Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 1 - Project and Setting

Instructions for Completing Part 1

Part 1 is to be completed by the applicant or project sponsor. Responses become part of the application for approval or funding,
are subject to public review, and may be subject to further verification.

Complete Part 1 based on information currently available. If additional research or investigation would be needed to fully respond to
any item, please answer as thoroughly as possible based on current information; indicate whether missing information does not exist,
or is not reasonably available to the sponsor; and, when possible, generally describe work or studies which would be necessary to
update or fully develop that information.

Applicants/sponsors must complete all items in Sections A & B. In Sections C, D & E, most items contain an initial question that
must be answered either “Yes” or “No”. If the answer to the initial question is “Yes”, complete the sub-questions that follow. If the
answer to the initial question is “No”, proceed to the next question. Section F allows the project sponsor to identify and attach any
additional information. Section G requires the name and signature of the project sponsor to verify that the information contained in
Part lis accurate and complete.

A. Project and Sponsor Information.

Name of Action or Project:
City of Newburgh Zoning Code Update

Project Location (describe, and attach a general location map):
City of Newburgh, New York

Brief Description of Proposed Action (include purpose or need):

Name of Applicant/Sponsor: Telephone:
City of Newburgh E-Mail:
Address: 83 Broadway
City/PO: Newburgh State: NY Zip Code: 12550
Project Contact (if not same as sponsor; give name and title/role): Telephone: g45.569.7301
City Manager E-Mail:
Address:
City/PO: State: Zip Code:
Property Owner (if not same as sponsor): Telephone:
E-Mail:
Address:
City/PO: State: Zip Code:
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C.3. Zoning

a. Is the site of the proposed action located in a municipality with an adopted zoning law or ordinance. [dYes[INo
If Yes, what is the zoning classification(s) including any applicable overlay district?
The Proposed Action would result in an update to Chapter 300 of the City's Code, including text amendments and zoning map changes (see Part 3).

b. Is the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional use permit?  [Not Applicable | 0 Yes O No
¢. Is a zoning change requested as part of the proposed action? O Yes O No
If Yes,

i. What is the proposed new Zoning for the site? Proposed Action would result in amendments to the City of Newburgh Zoning Code (see Part 3).

C.4. Existing community services.

a. In what school district is the project site located? Newburgh Enlarged City School District

b. What police or other public protection forces serve the project site?
ity of Newburgh Police Department, Oran nty Sheriff's Office. New York Poli

¢. Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site?
Newburgh Fire Department

d. What parks serve the project site?

D. Project Details

D.1. Proposed and Potential Development

a. What is the general nature of the proposed action (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial, recreational; if mixed, include all
components)?

b. a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? acres
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? acres
c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned
or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? acres
c. Is the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use? [ Yes[CINo
i. If Yes, what is the approximate percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (e.g., acres, miles, housing units,
square feet)? % Units:
d. Is the proposed action a subdivision, or does it include a subdivision? O Yes O No
If Yes,
i. Purpose or type of subdivision? (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial; if mixed, specify types)
ii. Is a cluster/conservation layout proposed? O Yes O No
iii. Number of lots proposed?
iv. Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes? Minimum Maximum
e. Will proposed action be constructed in multiple phases? O Yes O No
i. If No, anticipated period of construction: months
ii. IfYes:
e Total number of phases anticipated
e Anticipated commencement date of phase 1 (including demolition) month year
e Anticipated completion date of final phase month year
[ ]

Generally describe connections or relationships among phases, including any contingencies where progress of one phase may
determine timing or duration of future phases:
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f. Does the project include new residential uses? Yes[No
If Yes, show numbers of units proposed.

One Family Two Family Three Family Multiple Family (four or more)

Initial Phase
At completion

of all phases
g. Does the proposed action include new non-residential construction (including expansions)? OYes[ONo
If Yes,

i. Total number of structures

ii. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: height; width; and length
iii. Approximate extent of building space to be heated or cooled: square feet
h. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that will result in the impoundment of any 0 Yes O No

liquids, such as creation of a water supply, reservoir, pond, lake, waste lagoon or other storage?

If Yes,

i. Purpose of the impoundment:
ii. If a water impoundment, the principal source of the water: [] Ground water & Surface water streams [_]Other specify:

iii. If other than water, identify the type of impounded/contained liquids and their source.

iv. Approximate size of the proposed impoundment. Volume: million gallons; surface area: acres
v. Dimensions of the proposed dam or impounding structure: height; length
vi. Construction method/materials for the proposed dam or impounding structure (e.g., earth fill, rock, wood, concrete):

D.2. Project Operations

a. Does the proposed action include any excavation, mining, or dredging, during construction, operations, or both? [ ]Yes 0 No
(Not including general site preparation, grading or installation of utilities or foundations where all excavated
materials will remain onsite)
If Yes:
i What is the purpose of the excavation or dredging?
ii. How much material (including rock, earth, sediments, etc.) is proposed to be removed from the site?
o Volume (specify tons or cubic yards):
e  Over what duration of time?
iii. Describe nature and characteristics of materials to be excavated or dredged, and plans to use, manage or dispose of them.

iv. Will there be onsite dewatering or processing of excavated materials? [JYes o No
If yes, describe.

v. What is the total area to be dredged or excavated? acres
vi. What is the maximum area to be worked at any one time? acres
vii. What would be the maximum depth of excavation or dredging? feet
viii. Will the excavation require blasting? O Yes O No

ix. Summarize site reclamation goals and plan:

b. Would the proposed action cause or result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of, or encroachment O Yes O No
into any existing wetland, waterbody, shoreline, beach or adjacent area?
If Yes:
i. Identify the wetland or waterbody which would be affected (by name, water index number, wetland map number or geographic
description):
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ii. Describe how the proposed action would affect that waterbody or wetland, e.g. excavation, fill, placement of structures, or
alteration of channels, banks and shorelines. Indicate extent of activities, alterations and additions in square feet or acres:

iii. Will proposed action cause or result in disturbance to bottom sediments?
If Yes, describe:

OYes[JNo

iv. Will proposed action cause or result in the destruction or removal of aquatic vegetation?
If Yes:

e acres of aquatic vegetation proposed to be removed:

O Yes[No

e  expected acreage of aquatic vegetation remaining after project completion:

e purpose of proposed removal (e.g. beach clearing, invasive species control, boat access):

e  proposed method of plant removal:

e if chemical/herbicide treatment will be used, specify product(s):

v. Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance:

c. Will the proposed action use, or create a new demand for water?

If Yes:
i. Total anticipated water usage/demand per day: gallons/day
ii. Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply?

If Yes:

e Name of district or service area:

CYes[No

OYes[INo

®  Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal? OvYes[No
e Is the project site in the existing district? OyesONo
e Is expansion of the district needed? O Yes[INo
e Do existing lines serve the project site? OvesCINo
iii. Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project? Oyes[ONo
If Yes:
e Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project:
e Source(s) of supply for the district:
iv. Is a new water supply district or service area proposed to be formed to serve the project site? O YesCINo
If, Yes:
e  Applicant/sponsor for new district:
e Date application submitted or anticipated:
e Proposed source(s) of supply for new district:
v. If a public water supply will not be used, describe plans to provide water supply for the project:
vi. If water supply will be from wells (public or private), maximum pumping capacity: _ gallons/minute.
d. Will the proposed action generate liquid wastes? ﬁYes ﬁNo

If Yes:
i. Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day: gallons/day

ii. Nature of liquid wastes to be generated (e.g.. sanitary wastewater, industrial; if combination, describe all components and

approximate volumes or proportions of each):

iii. Will the proposed action use any existing public wastewater treatment facilities?
If Yes:

e  Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used:

OYes[No

Name of district:

L ]
e Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project?
e  Is the project site in the existing district?

e Is expansion of the district needed?

Oyes[INo
OYes[No
OYes[No
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e Do existing sewer lines serve the project site? OYes[JNo

e  Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project? Oyes[ONo
If Yes:

® Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project:

iv. Will a new wastewater (sewage) treatment district be formed to serve the project site? Oves[No
If Yes:
e Applicant/sponsor for new district:
e Date application submitted or anticipated:
. What is the receiving water for the wastewater discharge?
v. If public facilities will not be used, describe plans to provide wastewater treatment for the project, including specifying proposed
receiving water (name and classification if surface discharge, or describe subsurface disposal plans):

vi. Describe any plans or designs to capture, recycle or reuse liquid waste:

e. Will the proposed action disturb more than one acre and create stormwater runoff, either from new point OYes[No
sources (i.e. ditches, pipes, swales, curbs, gutters or other concentrated flows of stormwater) or non-point
source (1.e. sheet flow) during construction or post construction?

If Yes:
i. How much impervious surface will the project create in relation to total size of project parcel?
Square feet or acres (impervious surface)
Square feet or acres (parcel size)

ii. Describe types of new point sources.

iii. Where will the stormwater runoff be directed (i.e. on-site stormwater management facility/structures, adjacent properties,
groundwater, on-site surface water or off-site surface waters)?

e If to surface waters, identify receiving water bodies or wetlands:

e Will stormwater runoff flow to adjacent properties? Oves[INo
iv. Does proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces, use pervious materials or collect and re-use stormwater? Oves[ONo
f. Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or more sources of air emissions, including fuel OYes[No

combustion, waste incineration, or other processes or operations?
If Yes, identify:
i. Mobile sources during project operations (e.g., heavy equipment, fleet or delivery vehicles)

ii. Stationary sources during construction (e.g., power generation, structural heating, batch plant, crushers)

iii. Stationary sources during operations (e.g., process emissions, large boilers, electric generation)

g. Will any air emission sources named in D.2.f (above), require a NY State Air Registration, Air Facility Permit,  [JYes[JNo
or Federal Clean Air Act Title IV or Title V Permit?

If Yes:

i. Is the project site located in an Air quality non-attainment area? (Area routinely or periodically fails to meet Oyes[ONo
ambient air quality standards for all or some parts of the year)

ii. In addition to emissions as calculated in the application, the project will generate:

Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide (CO,)

Tons/year (short tons) of Nitrous Oxide (N,0)

Tons/year (short tons) of Perfluorocarbons (PFCs)

Tons/year (short tons) of Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF)

Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide equivalent of Hydroflourocarbons (HFCs)

Tons/year (short tons) of Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs)
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h. Will the proposed action generate or emit methane (including, but not limited to, sewage treatment plants, [JYes o No
landfills, composting facilities)?
If Yes:
i. Estimate methane generation in tons/year (metric):

ii. Describe any methane capture, control or elimination measures included in project design (e.g., combustion to generate heat or
electricity, flaring):

i. Will the proposed action result in the release of air pollutants from open-air operations or processes, such as O Yes O No
quarry or landfill operations?
If Yes: Describe operations and nature of emissions (e.g., diesel exhaust, rock particulates/dust):

j- Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels or generate substantial O Yes O No
new demand for transportation facilities or services?
If Yes:

i. When is the peak traffic expected (Check all that apply): [ Morning O Evening Oweekend
[ Randomly between hours of to .
ii. For commercial activities only, projected number of semi-trailer truck trips/day:
iii. Parking spaces: Existing Proposed Net increase/decrease
iv. Does the proposed action include any shared use parking? O Yes O No
v. If the proposed action includes any modification of existing roads, creation of new roads or change in existing access, describe:

vi. Are public/private transportation service(s) or facilities available within %2 mile of the proposed site? [JYes o No

vii Will the proposed action include access to public transportation or accommodations for use of hybrid, electric O Yes O No
or other alternative fueled vehicles?

viii. Will the proposed action include plans for pedestrian or bicycle accommodations for connections to existing O Yes O No
pedestrian or bicycle routes?

k. Will the proposed action (for commercial or industrial projects only) generate new or additional demand O Yes O No
for energy?
If Yes:
i. Estimate annual electricity demand during operation of the proposed action:

ii. Anticipated sources/suppliers of electricity for the project (e.g., on-site combustion, on-site renewable, via grid/local utility, or
other):

iii. Will the proposed action require a new, or an upgrade to, an existing substation? O Yes O No

I. Hours of operation. Answer all items which apply.

i. During Construction: ii. During Operations:
e Monday - Friday: e  Monday - Friday:
e  Saturday: e  Saturday:
e Sunday: e  Sunday:
e Holidays: e  Holidays:
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m. Will the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during construction, OYes[ONo
operation, or both?

