City of Newburgh

Waterfront Advisory Committee
Minutes April 16, 2008

The Newburgh Waterfront Advisory Committee met at the Newburgh Heritage Center, 123 Grand Street on
Wednesday, April 21, 2008.

Attending: Denise Ribble, Mary McTamaney, Yaniyah Pearson, Brian Burke, Roxie Royal and Gail Fulton.
Absent: Allison Cappella
Guests: Bob McKenna, Planning and Development and Sarah Yackel, BFJ.

Chairperson Denise Ribble called the meeting to order at 7:10 p.m.

March Minutes were reviewed and approved.

UPDATE AND REVIEW:

Denise began the meeting with confirmation that everyone received the cover letter, time table and packet. She
mentioned crosswalking some sections to be consistent to the master plan and probably change language,
specifically policy 18.

In addition, Denise made reference to specific recommendations regarding the view plain. The Committee
would like to make certain recommendations and specifics with the submission.

Mary McTamaney said that lan McDougal had comments to the Committee a couple months ago regarding a
few language insertions in the Master Plan with regard to the water issues and Harbor Management Plan
referring to the LWRP. She inquired about the final copy of this discussion that never submitted. Denise said
that it would be a part of the cross walk.

Denise added the concerns regarding the proposed Draft. She confirmed with Sarah this Draft becomes a basis
for developing and uses and approvals of projects that would have to be consistent with the Master Plan.

Mary commented that she has concern about the reference in any document referring to study on the horizon.
As we are waiting for another meeting or consultant, decisions are being made all along. We should not make
land use decision without a land use plan.

Sarah said that the old documents never made it clear that only certain projects went to the Planning Board in
need of consistency review which is not correct. Any project would need approval within the LWRP.

Sarah commented that there was never a flow chart. Denise said that she had a flow chart. (Flow chart was
faxed to Sarah on 19 Marcy 2008. Original and copy were given to her at the meeting).

Bob went on to mention some of the issues that are transpiring such as the County putting out an RFP for a
major transportation plan which will include City of Newburgh, Town of Newburgh, Town of New Windsor,
Cornwall, and Montgomery. Additionally, the City of Newburgh is also putting together some economic
development in commercial planning on Broadway which will go together.

Denise mentioned that the Harbor Management Plan made a stronger statement about the roll of the Waterfront
Advisory Committee in matters.



LWRP BOUND DRAFT:

Sarah sent copies of the bound LWRP for all members of the committee. She began discussion with indicating
that the Harbor Management Plan was incorporated in the LWRP. She said that documents have been
submitted so that they may be included in the website in addition to City Council, Public Review copies to City
Hall and the Library. This is a pre-review process and not the formal review process. The formal review
process would start until after the Council accepts the Draft as complete. This is not a public review draft.

Bob confirmed the first date of the public workshop as being Saturday, May 3, 2008 at the Library. The date and
place of the second workshop is in question.

Sarah asked for feedback in how the workshop should be run. It was agreed that it would be handled as an
open house. Comments would be taken and not necessarily to answer questions. This would prepare us for
true public comment session.

It was agreed that the separate tables would each have an individual interest policy topic such as development
policy or environmental policy.

Sarah then mentioned that the City Council will be meeting on May 224, 2008 at which time they would vote on
the public hearing date.

Sarah distributed a scoping document. It was discussed that comments from the committee should get back to
Sarah by May 12, 2008.

Denise expressed concern with short time span between the two workshops and meeting with Ian by May 11.

Denise said that Mary, Yaniyah, Allison and herself have committed themselves to sitting in on the cross walk.
There will need to be a time of overview with members the week of April 28 in addition to meeting with Ian.

There was discussion about the 150 foot creek buffer around the three creeks in the western portion of the City.
The amendment request should be approved. Denise mentioned that the 150ft buffer is tied to land use.

Bob said that we would need to verify as part of the cross walk, what provisions are there currently that would
provide the protection that the committee is suggesting. If there is no protection, he agrees that there would
have to be some way to ensure water quality.

Denise said that it was logical and that it was brought up with relationship with Quassaick Creek and
Mucchattoes Lake.

Sarah said that realistic concern is that they are running out of budget.

Mary asked if there was that much language involved. Sarah said that there would need to be a significant
amount of language to address the revised boundaries in addition to maps.

Denise stated that with the consideration of more defined buffer boundaries, in addition to a lack of time and
monies, the committee did not have as much time to research. She feels that that is not a reason to not include
the buffer at all. Bob agreed but mentioned the regulations that are in place and how specific they are.

Denise said that similar language as to how this would be amended in the future. Bob and Sarah said that this
would be acceptable.

Denise was very adamant about the extensive work and efforts that Mary put into this work at the Quassaick
River. After extensive conversation, Denise feels that there is a lack of amending and ordinance change.

In understanding the frustration, Bob then mentioned knowing how to or where to make recommendations for
ordnances to be changed. Mary stated that in the sections on laws and regulations and on non-regulatory
initiatives describe ways to approach this, such as through regulation from State or Local Law.

There was extensive discussion regarding the View Preservation as defined on page I1I-47 and the concerns that
involve the future construction.



REVIEW OF POLICY IIT AND IV:

Denise asked all members about any specific changes or modifications in the sections that were assigned.

There was brief discussion about the new urban overlay district and land use plan in addition to maps and
public right of way. Denise made it clear that she is uncomfortable with documentation that the Committee has
questions on and appears that have been approved. She feels that this is not the endorsed product coming from
the Waterfront Committee.

Bob and Sarah agreed that it will be looked into.

Mary asked if Figures 32 and 32 were needed and if there was reference made to these maps. Sarah said that
they can be removed. The “red” line can be removed without removing the entire map.

Denise said that the area in question in the public right of way (South Street) is one of the few places that people
can go right to the water.

Adjournment:
The meeting adjourned at approximately 9:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Mimi Naclerio

NWAC Secretary



