Gardensv

City of New York, L72 AD3d 7366, where the courr reiected an implied parkland claim

despite long-term Iicensing and use as a community garden, citing the municipality's years-

long indecision about its development.

In rebuttal, Plaintiffs fail to raise a triable issue of fact or establish a potential for

relevant discovery where even the management of a public area by a parks department

would be insufficient to establish parkland,. Matter of Glickv Harvey,25 NY3d at 1180

(management documentation, including permits, memoranda and leases show that parks

department management was temporary and provisional). Moreover, internal city

documents are incapable of evidencing a public unequivocal statement of such dedication

and Plaintiffs offer no support for their conclusory allegations as to potential discovery.

Thus, their 1't and Znd causes of action are dismissed.

B
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MOU1?"a and 4ctl Causes of Action

Here, the MOU and its assignment establish, by their terms, that they do not entail

the lease or sale of real property because they are non-binding and reference only potential

future events subject to required approvals. Therefore, Defendants have met their initial

burden establishing the MOU and assignment are not conveyances of land and Plaintiffs

have failed to raise a triable issue of fact in rebuttal. Thus, Plaintiffs' 3.d and 4th causes of

action are dismissed.SalvadorvTownof Queensbury,L62 AD3d 1359 [3d Dept 2018] flack

of justiciable controversy requires dismissal of declaratory judgment action).

Herzog Parcel Rezoning/Sh Cause ofAction

"Zoning determinations enjoy a strong presumption of validity, which can only be

overcome by a showing that the decision .., was unreasonable and arbitrary." Save Our

Forest Action Coalition Inc. v City of Ringston, 246 ADZi 2L7 , 22I [3d Dept 1998] .

Prohibited spot-zonin&

"defined as the process of singling out a small parcel of land for a use classification
totally different from that of the surrounding area for the benefit of the owner ... and
to the detriment of other owners -- is the very antithesis of planned zoning." Rodgers
v Vil. of Tarrytown,302 NY 115, 116 [1951].

To determine if spot-zoning has occurred a couft may consider the rezoningfs consistency

with a comprehensive land-use plan, compatibility "with surrounding uses, the likelihood

of harm to surrounding properties, the availability and suitability of other parcels and the

recommendations of professional planning staff." Save Our Forest Actton Coalition Inc. v City

of Kingston, 246 ADZd at 221' However, "the ultimate test is whether the change is other

than part of a well-considered and comprehensive plan calculated to serue the general

welfare of the community." ld.

9
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Here, although rezoning smoothed the way for the Proiect, that does not render it

inconsistent with the City's land-use plan. Reviews by City and County planning authorities,

perforce, considered the Project's coherence with KSHD zoning, evaluated environmental

impacts and were considered by the Council as stated in its resolution, Plaintiffs' reliance

upon an interim UCPB observation regarding potential inconsistencies of the Project with

the MUOD ignores that those issues later were addressed by the City's Zoning Board of

Appeals and by the Council's imposition of a 10% affordable housing requirement as a

condition of rezoning. Thus, the administrative record rationally supports the Council's

extension of the MUOD to the adjacent Herzog Parcel, with an underlying zoning

designation identical to that of the KSHD, as consistent with the City's land-use plan, In

rebuttal, Plaintiffs fail to raise an issue of fact impugning the presumptive validity of said

determination, requiring dismissal of the Sth cause of action. See, e.g., Maner of Lazore v Bd.

of Trustees of Vil, of Massene,l9I ADZ|at.765.

Accordingly, the motion is granted and the action is dismissed.

This constitutes the Decision and Order of this Court. The Court'is Efiling this

Decision and Order, but Developers are not relieved from compliance with the provisions

of CPLR 52220 with regard to notice of entry. The Court is remitting the original hard copy

of Plaintiffs Exhibit A to the Court Clerk for filing with the

Dated: Hudson, New York
February 17,202L

Clerk.

RICHARD
Papers Considered

1. Notice of Motion, Memorandum of Law and Affirmation of Michael A. Moriello, Esq.,

dated November 30,2020; Verified Answer, Affirmation and Memorandum of Law of
Michael A. Moriello, Esq., dated November 24,2020 with Exhibits A-F;

2. Answer of Michael T. Cook Esq., dated November 2,2020;

10
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3. Verified Answer of Kevin Bryan! Esq., dated November 4,2020 with Record on Appeal,
Memorandum of Law of Kevin R. Bryant Esq., and Daniel Gartenstein, Esq., dated
November 5,202A with Exhibits A-C; Affirmation in Support of SummaryJudgment of
Daniel Gartenstein, Ese, dated December 24,2O20;

4. Opposition Affirmation of Victoria L. Polidoro, Esg, with Exhibits A-Ge and
Memorandum of Law of Victoria L. Polidoro, Esq, and |. Scott Greer, Esq., dated
December 24,2020; Memorandum of Law in Support of Complaint of Victoria Polidoro,
Esq., and J. Scott Greer, Esq., dated August 2L,2020;

5. Reply Affirmation and Memorandum of Law of Michael A. Moriello, Esq,, dated
December 28, 2020 with Exhibits A-C.

e Exhibit e, filed in hard copy, includes the Verified Complaint of Victoria L. Polidoro, Esq., and f , Scott Greer,
Esq., Vcrification of fulio Hernandez and Complaint Exhibits 1-18.
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