If yes:

i. Provide details including sources, time of day and duration:

ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a noise barrier or screen? OvesONo
Describe:

n.. Will the proposed action have outdoor lighting? OYes[ONo

If yes:

i. Describe source(s), location(s), height of fixture(s), direction/aim, and proximity to nearest occupied structures:

ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a light barrier or screen? OvesONo
Describe:
0. Does the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day? OYesONo

If Yes, describe possible sources, potential frequency and duration of odor emissions, and proximity to nearest
occupied structures:

p- Will the proposed action include any bulk storage of petroleum (combined capacity of over 1,100 gallons) OYes[ONo
or chemical products 185 gallons in above ground storage or any amount in underground storage?
If Yes:
i. Product(s) to be stored

ii. Volume(s) per unit time (e.g.. month, year)
iii. Generally describe proposed storage facilities:

q. Will the proposed action (commercial, industrial and recreational projects only) use pesticides (i.e., herbicides, O Yes [ONo
insecticides) during construction or operation?

If Yes:
i. Describe proposed treatment(s):

ii. Will the proposed action use Integrated Pest Management Practices? [ Yes [INo

r. Will the proposed action (commercial or industrial projects only) involve or require the management or disposal [ Yes [JNo
of solid waste (excluding hazardous materials)?

If Yes:
i. Describe any solid waste(s) to be generated during construction or operation of the facility:
e  Construction: tons per (unit of time)
e  Operation : tons per (unit of time)

ii. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of materials to avoid disposal as solid waste:
e  Construction:

e  Operation:

iii. Proposed disposal methods/facilities for solid waste generated on-site:
e  Construction:

e  Operation:
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s. Does the proposed action include construction or modification of a solid waste management facility? [ Yes[] No
If Yes:
i. Type of management or handling of waste proposed for the site (e.g., recycling or transfer station, composting, landfill, or
other disposal activities):

ii. Anticipated rate of disposal/processing:

. Tons/montbh, if transfer or other non-combustion/thermal treatment, or
. Tons/hour, if combustion or thermal treatment
iii. If landfill, anticipated site life: years

t. Will proposed action at the site involve the commercial generation, treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous  []Yes[]No
waste?

If Yes:
i. Name(s) of all hazardous wastes or constituents to be generated, handled or managed at facility:

ii. Generally describe processes or activities involving hazardous wastes or constituents:

iii. Specify amount to be handled or generated tons/month
iv. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of hazardous constituents:

v. Will any hazardous wastes be disposed at an existing offsite hazardous waste facility? O Yes O No
If Yes: provide name and location of facility:

If No: describe proposed management of any hazardous wastes which will not be sent to a hazardous waste facility:

E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action

E.1. Land uses on and surrounding the project site

a. Existing land uses.
i. Check all uses that occur on, adjoining and near the project site.
[ urban [ Industrial [J Commercial [] Residential (suburban) [ Rural (non-farm)
[ Forest [ Agriculture [] Aquatic [ Other (specify):
ii. If mix of uses, generally describe:

b. Land uses and covertypes on the project site.

Land use or Current Acreage After Change
Covertype Acreage Project Completion (Acres +/-)
e Roads, buildings, and other paved or impervious
surfaces
o Forested

e Meadows, grasslands or brushlands (non-
agricultural, including abandoned agricultural)

e Agricultural
(includes active orchards, field, greenhouse etc.)

e  Surface water features
(lakes, ponds, streams, rivers, etc.)

e Wetlands (freshwater or tidal)

e Non-vegetated (bare rock, earth or fill)

e Other
Describe:
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c. Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation? CyesCINo
i. If Yes: explain:

d. Are there any facilities serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, hospitals, licensed [JYes[INo
day care centers, or group homes) within 1500 feet of the project site?

If Yes,
i. Identify Facilities:

e. Does the project site contain an existing dam? O Yes O No
If Yes:
i. Dimensions of the dam and impoundment:
e Dam height: feet
e Dam length: feet
e Surface area: acres
e Volume impounded: gallons OR acre-feet

ii. Dam’s existing hazard classification:

iii. Provide date and summarize results of last inspection:

f. Has the project site ever been used as a municipal, commercial or industrial solid waste management facility, [Yes o No
or does the project site adjoin property which is now, or was at one time, used as a solid waste management facility?
If Yes:

i. Has the facility been formally closed? O Yes O No
o If yes, cite sources/documentation:

ii. Describe the location of the project site relative to the boundaries of the solid waste management facility:

iii. Describe any development constraints due to the prior solid waste activities:

g. Have hazardous wastes been generated, treated and/or disposed of at the site, or does the project site adjoin O Yes O No
property which is now or was at one time used to commercially treat, store and/or dispose of hazardous waste?
If Yes:

i. Describe waste(s) handled and waste management activities, including approximate time when activities occurred:

h. Potential contamination history. Has there been a reported spill at the proposed project site, or have any [Yeso No
remedial actions been conducted at or adjacent to the proposed site?
If Yes:
i. Is any portion of the site listed on the NYSDEC Spills Incidents database or Environmental Site [dYes o No
Remediation database? Check all that apply:
[ Yes - Spills Incidents database Provide DEC ID number(s):
[ Yes - Environmental Site Remediation database Provide DEC ID number(s):

[ Neither database
ii. If site has been subject of RCRA corrective activities, describe control measures:

iii. Is the project within 2000 feet of any site in the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation database? O Yes O No
If yes, provide DEC ID number(s); 336042, 336036, 336009, 336031, B00127, B00136,...

iv. If yes to (i), (ii) or (iii) above, describe current status of site(s):
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m. Identify the predominant wildlife species that occupy or use the project site:

n. Does the project site contain a designated significant natural community? O Yes O No
If Yes:
i. Describe the habitat/community (composition, function, and basis for designation):

ii. Source(s) of description or evaluation:

iii. Extent of community/habitat:

e  Currently: acres
e Following completion of project as proposed: acres
e  Gain or loss (indicate + or -): acres
o. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by the federal government or NYS as O Yes O No

endangered or threatened, or does it contain any areas identified as habitat for an endangered or threatened species?

p- Does the project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by NYS as rare, or as a species of O Yes O No
special concern?

q. Is the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting, trapping, fishing or shell fishing? O Yes O No
If yes, give a brief description of how the proposed action may affect that use:

E.3. Designated Public Resources On or Near Project Site

a. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in a designated agricultural district certified pursuant to O Yes O No
Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 304?
If Yes, provide county plus district name/number:

b. Are agricultural lands consisting of highly productive soils present? O Yes O No
i. If Yes: acreage(s) on project site?

ii. Source(s) of soil rating(s):

c. Does the project site contain all or part of, or is it substantially contiguous to, a registered National O Yes O No
Natural Landmark?
If Yes:
i. Nature of the natural landmark: [ Biological Community [ Geological Feature

ii. Provide brief description of landmark, including values behind designation and approximate size/extent:

d. Is the project site located in or does it adjoin a state listed Critical Environmental Area? O Yes O No
If Yes:
i. CEA name:

ii. Basis for designation:

iii. Designating agency and date:
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e. Does the project site contain, or is it substantially contiguous to, a building, archaeological site, or district O Yes O No
which is listed on, or has been nominated by the NYS Board of Historic Preservation for inclusion on, the
State or National Register of Historic Places?
If Yes:
i. Nature of historic/archaeological resource: O Archaeological Site O Historic Building or District
ii. Name:

iii. Brief description of attributes on which listing is based:

f. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in or adjacent to an area designated as sensitive for O Yes O No
archaeological sites on the NY State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory?

g. Have additional archaeological or historic site(s) or resources been identified on the project site? O Yes O No

If Yes:

i. Describe possible resource(s):

ii. Basis for identification:

h. Is the project site within fives miles of any officially designated and publicly accessible federal, state, or local O Yes O No
scenic or aesthetic resource?

If Yes:
i. Identify resource:

ii. Nature of, or basis for, designation (e.g., established highway overlook, state or local park, state historic trail or scenic byway,
etc.):

iii. Distance between project and resource: miles.
i. Is the project site located within a designated river corridor under the Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers O Yes O No
Program 6 NYCRR 666?
If Yes:
i. Identify the name of the river and its designation:
ii. Is the activity consistent with development restrictions contained in 6NYCRR Part 666? 0 Yes O No

F. Additional Information
Attach any additional information which may be needed to clarify your project.

If you have identified any adverse impacts which could be associated with your proposal, please describe those impacts plus any
measures which you propose to avoid or minimize them.

G. Verification
| certify that the information provided is true to the best of my knowledge.

Applicant/Sponsor Name Date

Signature Title City Manager
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E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Stream
Name]

E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Stream
Classification]

E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Wetlands
Name]

E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Wetlands
Size in Acres]

E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Wetlands
No]

E.2.h.v [Impaired Water Bodies]

E.2.h.v [Impaired Water Bodies - Name and
Basis for Listing]

E.2.i. [Floodway]

E.2.j. [100 Year Floodplain]

E.2.k. [500 Year Floodplain]

E.2.l. [Aquifers]

E.2.l. [Aquifer Names]

E.2.n. [Natural Communities]
E.2.0. [Endangered or Threatened Species]
E.2.p. [Rare Plants or Animals]
E.3.a. [Agricultural District]

E.3.c. [National Natural Landmark]
E.3.d [Critical Environmental Area]

E.3.e. [National Register of Historic Places]

E.3.e.ii [National Register of Historic Places -
Name]

E.3.f. [Archeological Sites]
E.3.i. [Designated River Corridor]

862-212, 862-219
B
NYS Wetland, Federal Wetland

Federal Wetland:38105.8536113, Federal Wetland:411.79672191, Federal
Wetland:2.02510306, Federal Wetland:0.49891849, Federal
Wetland:0.94241162, Federal Wetland:0.07329913, Federal
Wetland:0.06566601, Federal Wetland:2.37876228, Federal
Wetland:1.418881, Federal Wetland:8.09591287, Federal
Wetland:0.25336216, Federal Wetland:2.71282597, Federal
Wetland:0.96769233, Federal Wetland:4.35799419, Federal
Wetland:13.4096026, Federal Wetland:8.01877274, Federal
Wetland:0.32698715, Federal Wetland:1.79392371, Federal
Wetland:0.38059508, Federal Wetland:0.48110976, NYS Wetland:54 .4

NB-29

Yes

Name - Pollutants - Uses:Hudson River (Class B) — Priority Organics — Fish
Consumption

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Principal Aquifer
No
Yes
No
No
No
No

Yes - Digital mapping data for archaeological site boundaries are not
available. Refer to EAF Workbook.

East End Historic District, Washington's Headquarters, Dutch Reformed
Church, Crawford, David, House, New York State Armory, US Post Office--
Newburgh, Old Town Cemetery and Palatine Church Site

Yes
No

Full Environmental Assessment Form - EAF Mapper Summary Report



Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 2 - Identification of Potential Project Impacts

Agency Use Only [If applicable]

Project : |[Newburgh Zoning Code Update
Date : I I

Part 2 is to be completed by the lead agency. Part 2 is designed to help the lead agency inventory all potential resources that could
be affected by a proposed project or action. We recognize that the lead agency’s reviewer(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 1. To further assist the lead agency in completing Part 2, the form identifies the
most relevant questions in Part 1 that will provide the information needed to answer 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.

If the 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:
e Review all of the information provided in Part 1.

Answer each of the 18 questions in Part 2.

Check appropriate column to indicate the anticipated size of the impact.

checking the box “Moderate to large impact may occur.”
The reviewer is not expected to be an expert in environmental analysis.

Review any application, maps, supporting materials and the Full EAF Workbook.

If you answer “Yes” to a numbered question, please complete all the questions that follow in that section.
If you answer “No” to a numbered question, move on to the next numbered question.

Proposed projects that would exceed a numeric threshold contained in a question should result in the reviewing agency

e  If you are not sure or undecided about the size of an impact, it may help to review the sub-questions for the general

question and consult the workbook.

e  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.
e  Answer the question in a reasonable manner considering the scale and context of the project.

1. Impacton Land
Proposed action may involve construction on, or physical alteration of,
the land surface of the proposed site. (See Part 1. D.1)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - j. If “No”, move on to Section 2.

ZINo

[JYES

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part1I small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may involve construction on land where depth to water table is E2d o o
less than 3 feet.
b. The proposed action may involve construction on slopes of 15% or greater. E2f o o
c. The proposed action may involve construction on land where bedrock is exposed, or E2a O o
generally within 5 feet of existing ground surface.
d. The proposed action may involve the excavation and removal of more than 1,000 tons | D2a O O
of natural material.
e. The proposed action may involve construction that continues for more than one year | Dle o o
or in multiple phases.
f. The proposed action may result in increased erosion, whether from physical D2e, D2q o o
disturbance or vegetation removal (including from treatment by herbicides).
g. The proposed action is, or may be, located within a Coastal Erosion hazard area. Bli o o
h. Other impacts: o m
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d. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties.

D2n

O

O

e. The proposed action may result in lighting creating sky-glow brighter than existing
area conditions.

D2n, Ela

O

O

f. Other impacts: New development is likely to occur as a result of the proposed action, however, it
will not change the existing urban and built character and condition of the City.

16. Impact on Human Health
The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure

[Y]~No

to new or existing sources of contaminants. (See Part 1.D.2.q..E.1.d. f g.and h.)

If “Yes”, answer questions a - m. If “No”, go to Section 17.

[CJvEs

Relevant No,or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may cccur occur

a. The proposed action is located within 1500 feet of a school, hospital, licensed day Eld O O
care center, group home, nursing home or retirement community.

b. The site of the proposed action is currently undergoing remediation. Elg. Elh o m]

c. There is a completed emergency spill remediation, or a completed environmental site | Elg, Elh o o
remediation on, or adjacent to, the site of the proposed action.

d. The site of the action is subject to an institutional control limiting the use of the Elg Elh o m]
property (e.g., easement or deed restriction).

e. The proposed action may affect institutional control measures that were put in place Elg Elh O o
to ensure that the site remains protective of the environment and human health.

f. The proposed action has adequate control measures in place to ensure that future D2t O m
generation, treatment and/or disposal of hazardous wastes will be protective of the
environment and human health.

g. The proposed action involves construction or modification of a solid waste D2q. E1f O m
management facility.

h. The proposed action may result in the unearthing of solid or hazardous waste. D2q, Elf O m

i. The proposed action may result in an increase in the rate of disposal, or processing, of | D2r, D2s o o
solid waste.

j. The proposed action may result in excavation or other disturbance within 2000 feet of | E1f. Elg O O
a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste. Elh

k. The proposed action may result in the migration of explosive gases from a landfill Elf. Elg o O
site to adjacent off site structures.

1. The proposed action may result in the release of contaminated leachate from the D2s, E1f, o o
project site. D2r

m. Other impacts:
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EAF Part 3: City of Newburgh Zoning Code Update

1.

INTRODUCTION

This document constitutes the “Reasons Supporting This Determination” portion of Part 3 of the
Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) for the City of Newburgh Zoning Code Update. This Part 3
of the FEAF provides additional information to assist the Newburgh City Council, as Lead Agency
under the State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) (6 NYCRR Part 617), to make a
determination on whether the Proposed Action will have significant adverse environmental impacts.
This EAF was prepared pursuant to all SEQRA regulations and includes sufficient information for the
City Council to make a reasoned determination on environmental significance. Adoption of the
Zoning Code Amendments and Zoning Map are considered a Type I action under the State
Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA).

The Proposed Action would result in numerous revisions to Chapter 300 of the Newburgh City Code
to update the zoning code and map to support the implementation of the City’s adopted planning
documents and studies, including in particular the Future Land Use Plan. The proposed amendments
would take effect city-wide with certain actions having specific geographic applications, including the
creation of four Form-Based Districts in downtown Newburgh.

It should be noted that additional SEQRA review will be required for development applications
seeking approvals from the City, in accordance with the proposed zoning text amendments, should
they be adopted. This environmental review analyzes the potential generic impacts associated with
the Proposed Action and generic development projected to occur under the Proposed Action, not any
potential impacts specific to site conditions associated with future development applications.

The Proposed Action comprises the following actions being considered by the Newburgh City
Council, acting as Lead Agency under SEQRA:

e Repeal existing Zoning Code

e Adoptnew Zoning Code

o Amend existing Zoning Map
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1.1.

DESCRIPTION OF PROCESS

The process to update the Zoning Code began in January 2013 with the formation of a Zoning
Advisory Team, comprised of City officials, staff, and board members, as well as leaders of
various community groups. The Advisory Team was charged with updating the City’s zoning
code and zoning map incorporating recommendations of the City’s previously adopted
planning documents, including in particular the Future Land Use Plan. The Advisory Team
included the following members:

Mayor
Corporation Counsel

Code Compliance
Supervisor

Building Inspector

City Planner

Planning Board, Chair
Zoning Board, Chair

City Council Representative

Waterfront Advisory
Committee, Chair

Quassaick Creek Advisory
Committee, Chair

Industrial Development Agency,
Chair

Greater Newburgh Partnership,
Chair

Newburgh Christian Ministerial
Fellowship, Chair

Newburgh Armory Unity
Center, Chair

Community Voices Heard, Lead
Organizer

Latinos Unidos, Chair

Independent Living, Executive
Director

Orange County Citizens
Foundation, President

Board of Education, Newburgh
Enlarged City School District,
President

e Architectural Review e Orange County Planning
Commission, Chair Department, Commissioner

e Newburgh Business Association
CAT, Chair

The Executive Director of the Greater Newburgh Partnership (GNP) and the City Manager
served as an Ex Officio members of the Advisory Team and were supported by the Assistant
to the City Manager, and the Director of Administration and Grants for GNP. The process
was funded by the Greater Newburgh Partnership, who engaged the services of AKRF, Inc., a
professional planning and environmental consulting firm.

Over the course of 2013, the Advisory Team met approximately 17 times to draft the Zoning
Code Update. Minutes from these meetings were posted on the City’s website and on GNP’s
website. In addition, Advisory Team members served as information conduits to their
constituency groups reporting on project progress and soliciting feedback. When the draft
Zoning Code Update was complete, the Advisory Team convened two public engagement
sessions to solicit community input on the draft updates before formally presenting its
recommendations to the City Council. The public engagement sessions were held on
February 8 and February 12, 2014 at the Newburgh Free Library. The presentation from these
sessions, as well as a summary of the questions and answers from the sessions, were posted
on both the City’s website and on GNP’s website.
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The City Council was also directly informed of the Team’s progress during the drafting of the
updates. Formal presentations were made to the Council on July 11, 2013 and January 9,
2014. On February 24, 2014, the City Council formally received and accepted the Advisory
Team’s recommended Zoning Code Update and agreed to commence the environmental
review. At that time, the full text of the proposed Zoning Code Update was posted on the
City’s website and on GNP’s website.

PURPOSE & NEED

The stakeholders involved with interpreting the City’s existing Zoning Code agree that the
existing code simply does not work well for the City. Property owners have struggled with
zoning regulations that do not match the existing land use pattern within the City. For
example, much of the City’s residential areas have minimum lot sizes that few, if any,
existing lots meet. This requires applicants to seek a variance from the Zoning Board of
Appeals on even the most routine matters. Those tasked with implementing the Zoning Code
also find it difficult. The steps required to process applications and move them to the
appropriate board (or boards) for review and approval is cumbersome.

In addition, after decades of declining population, the City of Newburgh began experiencing
population growth in the early nineties. While the growth has been modest, the City has
recognized the need to appropriately plan for this change. The City also recognized the
opportunity presented by this growth trend to revitalize parts of the City that have long been
neglected. Accordingly, in the mid-2000’s, the City began updating its Planning Documents.
In 2008, the City adopted Plan-It Newburgh, the City’s sustainable Master Plan, followed in
2011 by the adoption of the Future Land Use Plan, which described and mapped the City’s
desired land use goals. In 2012, the City adopted a report by the Pace Land Use Law Center
on streamlining the Land Use review and approval process.

Concurrently, the City began drafting an update of its Local Waterfront Revitalization Plan
and commissioned several other studies, including Newburgh 2020, and the Liberty-Grand
Street Heritage Corridor report. In 2007, the City undertook an extensive waterfront planning
charette process facilitated by world-renowned planner Andres Duany. Duany, on behalf of
the Leyland Alliance, a potential developer of the waterfront, engaged the City’s residents
and business owners on their vision for the waterfront and summarized the results of this
process in a Charette Report.

The task of the Zoning Advisory Team was, therefore, to consider all previously adopted
documents, and focus on their implementation, by updating the Zoning Code and Zoning
Map. Specifically, the purpose and need of the Zoning Code Update is to:

e Align the Zoning Code and Zoning Map with the City’s previously adopted plans, studies
and reports, including the Future Land Use Plan;

e Recognize the existing urban pattern of development (in terms of mix of uses, lot sizes,
and setbacks) as the template for continued and future development within the City;

e Streamline the land use application and review process; and

e Encourage economic development and focus this development in previously identified
areas of the City.
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2. EXISTING CONDITIONS

2.1.

2.2.

2.3.

PLANNING BACKGROUND

The City of Newburgh has prepared numerous planning documents and studies to guide
growth and development City-wide including:

e Plan-It Newburgh Sustainable Master Plan (2008)

e Future Land Use Plan (2011)

e Pace Streamlining Newburgh’s Land Use Process Final Recommendations (2012)

e Local Waterfront Revitalization Program (LWRP) (2008 Draft, Current Draft)

o Newburgh Waterfront Charette (2007)

e Liberty-Grand Street Heritage Corridor (2007)

o Liberty Street Corridor Commercial Implementation Strategy, Newburgh 2020 (2009)

Many of these planning documents and studies have been adopted but the planning strategies
and recommendations within these studies have yet to be implemented. Further, the existing
Zoning Code has been an impediment to the implementation of the planning strategies
recommended within these documents and studies. As described in more detail below, the
proposed Zoning Code Update is consistent with and advances the goals of the City’s existing
planning documents.

In addition, several regional planning studies and reports helped shape the proposed Zoning
Code Update, including:

e Newburgh Area Transportation and Land Use Study (2012)
e Orange County Design Manual (Adopted by Orange County, 2011)

EXISTING LAND USE PATTERNS AND ZONING

The City contains a broad mix of residential, commercial, industrial, institutional, and open
space uses (Figure 1). Most of the lower density residential uses are focused north of
Broadway, while the eastern portion of the City tends to have more dense residential uses.
The Broadway corridor, which serves as the City’s commercial spine, includes a variety of
retail, service, restaurant and other commercial uses and many mixed-use parcels. The same
is true along much of Liberty and Grand Street. Much of the waterfront is currently vacant or
underutilized, as are several large lots between the waterfront and the end of Broadway.
Figure 2 shows the existing Zoning Map for the City of Newburgh.

POPULATION TRENDS

According to the U.S. Census, Newburgh’s population peaked at 31,956 in 1950. (Table 1)
Over the next 30 years, the City’s population decreased by more than 28 percent to a low of
22,863 in 1980. Since then, Newburgh’s population has increased by roughly 6,000 persons,
(26 percent), to 28,866 according to the 2010 Census. The current level of Newburgh’s
population is approximately 10 percent lower than its 1950 peak.
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Table 1
City of Newburgh Population
Year Population Change from Previous
2010 28,866 2.1%
2000 28,259 6.8%
1990 26,454 15.7%
1980 22,863 -12.8%
1970 26,219 -15.4%
1960 30,979 -3.1%
1950 31,956 0.2%
1940 31,883 1.9%
1930 31,275 3.1%
1920 30,336 9.1%
1910 27,805 11.4%
1900 24,949
Sources: US Census

3. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action would update and bring the City’s Zoning Code in line with the City’s adopted
Future Land Use Plan and various other planning and policy documents and studies. The Proposed
Action for purposes of environmental review comprises the following actions being considered by the
City Council of the City of Newburgh, acting as Lead Agency under SEQRA:

1) Adoption of the Proposed Zoning Amendments - Revisions to Chapter 300 (including the Schedule
of Bulk, Area, and Parking Regulations and Schedule of Uses, and a Form-Based Code Component)

2) Adoption of City’s Zoning Map

3.1 PROPOSED ZONING AMENDMENTS

The Proposed Action is a rewrite of the existing City of Newburgh Zoning Code (Chapter 300) into a
hybrid land-use based (Euclidean) and Form-Based ordinance incorporating innovative zoning
techniques designed to encourage mixed-use development, redevelopment, and adaptive reuse in
appropriate locations. As part of the Proposed Action, numerous amendments and revisions to the
Zoning Code are proposed, including changes to the Zoning Map. The proposed Zoning Code
Amendments are intended to implement the recommendations in the City of Newburgh Future Land
Use Plan, adopted by the City Council in 2011. The primary objectives of the proposed Zoning
Amendments are to: clarify and streamline the approvals process so that it is predictable, efficient and
fair; protect the City’s open space, groundwater and surface water resources; provide an array of
housing choices; and provide use, bulk and area requirements that reflect the City’s current urban
development pattern.

The proposed Zoning Code Amendments would: support the goals and objectives presented in the
City’s planning documents and studies; significantly reduce the volume of development applications
that currently require variances by implementing use, bulk and area requirements that are consistent

5
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with the City’s existing development pattern; streamline the planning and zoning application process
by creating an administrative approval for applications that meet as-of-right zoning criteria; and
create a vibrant 24-hour community by allowing a mix of residential and commercial uses along the
Broadway corridor and several other key neighborhoods, where this type of development would be
appropriate.

These proposed changes would benefit the City of Newburgh, by protecting the City’s key natural
resources and community character, supporting the economic viability of the City and meeting the
goals and objectives of the City’s land use policies. Making the Code more consistent with existing
development patterns and streamlining the application process would save property owners and the
City significant time and expense by reducing the need for variances and cutting staff time spent
reviewing applications. It is anticipated that this would create a business-friendly environment and
encourage investment in Newburgh by facilitating the development process. The proposed zoning
would be consistent with best planning practices by encouraging infill in the downtown area,
promoting good urban design, and prioritizing and supporting pedestrian activity.

This summary highlights some of the key points and sections of the proposed Zoning Code
Amendments.

3.2. ZONINGDISTRICTS

The Proposed Zoning Code Amendment includes twelve (12) land use districts (four of which are
form-based districts) and four (4) overlay districts. These districts are shown in the proposed Zoning
Map (see Figure 1) and summarized below. The proposed land use and overlay districts, and map
revisions reflect the City’s desire to protect its community character by guiding residential and
commercial development to appropriate locations throughout the City, while supporting the City’s
goal to promote economic development.

3.2.1. LAND USE DISTRICTS

Planned Office District (PO). The purpose of the PO is to provide for thoughtful well-
designed office park type development projects, including medical office; research
and development; and higher density office parks to promote and encourage high-
quality employment opportunities for City of Newburgh residents and economic
development for the region as a whole. Design standards and requirements for this
district are intended to make it compatible with the surrounding residential areas,
including buffers from the adjacent areas. Residential development is not permitted as-
of-right in this district.

Commercial District (CD). The purpose of the CD is to provide for a range of
commercial uses within focused areas that are already developed primarily with
similar uses. As-of-right uses within the CD include: health and wellness, activity
facilities and amusement centers; billiard parlors; commercial offices and service
commercial uses. Residential development is not permitted as-of-right in this
district. The location of and regulations for the Commercial District are consistent
with those recommended in the adopted Future Land Use Plan.

Conservation Development District (CDD). The purpose of the Conservation
Development district (CDD) is to encourage conservation of environmental resources
in exchange for flexibility in bulk and area requirements and the potential for granting
more intensive development if conservation goals are achieved. The primary
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conservation goals of the CDD are to: preserve and enhance open space, scenic views
and environmentally sensitive features; protect steep slopes by preserving vegetative
cover to minimize the impacts of erosion and sedimentation; provide opportunities for
on-site storm water management and groundwater recharge; encourage flexibility in
the design of residential land uses that may not be permitted under traditional zoning
regulations; promote a range of housing types; create on-site recreation opportunities,
and promote integration with neighboring land uses through trails and waterfront
access points. Generally, density and dimensional standards in the CDD shall be
approved by the City Planning Board based on the physical characteristics of the site;
however, the number of dwelling units allowed in a CDD would be equal to the gross
area of the CDD site, less environmental resources, divided by 3,000 square feet. The
City Planning Board may grant a 20 percent density bonus if the proposed
development substantially advances the environmental protection goals of the district.
Development in the CDD also requires that 50 percent of the net land area of the
parcel be preserved as open space by a permanent conservation easement or deed
restriction. The location of and regulations for the CDD are consistent with those
recommended in the adopted Future Land Use Plan.

Industrial District (IND). The purpose of this district is to allow industrial and related
uses where they are currently located, and to attract development in specific areas that
are well buffered from adjacent uses. Uses permitted by right in the IND include
gas and automobile service stations and car washes, dry cleaners and commercial
laundry facilities, cottage industries, boat repair and other lower intensity industrial
type uses. Residential development is not permitted as-of-right in the district. The
location of and regulations for the IND are consistent with those recommended in the
adopted Future Land Use Plan and follow the recommendations of the FLUP to rezone
smaller existing industrial properties not in areas that are not presently zoned as
industrial, to mixed use designation.

Residential — Low Density (R-1). The purpose of this district is to preserve
the R-1 density in the area of single family homes.

Residential—Low Density (R-Low). The purpose of this district is to promote
and preserve lower density residential development and associated institutional and
recreational uses that are consistent with the existing development patterns in the
City of Newburgh. Uses permitted by right in the R-1 District include: one and two
family detached dwellings on 2,500 square foot lots for new construction and
three and four family dwellings on 5,000 square foot lots within existing buildings.
The location, proposed density and uses allowed in the R-1 District are consistent
with those recommended in the adopted Future Land Use Plan.

Residential — Medium Density (R-Med). The purpose of this district is to promote
medium density residential development including townhouses, row houses,
live/work, small multi-family units and loft buildings. Commercial uses include
professional and business offices, personal service; retail use, art and antique gallery,
museum, theater, and restaurants on 2,500 square foot lots and associated institutional
and recreational uses that would be consistent with residential uses and the existing
development pattern in the City. The location, proposed density and uses allowed in
the R-2 District are consistent with those recommended in the adopted Future Land
Use Plan.

Residential — High Density (R-High). The purpose of this district is to provide areas
7
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for more intensive residential development including all residential and
commercial uses permitted in the area. New construction may be up to 6 stories
or 60 ft. in height with no more than 40-50 residential units per acre and a maximum
building coverage of 55% FAR. The proposed density and uses allowed in the R-
High District are consistent with those recommended in the adopted Future Land Use
Plan.

FORM-BASED DISTRICTS

In addition to the use-based districts defined above, the Proposed Zoning Code
Amendment includes a provision for four form-based districts: 1) Broadway
Corridor (BC); 2) Downtown Neighborhood (DN); 3) Planned Waterfront District
(PWD) and 4) Waterfront Gateway (WG). Application of the form-based districts
facilitates the implementation of a community plan by regulating the form and mass of
buildings in relation to one another, and the scale of streets and blocks. The
regulations and standards developed for the form-based districts are presented both in
words and diagrams, which are keyed to a plan that designates the appropriate form
and scale (and therefore, character) of development, rather than only through
distinctions in land use types. The guidelines for the four proposed form-based
districts regulate the use, bulk, area, and design of new construction to promote
walkable and vibrant mixed-use neighborhoods. The regulations for the form-based
districts supplement those regulations found in the rest of Chapter 300 and provide
specific details on the form of development that is encouraged and allowed in these
key areas. Specifically, the form-based districts would:

e Focus on the importance of building types and the relationship of one building to
another;

o Allow flexibility and variety with respect to uses within buildings and within a
zoning district;

e Help ensure new development is compatible with the existing urban fabric of
downtown Newburgh;

e Provide guidelines for the redevelopment of the waterfront;
e Provide clarity to developers about what is desired and allowed; and

e Streamline the application and approval process for projects meeting the
requirements of the Form-Based code by minimizing the need for Planning Board
approval (except in the PWD, where Planning Board review and approval would
still be required).

A description of the four proposed form-based districts is provided below.

Broadway Corridor (BC). The BC district generally encompasses lots along
Broadway from West Street to Grand Street. The purpose of the form-based BC
district is to encourage the existing shop-front/Main Street form that currently
characterizes this key commercial corridor. To foster a more vibrant pedestrian
oriented environment, the code allows ground-floor retail uses with residential or
additional commercial space on the upper floors. Residential buildings (without any
commercial component) are allowed as-of-right, but they must follow the design
guidelines for the BC district.

Downtown Neighborhood (DN). The DN district generally encompasses the
neighborhoods to the north and south of Broadway mostly along Liberty and Grand
Streets. The DN district includes the Liberty/Grand Street Heritage Corridor.

8
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This area is in the historic overlay and is subject to the Architectural Review Board
guidelines and review. The Lower Broadway Area is a destination point for shopping,
employment, government activity and health and human resources services.
Commercial development, government offices, services and professional uses, cultural
and entertainment establishments, restaurants, hotels and appropriate transportation
facilities are included. .

Planned Waterfront District (PWD). The PWD includes the area between Water Street
and the Hudson River, which is the historic heart of Newburgh and has been, and is
expected to be, the catalyst for the revitalization of the City. The goal of the PWD is to
encourage a mix of residential, commercial, cultural, recreational, water-dependent
and water-enhanced uses to revitalize the waterfront. Structures within the PWD must
not prevent or obstruct protected Hudson River waterfront viewshed corridors, must
be oriented to reflect the importance of the River and should encourage a vibrant
pedestrian oriented environment. Storefront, rowhouse, and civic building types are
encouraged in the PWD. Development in the PWD requires provision of public access
to the waterfront, an open space set-aside Site Plan Approval from the Planning
Board. While the adopted Future Land Use Plan did not specifically define a form-
based code for this area, the uses and the requirements in the PWD are consistent with
those recommended in the adopted Plan.

Waterfront Gateway (WG). The WG district includes areas to the north and south of
Broadway between Grand and Water Streets and abuts the three other form-based
districts (BC, PWD and DN). The district offers development parcels with dramatic
Hudson views and is suitable for pre-eminent or key featured buildings. The goal for
the form-based WG district is to encourage pedestrian activity and maximize new
higher density residential and commercial development. To achieve this goal, various
building types are encouraged including mid- and high-rise buildings with ground
floor shop-fronts along Broadway, civic buildings, and higher density mixed-use and
commercial north and south of Broadway.

OVERLAY DISTRICTS

An overlay district is designed to add additional restrictions or opportunities for land
that lies within its boundaries. It is called an “overlay” because it is typically mapped
on top of an “underlying” zoning district. The regulations in the “underlying” district
remain in place except to the extent that the overlay district provisions provide
supplemental regulations (use or dimensional parameters) to the underlying zoning
district. The overlay districts do not prohibit development, but rather require a more
careful review process.

Waterbody Protection Overlay (WPO). The WPO is established to promote the
ecological health, biodiversity and natural habitats of and provide special protection to
the City’s creeks, stream corridors and waterbodies. The purpose of the WPO is to
regulate land uses within or adjacent to a stream corridor or waterbody to protect
water quality, biodiversity, scenic resources and reduce the risk of damage from
flooding. The entire Quassaick Creek Watershed, which originates in Ulster County,
and drains the northeastern portion of Orange County, flows through the City of
Newburgh. It is therefore imperative to the protection of public health, safety, and
welfare to appropriately manage development adjacent to this critical resource. The
WPO includes and regulates all lands within 100 feet of the top of the bank on each
side of the following waterbodies: Quassaick Creek; Gidneytown Creek; Harrison
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Pond; Strook’s Pond east of Harrison Pond and west of Gidneytown Creek; Crystal
Lake; Muchattoes Lake; Unnamed Ponds (2 Ponds) southwest of Crystal Lake; the
Unnamed Stream that flows into Miller’s Pond and out of Crystal Lake
and is tributary to the Quassaick Creek; and joins the Quassaick Creek at
Little Britain Road east of Cerone Place; and that portion of the Hudson
River that is not within the PWD zoning district. Where there is no clearly defined
bank, the district boundary shall be measured from the mean high-water line of the
waterbody. All parcels having any part within the WPO shall be subject to Site Plan
review and approval and may not be exempted from that requirement.

Neighborhood Commercial Overlay (NC). The purpose of the NC district is to provide
areas within residential neighborhoods for local scale commercial development. The
NC overlay recognizes the existing development pattern along the westernmost
portion of Broadway and allows multiple uses within buildings and within lots in
order to promote market-driven uses and redevelopment within targeted areas of the
City, as identified in the Future Land Use Plan. The type of commercial uses
encouraged within the NC include retail and service establishments, which cater to
frequently recurring needs of nearby residents. Uses permitted by right in the NC
overlay district include: retail stores, restaurants, personal services, professional
offices, animal care facilities, child care facilities, adult day care facilities and
technical schools. Bulk and area requirements for the uses permitted by right in the
NC overlay district are the same as for the underlying zoning district.

East End Historic District and Colonial Terraces Design District Overlay. The
purpose of these overlay districts is to provide additional regulatory protection,
protection and additional oversight of individual buildings and sites that have
recognized historic and design significance within the City’s two established historic
and design districts. Activities within the East End Historic District and the Colonial
Terraces Design District are reviewed by the Architectural Review Commission with
guidance from the “East End Historic District Guidelines” duly adopted by the City
Council by Ordinance No. 2-2008, dated February 25, 2008 and the “Colonial
Terraces Design Guidelines” duly adopted by the City Council by Ordinance No. 3-
2005, dated June 20, 2005.

OTHERPROVISIONS

As previously noted, the Proposed Action includes a complete revision of Chapter 300 of the
City of Newburgh Code to incorporate recommendations presented in the adopted Future
Land Use Plan, better accommodate the existing development pattern, and streamline the
review and approvals process. In furtherance of those goals, Articles have been reordered and
revised, including Administrative Procedures, Supplementary Regulations, Off-Street Parking
and Loading, Non-Conforming Uses and Structures, Site Plan Application and Approval,
Zoning Board of Appeals and Enforcement, Severability. Generally, revisions to the
aforementioned Articles include provision of clear timelines and requirements for
Application materials, review by various boards, and regulations for enforcement of the
requirements. Off-Street Parking and Loading requirements have been amended to reflect to
the requirements and needs of the urban development pattern.

10
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REVISIONS TO ZONING MAP

The second component of the Proposed Action is the adoption by the Lead Agency of the
City of Newburgh Zoning Map. The Zoning Map was revised to reflect the land use changes
recommended in the adopted Future Land Use Plan, the proposed overlay districts and the
form-based districts. The proposed Zoning Map changes:

e Codify the land use recommendations in the adopted Future Land Use Plan;

e Consolidate redundant or ‘surplus’ districts;

e Map the boundaries for the overlay, and the form-based districts; and

e Incorporate changes to encourage investment and the revitalization of Newburgh.

The proposed amended zoning map is included as Figure 1.

4. POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

This section addresses the environmental categories identified in Part 2 of this FEAF where the
impacts of the Proposed Action necessitate additional explanation.

4.1.

CONSISTENCY WITHPLANNING DOCUMENTS

4.1.1.

PLAN-IT NEWBURGH SUSTAINABLE MASTER PLAN (2008)

The City Council of the City of Newburgh adopted a Sustainable Master Plan in
December 2008, entitled “Plan-It Newburgh”. Goals, targets and strategies in the Plan
outline how the City of Newburgh will accommodate growth and development until
the target date 2040. The process for creating the Plan began in 2005 with a
stakeholder group and a series of workshops, public forums and meetings that invited
residents to contribute their ideas. The following seven key areas of interest formed
the framework for sustainability: social well-being, governance, housing, natural
environment, economic development, transportation, and municipal services. The
primary Plan objective is to create a higher quality of life in the City of Newburgh for
both present and future generations. A key strategy to achieve this objective involved
targeting vacant and underutilized portions of the City to avoid displacement and
encourage the rejuvenation of the City’s downtown. This strategy is seen as a critical
step towards revitalizing the City and supporting Newburgh’s commitment to
becoming a thriving, walkable, and attractive community.

The Proposed Zoning Code Update encourages economic development in Newburgh
by promoting infill and targeting vacant lots. Development is encouraged through
implementation of flexible zoning that allows for a wider variety of uses and a
streamlined process for development review, as described above. The Form-Based
Districts, developed for four downtown areas, promote mixed-use development in key
economic centers of the City such as the Broadway Corridor, Liberty Street, and the
Waterfront. The Form-Based regulations allow more uses as-of-right as well as
through the regulation of building form within those districts. The ‘Shopfront’ and
‘Midrise’ building types are the predominant building types allowed downtown. Their
very form promotes a vertical mix of uses such as ground-floor retail coupled with
upper floor residential, service or office, providing for compact development,

11



EAF Part 3

4.1.2.

pedestrian and bicycle friendly environments, and an overall stronger neighborhood
character.

The Proposed Zoning Code Update also encourages appropriate home occupations
within the downtown and residential districts, further reducing distances between
housing and the workplace. Neighborhood-scale economic development is promoted
through the creation of the Neighborhood Commercial Overlay District. This district
allows limited commercial uses such as retail, restaurant, personal services and
professional offices in otherwise residential portions of the City to promote
redevelopment and walkable neighborhoods.

Design standards for downtown buildings focus on the building-type, architectural
features, signage, building materials and landscaping and would create more visually-
appealing and consistent streets within the Form-Based Districts. In addition,
guidelines for the pedestrian realm, including the area between the lot line and the
curb line, are included to standardize and enhance the pedestrian experience. In the
Planned Waterfront District, lots that have Hudson River frontage are required to
include a publicly-accessible Waterfront Walkway. The Waterfront Walkway will
expand walking and recreation opportunities for the public, recognizing the central
role the waterfront plays in the revitalization of Newburgh. Light pollution will be
minimized through lighting standards in the Form-Based Districts.

As noted in Plan-It Newburgh, environmental protection is integral to responsible
development. The Waterbody Protection Overlay District (WPO), included in the
Proposed Zoning Code Update, would be established to regulate land uses within or
adjacent to a stream corridor. As described above, the WPO would help protect water
quality, biodiversity, scenic resources and reduce the risk of damage from flooding.
To further protect natural resources and promote open-space creation, the Planned
Waterfront District would require new development on large parcels to set aside, and
maintain, 10 percent of their site as publicly-accessible open-space.

By promoting a walkable, mixed-use, high quality community, the Proposed Action
would help the City reach the goals and strategies enumerated in the Plan-It
Newburgh Sustainable Master Plan.

FUTURE LAND USE PLAN (2011)

The 2008 Sustainable Master Plan “Plan-It Newburgh” addressed land use planning
policies but did not specifically recommend future zoning changes to implement those
policies. Therefore, in September 2011, the City of Newburgh commissioned a Land
Use Committee to create a Future Land Use Master Plan. The Future Land Use Plan
(FLUP) was prepared as an addendum to and to provide support for the goals
enumerated in “Plan-It Newburgh”. The goal of the FLUP was to geographically
illustrate general future land uses based on the policies stated in “Plan-It Newburgh”
and to provide a framework for implementing the zoning changes required to carry out
those policies. While the FLUP maintains many of the City’s existing land uses, it
recognizes that there are existing areas where land use designations are either obsolete
or do not promote the highest and best use for an area. In these areas, the FLUP
proposes a new land use designation. The highest and best use for each area is based
on policy recommendations from “Plan-It Newburgh”. The FLUP includes a Future
Land Use Map, which illustrates the general location and intensity of future land uses
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and provides a roadmap for undertaking future zoning actions in the City of
Newburgh. The Proposed Zoning Code Update that is the subject of this Part 3 FEAF,
closely follows the roadmap established by the FLUP.

The FLUP identified a need to shift away from the current focus on single-use zoning
along commercial corridors. To address that need, the Proposed Action includes four
mixed-use districts in the City’s downtown, as well as the Neighborhood Commercial
Overlay District. In the downtown mixed-use districts, various controls would help
regulate density while continuing to allow for future growth. The introduction of
additional mixed-use district zoning recognizes the reality of Newburgh’s urban center
and its existing land uses. Although the FLUP suggests regulating building size and
density through Floor Area Ratio controls, the new zoning accomplishes the goals of
such controls in other ways. The Zoning Advisory Team proposed to regulate density
through other measures, including lot coverage, height, and setback requirements. In
addition, the prescription of detailed Form-Based Districts provides standards that
would regulate density, while focusing more attention on the observable form of new
development.

In accordance with the recommendations in the FLUP, the Proposed Action highlights
the waterfront as one of Newburgh’s most unique assets and as a key for the City’s
overall revitalization. The proposed Planned Waterfront District would allow a wider
range of uses, improve public waterfront access and public amenities, and require a
waterfront walkway all of which will help revitalize the vacant and underutilized
parcels in the area. The FLUP also designated areas of the City suitable for
conservation development. The proposed Conservation Development District (CDD)
addresses this recommendation by mapping three areas, including the area specified in
the FLUP. The CDD encourages the conservation of environmental resources in
exchange for flexibility in bulk and area requirements for new development. This
district will allow innovative residential development while protecting
environmentally sensitive areas. Finally, the proposed Zoning Code update simplifies
the existing zoning text by combining the three commercial districts into one, the two
planned office districts into one, and the two industrial districts into one.

The FLUP also recommended various administrative changes, which have been
incorporated into the Zoning Code Update. For example, the FLUP recommended
aggregating some of the uses in the zoning code intro broader categories. Such
organizational clarifications help simplify the zoning map and help ensure that the
proposed zoning is consistent with the FLUP.

PACE STREAMLINING NEWBURGH'’S LAND USE PROCESS FINAL
RECOMMENDATIONS (2012)

The Pace Land Use Law Center was commissioned by the City of Newburgh to issue
recommendations for streamlining the City of Newburgh’s current land use
application processes to remove obstacles to redevelopment and better open the City
for business. One of their recommendations was to update the zoning code concluding
that the City’s current zoning code is outdated and often requires variances or
rezoning to facilitate individual development projects. In addition, New York State
cannot legally approve Newburgh’s 2008 wupdate to the Local Waterfront
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Revitalization Program until the City adopts strategies to implement the program, such
as new zoning.

The Streamlining Report also makes recommendations regarding the East End
Historic District regulations, including more specifically defining what would
constitute a “material change”, or “visibility from a public street”, and therefore not
requiring a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) review. The Proposed Action
incorporated this recommendation. The Streamlining Report also recommended that a
consent agenda be established to speed the workflow of the Architectural Review
Commission (ARC) and reduce the burden on applicants. Under the Proposed Action,
the ARC may now consider and approve multiple applications with a single motion
based on a determination from the Building Inspector. Finally, the Proposed Action
provides a streamlined COA process for demolition applications within the historic
districts. The ARC may now evaluate new considerations when reviewing COA
applications for demolition. Therefore, demolition applications do not have to always
apply for hardship. These changes are expected to help decrease regulatory hurdles
and thus promote the City’s redevelopment, as recommended by the Streamlining
Report.

LOCAL WATERFRONT REVITALIZATION PLAN (2008 DRAFT, CURRENT
DRAFT)

The Newburgh Local Waterfront Revitalization Plan (LWRP) was adopted in 1992. In
2001, an update to the plan was adopted to address redevelopment initiatives along the
waterfront. Similarly, in 2007 the City determined it was appropriate to update its
LWRP as well as prepare a Harbor Management Plan to address pending interest in
redevelopment of the waterfront. Objectives of the 2008 Draft LWRP include:
preserving open space and increasing public access to the waterfront; linking the
waterfront to the historic district, Washington’s Headquarters and the Broadway
commercial area; and addressing parking issues on the waterfront by planning for and
integrating intermodal and multi-modal transportation links to the waterfront.

The LWRP represents major steps by the City of Newburgh to establish a specific plan
and program for the waterfront area. It promotes the preservation of valuable coastal
resources, the expansion of water-related and water-enhanced uses and the
improvement of underutilized and deteriorated sites.

The Proposed Action regulates many aspects of the physical environment that would
help preserve Newburgh’s coastal resources while expanding their use, including:

o The Waterfront Gateway District was created to better connect the Downtown
area with the Waterfront.

o The streetscape design standards would create the physical connection needed
between Lower Broadway and the Waterfront area.

o All new construction in the Planned Waterfront District would be required to
obtain Site Plan Approval from the Planning Board, which would further regulate
new development and ensure its success and compatibility with the LWRP.

o All lots having the Hudson River as their boundary would be required to provide
public access to the river’s edge in the form of a Waterfront Walkway. This
walkway would connect private development along the water and City residents
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and visitors. Public access to the waterfront would create more opportunities for
waterfront recreational activities and would increase pedestrian utilization of the
area.

e Scenic Viewshed Protection regulations included in the Proposed Action would
help protect the views that are central to the City’s character.

o The Proposed Action also includes design standards that require new development
to complement existing topography by avoiding the use of large retaining walls
and other features that prevent a building from interacting with the pedestrian
realm.

NEWBURGH WATERFRONT CHARETTE (2007)

In 2007, a weeklong public planning process (charette) for 30 underdeveloped acres of
downtown Newburgh was held. Andres Duany, an urban planning pioneer, led a team
of experts assembled by developer Leyland Alliance through a series of public forums
to discuss what should be built on the sites. The charette resulted in public consensus
of a detailed illustrative master plan for the area. The plan called for connecting the
waterfront with the downtown to create a livelier, mixed-use environment that features
a variety of housing types, commercial and civic structures, parks and recreational
spaces, and opportunities to better accommodate pedestrian and bicycle traffic.

The Proposed Action promotes mixed-use districts within the city to encourage
economic development. More specifically, the Planned Waterfront District (PWD),
established with the goal of revitalizing the waterfront, addresses the goals and design
ideals presented in the 2007 Waterfront Charette Master Plan. The Proposed Action
allows for a broad mix of uses along the waterfront, including housing, commercial,
cultural and open space. The Shopfront building type defined in the PWD Form-Based
District was developed to provide a pedestrian oriented experience with retail or office
uses on the ground-floor and upper floors typically designed for residential, hospitality
and employment uses. Both the Shopfront and Midrise building types, which are
common structural defining characteristics of an urban downtown, have maximum
building heights of six stories within the PWD. Public access to the Hudson River is
promoted through the provision of a Waterfront Area and Waterfront Walkway open
to the public with all lots bordering the Hudson River. Streetscape standards along
commercial and mixed-use streets help enhance street life by permitting outdoor
dining areas, public art, benches and pocket parks. In addition, signage requirements
were developed to improve the visual environment, thereby enlivening the resident
and visitor experience. All of these regulatory provisions included in the Proposed
Action help create the community character envisioned for the Waterfront by the
charette.

LIBERTY-GRAND STREET HERITAGE CORRIDOR (2007)

A public visioning process and workshop was conducted in 2006 to help provide an
understanding of what participating members envisioned as appropriate for the future
of Newburgh’s Liberty-Grand Street Corridor. The goal of the process was to provide
guidance for future planning actions and establish design standards with images that
could be directly incorporated into any future planning recommendations. As part of
the process, a guidance document was prepared entitled A Shared Vision for the
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Future:  Liberty-Grand Street Heritage Corridor Visioning Results and
Recommendations. This vision was consolidated into guidance focused on street type
options, the pedestrian realm, corridor signage, parks and open space, and off-street
parking alternatives.

The Liberty-Grand Corridor is included within the proposed Downtown
Neighborhood Form-Based District. The Downtown Neighborhood District allows
various building types, including the Shopfront, Midrise, Rowhouse and Civic form,
which can be found along Liberty and Grand Streets. The building forms promote
mixed-use and higher density commercial and residential structures that would reflect
the historic development patterns of the area and help highlight the cultural assets
within the corridor. The proposed streetscape requirements along secondary
commercial and mixed-use corridors would further enhance activity in the public
realm to accommodate pedestrian activity and allow for more street trees and
amenities such as benches and outdoor café¢ seating. The Liberty-Grand Street
Heritage Corridor Vision also highlights the importance of developing design
standards for commercial signage. To accomplish this, the Form-Base Code provides
the guidelines necessary for more appropriate signage that improves the experience of
place. Band, blade, shingle and awning signs would better identify, direct, and guide
local pedestrians and visitors. Although the new zoning does not specify regulations
regarding mixed-use parking facilities, it does prohibit off-street parking in front of a
principal building, which will help decrease the exposure of parking facilities and
create more attractive, pedestrian oriented spaces. Finally, the wvarious design
standards outlined in the Form-Based Code would preserve the local character of the
historic corridor, by regulating architectural building elements and features, and
building materials. The Liberty-Grand Corridor is proposed to be included in the
Historic Overlay District, which would protect, enhance and perpetuate the historic
and community character qualities of this heritage corridor.

LIBERTY STREET CORRIDOR COMMERCIAL IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY,
NEWBURGH 2020 (2009)

Newburgh 2020, an advisory group comprised of key community stakeholders, was
formed to work with the City of Newburgh, the planning firm of Urban Design
Associates (UDA), and commercial consulting firm Live Work Learn Play to lead
commercial revitalization efforts in downtown Newburgh. The group’s mission was to
create a vision for neighborhood development, life and commerce on Newburgh’s
historic main street. In 2009, Newburgh 2020 developed a Commercial
Implementation Strategy (CIS) report to guide the commercial revitalization of
Downtown Newburgh. The report focuses on a detailed strategic plan for the Liberty
Street Corridor as Phase 1 of the Downtown commercial revitalization.

The Proposed Action facilitates the commercial neighborhood revitalization that is at
the heart of the CIS Plan. The Form-Based Code developed for the Downtown
Neighborhood district includes the majority of Liberty Street. This proposed zoning
district promotes a variety of uses along Liberty Street, including: multi-family
dwellings above ground-floor commercial and retail, apartment buildings, personal
services, restaurants, cottage- (or light-) industry and hotels, providing a wider variety
of commercial experiences and more flexibility for developers. Home occupations and
professional offices are also encouraged, which would increase the number of urban
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professionals working and living in the neighborhood. By allowing more uses as-of-
right in the Downtown Neighborhood, the regulatory process is simplified and
streamlined, which is important to attracting more businesses to the neighborhood.
The Shopfront building type, which is the predominant form in this District, has a high
degree of transparency on the first floor and architectural design standards that
together will help add visual interest to the physical environment. The maximum
height of both the Shopfront and Midrise buildings is proposed to be six stories,
promoting a stronger customer base along the Liberty Corridor. A 10 foot front
setback is only allowed in Shopfront buildings if used in a manner that enhances street
life such as through pocket parks or plazas, outdoor dining areas, and public art. These
proposed small-scale street improvements, coupled with the signage and design
standards, contribute to a healthier environment for businesses and pedestrians. These
changes to the physical environment would have positive impacts on the quality of life
in downtown Newburgh and contribute to the revitalization of the Liberty Street
Corridor envisioned in the Commercial Implementation Strategy.

NEWBURGH AREA TRANSPORTATION AND LAND USE STUDY (2012)

The Newburgh Area Transportation and Land Use Study was conducted between
2008 and 2011 by the Orange County Planning Department on behalf of the Orange
County Transportation Council. The study area included the City of Newburgh and the
four nearby Towns of Newburgh, New Windsor, Montgomery and Cornwall and the
Villages of Walden, Montgomery, Maybrook and Cornwall-on-Hudson. The goal of
the study was to identify priorities for creating integrated solutions for transportation
and land use within the northeastern portion of Orange County by enhancing mobility
and preserving quality of life and the environment.

The Proposed Action encourages transit-oriented, pedestrian-friendly development by
recognizing existing patterns of development and allowing for a greater number of
mixed-use districts and buildings. The districts and regulations in the Zoning Code
Update are consistent with the many recommendations of the Newburgh Area
Transportation and Land Use Study that emphasize transportation improvements
coordinated with land use patterns. The proposed design, streetscape and signage
standards in the Form Based Districts connect neighborhoods through a network of
well-designed sidewalks. Some of the land use recommendations outlined by the Study
are more specifically addressed in the Broadway Corridor District. The Proposed
Action addresses these recommendations by promoting a concentration of activity in
this commercial corridor and providing the opportunity for a more pedestrian friendly
streetscape.

ORANGE COUNTY DESIGN MANUAL (2011)

The Orange County Design Manual was published by the Orange County Planning
Department, the Regional Plan Association and the Lincoln Institute of Land Policy
with support from the Orange County Water Authority. The Manual explores smart
growth and the design aspects behind it, and provides tools and strategies to help local
communities implement the designs. . The Manual provides best-practices that help
answer the where, what and how of community growth and presents designs based on
the smart-growth objectives of protecting and enhancing the environment, maximizing
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and managing connectivity, and creating pedestrian oriented, mixed-use
neighborhoods.

One of the best-practices included in the Manual is protection of scenic resources. The
Proposed Action provides for the protection of scenic resources in several ways. In the
Planned Waterfront District (PWD), construction is prohibited within the street right-
of-way so that existing view corridors of the River are maintained. In addition,
development within the PWD and Waterfront Gateway District are subject to
enhanced visual protection standards. These standards require that proposed
development be evaluated for their potential to impact the scenic views that are most
important to the City. Finally, other proposed setback, height, and streetscape
regulations would ensure that scenic views from key public points in the City would
be preserved even as development and density increase over time.

The proposed Waterfront Walkway would secure physical public access to the Hudson
River and provide the necessary linkages and continuity of access to this resource. In
addition, design standards that help minimize topographical alteration during site
construction would preserve the natural character of the City and allow for better
views of the River. Furthermore, the Conservation Development District (CDD) and
the Waterbody Protection Overlay District (WPO) are proposed to encourage
conservation of environmental resources in exchange for flexibility in bulk and area
requirements, and to promote responsible development along the City’s waterbodies.
As such, development is organized to preserve Newburgh’s natural systems.

A second key aspect to smart development identified in the Design Manual is the need
to maximize connectivity, and provide links between various elements of the built
environment. The Form-Based Code included in the Proposed Action directly
addresses this recommendation. Specifically, the proposed design standards, which
include regulations regarding architectural features, building materials and signage,
and streetscape standards, create a high quality and consistent pedestrian environment,
promote pedestrian activity and help maintain the role of streets as civic and social
spaces that connect Newburgh’s many neighborhoods.

The Proposed Action moves away from single use development by encouraging
mixed-use districts throughout the City, thereby addressing community design
consistent with the Orange County Design Manual. The Form-Based Districts, which
regulate the downtown and waterfront areas, allow flexibility and variety with respect
to uses within buildings and within the district. This flexibility simplifies the City’s
approval process and encourages pedestrian oriented commercial areas and mixed-use
neighborhoods where residents are within walking distance of housing, work, and
community services. Additionally, by creating an amenity zone that allows for
benches, café seating, bike racks, landscaping and public art, the proposed streetscape
standards would create a more lively space for pedestrian activity and community
interaction, and create the type of “main street” environments that the Design Manual
promotes.

18



EAF Part 3

4.2.

CONSISTENCY WITH LAND USE AND COMMUNITY CHARACTER

This section identifies potential changes to land use and community character as a result of
adopting the Proposed Action.

4.2.1.

LAND USE

The current Zoning Code has primarily allowed for single-use development within a
given parcel, limiting flexibility for landowners. The Proposed Action, following the
recommendations of the Future Land Use Plan, expands the areas in which mixed-use
buildings are allowed. Specifically, the proposed Zoning Code Update creates mixed-
use districts in the downtown and waterfront areas, as well as the Neighborhood
Commercial (NC) overlay district, which would allow limited commercial uses in
select portions of otherwise residential zoning districts. In addition to being in
conformance with Newburgh’s adopted planning documents, the NC-overlay district
is consistent with both the existing land use patterns within the City, and the desired
intention of the City to allow more neighborhood commercial uses. This overlay
district would allow small businesses in a mixed-use environment. By amending
the allowed land use in these areas, the proposed would promote local
neighborhood economic development and provide residents with access to local
amenities within walking distance from their homes

A new zone is proposed for the waterfront area, north of the wastewater treatment
plant. Currently, this area is home to several commercial and retail uses. Under the
Proposed Action, this area would be within the Planned Waterfront District, allowing
wide variety of uses including residential, commercial, office, and retail. This change
was recommended by the Future Land Use Plan and has been a goal for the City for
the past several years.

Three areas (the area in and around Snake Hill, which is primarily City-owned, the
former “Christmas Tree plant” and the vacant residential parcels to the north, and the
area to the south and east of the Hospice Facility) have been zoned Conservation
Development (CDD). As described above, this proposed district would allow
residential uses, subject to the preservation of important environmental features. Of
the three proposed CDD sites, only the “Christmas Tree plant” is currently developed.
The site contains a large industrial building, which is currently only partially occupied.
Per proposed CDD regulations, , future use of these parcels would be restricted to
residential use, must set aside 50 percent of the site as open space, and must protect
each site’s unique and valuable environmental features.

With the exception of the changes noted above, the Proposed Action would not change
the current land use, or currently allowed land uses, for the majority of the City, which
are zoned for predominantly residential uses. As described above, the major change
with regard to the residential districts is a ‘right-sizing’ of the minimum lot size and
other ‘bulk’ regulations. In reality, this change in minimum lot-size would not affect
the overwhelming majority of the City, which is already developed and subdivided.
Rather, the proposed zoning would make the vast majority of the City’s parcels
‘conforming’ lots with regards to the zoning requirements, which would help
streamline the review process for any future land use applications. Because the
proposed revisions to lot and area requirements for residential parcels would only
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bring current zoning code regulations in compliance with the existing developed
environment, it is not anticipated that an increase in density would occur. In addition,
development applications within the PWD, CDD, DND and WD that meet certain
other regulatory thresholds would be required to provide a site specific SEQRA
analysis, which would evaluate the impact of those proposals on a case by case basis.

4.2.2. COMMUNITY CHARACTER

The Proposed Action is expected to create a more visually appealing, unified, mixed-
use downtown and waterfront, which would improve the overall community character
of the City. The regulations and standards developed for the Form-Based Districts
build on the existing form within the City. Included in the proposed Code are design
standards that regulate architectural features, building materials, and street signage, all
aimed to preserve and enhance the architectural character of the City. These guidelines
also regulate the specific building types allowed in each district such as the Shopfront
that has a high percentage of glazing on the first floor and a prominent entrance to
promote pedestrian oriented retail. These standards would help ensure a cohesive
development pattern for Newburgh.

The Historic and Architectural Design Overlay districts would continue to protect and
enhance the historic and architectural elements key to Newburgh’s identity. Similarly,
maintaining natural and environmental resources is essential to the quality of life and
attractiveness of the City. The Proposed Action includes provisions designed to
preserve these features, such as the Waterbody Protection Overlay District,
Conservation Development District and the Hudson River Waterfront Public Access
standards. These provisions are expected to improve the community character of the
City and help ensure that it develops into a walkable and vibrant downtown and
waterfront.

AESTHETIC RESOURCES AND VISUAL IMPACTS

Newburgh’s unique location overlooking the Hudson River creates memorable aesthetic and
visual resources essential to the City’s identity. The current zoning regulates scenic public
views in the View Preservation Overlay District by subjecting all development that may
impact a defined view plane to review and approval by the Planning Board. However,
portions of these regulations are either redundant or omit some of the City’s essential scenic
views. They are also onerous in their application and review.

The Zoning Advisory Team reviewed the existing regulated views and helped determine
which views were most vital to Newburgh and essential to protect. The Proposed Action
includes regulations protecting those views that are more efficient and do not hinder but
rather enhance development.

Under the proposed zoning, all applications in the Waterfront Gateway, Planned Waterfront
District, and portions of the Downtown Neighborhood Districts would be required to provide
additional viewshed analyses during Site Plan Approval. The purpose and intent of this
regulation is to protect and enhance the City’s scenic viewshed, comprised of natural,
aesthetic and cultural resources formed by the landscape and geologic features of the City.
The views identified as providing significant benefits to the City of Newburgh include those
from the following locations: Montgomery and South Streets, Washington’s Headquarters,
Broadway and Colden Street, the Newburgh Free Library, First and Montgomery Streets, Bay
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View Terrace. The proposed zoning code specifically defines the locations and unique
features of these important views to better highlight their character and the elements most
essential for preservation.

The Visual Impact Analysis prepared by the applicant would be required to include
photographic simulations of the proposed structure within the context of the site to best
determine how the structure would affect the scenic viewshed. The City Planning Board
would evaluate the impacts and grant Site Plan approval only if they determine that the
proposed activity would not significantly impair scenic character; would be compatible with
its surroundings; would minimize the removal of native vegetation; and would locate or
cluster buildings in a manner that minimizes their visibility from public spaces. These
standards and procedures are comparable to the current zoning’s regulations that require that
the applicant submit a Visual Environmental Assessment form during Site Plan review. The
current zoning also outlines the visual analysis procedures that the Architectural Review
Commission, Planning Board and Conservation Advisory Council should follow in rendering
a visual site plan approval. Similar procedures are outlined in the Visual Impact Analysis
Methodology section in the proposed zoning, which would provide a clear regulatory
mechanism for reviewing development impacts during site plan review.

In addition, aesthetic resources would be further protected under the Form-Based Code.
Applicable in the downtown and waterfront districts, the Form-Based Code redefines visual
access and protects scenic viewsheds. Construction within the right-of-way of various west-
east running streets would be prohibited under the proposed Zoning Code Update specifically
to protect these view corridors. Other mechanisms have been proposed to protect views that
are not specifically listed in the Code but are nonetheless significant to the City. These
protections include height limitations of six stories in the Planned Waterfront, compared to
the eight stories allowed in the Broadway Corridor, and massing regulations. Each building
type defined in the Form-Based Code and allowed in the districts has supplementary
standards regarding massing. For example, for the Shopfront and Midrise building types, the
maximum length of a building wall along a street would be 200 feet, and buildings must have
a break in facade at least every 50 feet met through the use of architectural features or
changes in building material or finish. In the PWD specifically, an individual building may
occupy no more than 100 feet of the dimension of the lot measured parallel to Front Street.
These regulations would protect view corridors to and from the Hudson River and would
reduce the scale of buildings in the downtown and waterfront.

Furthermore, setback requirements are proposed in the PWD, which would allow a sixth
story, only if it is set back from the front fagade by at least 15 feet. This provision, coupled
with design standards for building materials, would help decrease the dominance of multi-
story structures and safeguard views of the City from the Hudson River.

HISTORIC AND CULTURAL RESOURCES

The Proposed Action maintains both the East End Historic District and the Colonial Terraces
Architectural Design Overlay District with the same boundaries as the City’s current zoning.
The purpose of these districts are to designate, protect and enhance the landmarks, historic
districts and architectural districts, which represent distinctive elements of the City of
Newburgh’s historic architectural and cultural heritage; foster civic pride in the
accomplishment of the past; protect and enhance the City of Newburgh’s attractiveness to
visitors, thereby supporting and stimulating the local and regional economy; and ensure the
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harmonious, orderly and efficient growth and development of the City of Newburgh. There is
no change in the design guidelines or in the boundary of the District. Based on the Zoning
Advisory Team’s guidance, the review process under the proposed zoning is very similar to
the current process. The Architectural Review Commission (ARC) is in place to act as a
review board to prevent construction, reconstruction, alteration or demolition that would be
out of harmony with the historic and architectural character of the District. Changes to the
regulations are limited, and serve only to optimize the process.

First, the Pace University Streamlining report outlined above, proposed revisions to the
procedures of the Architectural Review Commission, under an initiative independent of the
Zoning Code Update. The Proposed Action incorporated these recommendations into the
proposed Zoning Code Update. These revisions include: developing a specific list of
activities that would not be considered a material change or visible from a public street.
Such activities include, for example: repair, replacement and installation of electrical,
plumbing, heating and ventilation systems, provided that such work does not affect the
exterior of the structure; repair or replacement of awnings when work is done in-kind to
match existing materials and form; or repair or replacement of water, gas, storm or sewer
lines. These activities would not be subject to Certificate of Appropriateness (COA)
review and would minimize confusion for the applicant, and improve the efficiency of the
ARC in processing COAs.

Second, the Pace University Streamlining report proposed that the ARC revise their
procedures to create a consent agenda to speed the workflow of the ARC and reduce
the burden on applicants. The consent agenda would allow the ARC to consider and
approve multiple applications with a single motion. This will be based on a determination
from the Building Inspector, after consideration of the nature and extent of the alteration
or demolition being proposed, the degree to which the application is in conformance with
the appropriate Design Guidelines, and the written “Consent Agenda Guidance”, approved
by the ARC regarding paint colors, materials and items that are generally suitable for
specific purposes within the district. Furthermore, applicants with items pending on the
Consent Agenda will not need to attend the ARC meeting at which their application is being
considered.

Finally, the Pace University Streamlining report proposed a simplified COA process for
demolition applications within the Historic Overlay District. Under the current zoning,
applicants looking to demolish a building in the Historic Overlay District must apply for a
COA and if denied by the ARC, they must apply for relief on grounds of hardship. Under
the Proposed Action, the ARC could evaluate the following considerations when
reviewing COA applications for demolition: whether the building or structure is dangerous
to health, safety or life; the extent, significance, and expense of repairs needed to maintain
the structure in good repair; the historic value of the structure of the property; the
contribution of the structure or property to community character, or an existing, locally-
designated historic or architectural district; and the existence and extent of hardship
criteria. As a result, applicants for demolition will not always have to apply for hardship but
instead may receive a COA directly under the Special Demolition Considerations.

The proposed Zoning Code Update incorporates these policies and procedures and serves

only to streamline the review process and minimize impediments to development.

NOISE, LIGHT, ODOR
The Proposed Action would not directly result in an increase in noise, odors or outdoor
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4.6.

lighting. Nonetheless, under the proposed zoning, new construction is likely to occur,
resulting in indirect impacts to levels of noise, light and odor. However, such new
development would not change the existing urban and built character and condition of the
City, but would instead be similar to the construction allowed under the current zoning.
Construction activities that may affect noise, light, and odor levels would be conducted in full
compliance with the City Code, including the “Noise” ordinance in Chapter 212 of the City
Code. As a result, no significant adverse noise, light or odor impacts are expected under the
Proposed Action. In addition, development applications within the PWD, WG, CDD, and
those which meet certain thresholds would be required to conduct a SEQRA review to
analyze the site specific impacts of their developments. Any noise, light or odor impacts that
would occur as a result of these development projects would be analyzed on a case by case
basis.

SURFACE WATERS AND FLOODING

The Proposed Action establishes a Waterbody Protection Overlay (WPO) District to provide
special protection to the City’s waterbodies, creek, and stream corridor. The entire Quassaick
Creek Watershed, which originates in Ulster County and drains the northeastern portion of
Orange County, flows through the City of Newburgh and drains in the Hudson River. The
boundaries of the WPO include all land lying within 100 feet of the top of the bank on each
side of nine of the City’s waterbodies: Quassaick Creek, Gidneytown Creek, Harrison Pond,
the Unnamed Pond east of Harrison Pond and west of Gidneytown Creek, Crystal Lake,
Muchattoes Lake, the two unnamed ponds southwest of Crystal Lake, the unnamed stream
that flows into and out of Crystal Lake, and the portion of the Hudson River that is not within
the PWD zoning District.

The purpose of this WPO is to regulate land uses within or adjacent to a stream corridor or
waterbody to protect water quality, biodiversity, scenic resources and reduce the risk of
damage from flooding. As such, no principal structure shall be located within 100 feet of a
creek, stream or waterbody, and no accessory structure 200 square feet or greater shall be
located within 50 feet of a watercourse. These setback requirements apply to parcels that have
any part within the WPO.

In addition, the proposed Zoning Code Update requires Site Plan Approval for all activities
within the WPO. The City Planning Board may only grant approval if they determine that the
proposed activity would not result in erosion or pollution from surface or subsurface runoff
and includes appropriate measures to minimize stormwater quantity and velocity, increase
stormwater quality, promoted inflow and infiltration, protect stream and lake/pond banks
from erosion, improve the water quality of the City’s waterways, and increase public
awareness of these critical resources.

The WPO District would have a positive impact on the City by providing additional and more
efficient protection of the City’s waterbodies. This additional layer of protection would
directly improve the ecological services provided by these aquatic resources. Limiting all
development within 50 feet of a watercourse would help maintain and restore riparian buffer
vegetation and minimize stream channel constraints thereby having direct repercussions on
public welfare by reducing the risk of damage from flooding.

The Conservation Development District (CDD) is established in the proposed zoning to
encourage conservation of environmental resources in exchange for flexibility in bulk and
area requirements. Environmental resources are defined as areas of steep slopes, wetlands,
waterbodies, floodplains, ridgelines, scenic viewsheds and other ecologically sensitive areas
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4.7.

and features. Under the requirements of the proposed CDD, applications for development
within the CDD must set aside 50 percent of the site as permanent (via conservation easement
or other mechanism) open space to protect the site’s environmental resources. As a result, by
increasing the amount of open space in the City and better protecting sensitive environmental
features, the CDD would be expected to improve the quality and quantity of water resources
and mitigate flooding.

POTENTIAL IMPACTS FROM AN INCREASE IN POPULATION OR
COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIALDEVELOPMENT

The Proposed Action is an update to the Zoning Code and Zoning Map. As a policy
document, the Proposed Zoning Code Update would not have any specific physical impacts
on the environment. Rather, it sets the stage for potential land use changes within the City, as
described above. Development projects requiring a discretionary action by the City’s review
boards, (i.e., Site Plan approval, a variance, a Certificate of Appropriateness) would still
require a site-specific environmental review that would analyze site-specific environmental
impacts, including those to traffic and transportation, air, noise, surface and groundwater
resources, and waste water treatment. Nevertheless, it is appropriate to analyze the potential
environmental impacts that development under the proposed zoning may have at a generic
level.

In the sections below, a generic review of the potential environmental impacts associated
with the proposed changes to the zoning code are presented. For this review, it is important to
keep in mind the change in Newburgh’s population over time. As noted above, the City of
Newburgh’s population in 2010 was approximately 10 percent lower than its peak of 31,956
around 1950. Between 2000 and 2010, the City’s population grew approximately 2 percent. If
the City’s population continues to grow at that rate, by 2030, it would just reach 30,000
residents. Recognizing that population growth is a function of market forces, as well as
allowable density of development, it is reasonable to conclude that even with the adoption of
the Proposed Action, Newburgh’s population is unlikely to reach its 1950 peak in the next
decade or two. Therefore, it is also likely that the infrastructure that served the City’s peak
population, much of which is still in place today, would be adequate to serve the City’s
population over the next several years. Long range planning to repair, replace and expand the
City’s sewage and stormwater systems has begun; it is well-recognized that concurrent with
future development funding for, and plans to implement improvements will be required and
must be executed.

The Proposed Action would, however, increase the residential development potential of a few
areas within the City in two ways. First, the Proposed Action would allow residential uses in
locations within the City that currently do not have residential uses and are not currently
zoned to allow residential uses. These areas include the Planned Waterfront District, the
Conservation Development District, the southwest portion of the Broadway Corridor district,
and the southeast portion of the Downtown Neighborhood District. Second, the Proposed
Action would increase the residential density allowed in the Waterfront Gateway and
Broadway Corridor. Lots in these two districts that are currently vacant or substantially
underutilized would be likely to experience more residential development if the Proposed
Action is adopted than under the current zoning, because residential uses are not currently
allowed as-of-right. Existing buildings in these districts, however, are not likely to be
replaced with new buildings as a result of the Proposed Action. Therefore, the Proposed
Action is not likely to cause an increase in residential density within portions of these districts
that are already developed. In addition, applications for development within these districts
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would be required to undertake site-specific environmental review, which would analyze
potential growth inducing aspects on a cumulative basis. Analyzing the potential
growthimpacts on a case by case basis provides a substantially more reliable conclusion
because the data is collected and presented concurrent with the existing baseline conditions
of the City at the time the proposal is presented, eliminating speculative decision-making.

Also notable is the fact that under the Proposed Action, the residential zoning districts are
proposed to have smaller minimum lot sizes than under the current zoning. This reduced
minimum lot size would not appreciably increase the theoretical number of lots that could be
created within those districts, because the overwhelming majority of those districts are
already built out and subdivided. Rather, the decreased minimum lot size was designed to
match the existing building stock and lot sizes and make the majority of the City into
‘conforming’ lots. As a result, the change in minimum lot size would not be expected to
result in any appreciable increase in population density.

4.7.1. COMMUNITY SERVICES

As stated above, the adoption of the Proposed Action would not allow more residential
development in the majority of the City. The proposed Zoning Code Update would
increase the amount of residential density allowed in the downtown area, which may
result in an increase in demand for provision of police, fire, and/or EMS services.
Potential increases in staffing required by new development are expected to be offset
by increases in property and other taxes and fees payable to the City. In addition,
development applications within the proposed downtown zoning districts would be
required to prepare a site-specific analysis of the impacts of the development on the
ability of the emergency service providers to accommodate increased demand. Site-
specific impacts of proposed development projects on emergency vehicle access,
ingress and egress would be addressed during site plan review of a specific
development proposal.

The City of Newburgh is served by the Newburgh Enlarged City School District. In
the 2012-2013 school year the district served 11,028 students', a decrease of 15
percent from a peak of 12,716 students in 2003-2004. Any increase in residential
population resulting indirectly from the Proposed Action would not be expected to
cause enrollment in the school district to reach its 2003-2004 peak (1,700 students).
Therefore, the Proposed Action would not be expected to cause an adverse impact to
the operation of the school district.

4.7.2. TRANSPORTATION

The primary transportation impact of the Proposed Action would be increased trips
into and out of the Planned Waterfront District and Waterfront Gateway District. All
development within these districts, including a comprehensive waterfront
redevelopment similar to the previous Leyland proposal, would require a site-specific
environmental review. This review would analyze the impacts to specific intersections
and specific roadways from a specific development. Because the development
program for any future action within these districts could vary widely (residential,
commercial, hotel, office, institutional), it would not be instructive to analyze a single
‘best guess’ scenario, nor is it practical to analyze the impacts of dozens of scenarios.

' New York State Department of Education. http://www.p12.nysed.gov/irs/statistics/enroll-n-staff/home.html
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Rather, reviewing the impacts of specific projects within the former heart of the City
at the time that they are proposed is the best way to understand and mitigate potential
transportation impacts.

It should also be noted that the City and County have been actively studying the
feasibility of transforming Broadway and installing enhanced transit service within the
corridor. The implementation of such a project would profoundly alter the potential
impacts of future development in downtown Newburgh, through the possibility of
reducing the number of automobile trips that would be generated by any new
development.

Finally, as noted in the Future Land Use Plan EAF, the City “currently has a
significant amount of off-street parking,” much of it downtown. Amendments to the
off-street parking requirements were proposed for the above reason, and two other
reasons. First, it is physically infeasible for many parcels to accommodate the amount
of on-site off-street parking that is required in the current zoning code. Many of the
City’s existing lots, especially in the downtown residential areas, are not large enough
to accommodate the currently required off-street parking as well as a building. This
simple fact is a major impediment to the redevelopment of these areas. Second, the
proposed off-street parking requirements are more appropriate for dense, walkable,
urban areas than are the current standards. The proposed standards are based on best
practices from other similarly sized and situated cities in the Hudson Valley. The
Zoning Advisory Team agreed that while off-street parking could be an issue in a
revitalized and reinvigorated downtown Newburgh, requiring excessive off-street
parking on the same lots as development was counter-productive to the goals of
neighborhood revitalization.

4.7.3. WATER SUPPLY

According to the EAF prepared for the Future Land Use Plan, the City’s water
filtration plant has the ability to treat approximately 9 million gallons of water per day
(MGD). In 2012, the average daily demand was 4.6 MGD, and the highest single peak
day was 6.7 MGD'. In addition, the City has an emergency connection to the NYC
Catskill Aqueduct if needed. As the Proposed Action would not cause the City’s
demand for water to more than double, no impacts to the supply of domestic water are
anticipated from the proposed zoning. Further, per the Future Land Use Plan EAF, the
areas of the City that are proposed for increased residential density (waterfront,
Broadway Corridor) have adequate water pressure to serve future growth.

4.7.4. SANITARY SEWER SERVICE

The City of Newburgh discharges its sanitary sewage to the Newburgh Wastewater
Treatment Plant (WWTP), which also serves the Town of Newburgh. The plant has a
capacity of 13.5 MGD and in 2012 had an average daily flow of 6.3 MGD.? According
to the Future Land Use Plan EAF, approximately 1.6 MGD are generated by the
Town of Newburgh. In addition, a portion of the available flow at the WWTP,

' 2012 City of Newburgh Water Quality Report
%2012 City of Newburgh Wastewater Treatment Plant Update
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approximately 3.8 MGD in total, is reserved for the Town of Newburgh.
Therefore, the City could discharge approximately twice as much sanitary waste
to the WWTP than it currently does on a dry-weather day. As the Proposed
Action does not contemplate development resulting in a doubling of sewage
discharge, it is unlikely to affect the ability of the WWTP to treat Newburgh’s
sanitary sewage.

However, according to the Future Land Use Plan EAF, there are currently
capacity constraints on the City’s north interceptor sewer line that limit the
amount of additional flows it is capable of handling, especially in a wet weather,
or storm, event. This interceptor line serves much of the Waterfront Gateway and
Planned Waterfront District. This is a current issue for the City of Newburgh and
not an impact that would result from the adoption of the Proposed Action.
Substantial development in the Waterfront Gateway and Planned Waterfront
District would be subject to the resolution of the north interceptor capacity
issue. This issue would be addressed during site plan and environmental review
for proposed projects in these districts.

5. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) requires that the cumulative impacts of
one or several actions be considered together. The Proposed Action contains a number of revisions
to land development regulations that, when taken together, would provide a greater protection of
community character and natural resources than currently exists. The potential effect on the
environment from these amendments would not result in impacts when considered independently
or cumulatively. The cumulative impact of the amendments is to bring land use regulation into
accord with Newburgh’s current planning documents and studies as well as development
practice given the conditions within the City of Newburgh. Given the mandate to protect the
community character and environmental quality of the City of Newburgh, the City’s approach
to zoning and environmental regulation is justified and in keeping with the objectives of the
City’s Land Use Plan and other local and regional planning principles.

6. CONCLUSION

The Proposed Action would implement the recommendations of the Future Land Use Plan and
the other municipally-approved planning documents through the adoption of a new Zoning
Ordinance and Map. As such, it is consistent with the City’s desired planning goals and land
use patterns. The Proposed Action would not result in significant adverse environmental impacts.
It would increase the protection of the City’s natural resources, including its steep slopes,
floodplains, streams, and lakes. It would require public access to the waterfront in any proposed
development, and would protect the scenic views that make the City so unique. The adoption
of the Proposed Action would mark a turning point for the City of Newburgh by articulating a
clear, feasible, and beneficial path for future development within the City.
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