RESOLUTION 42 OF 2021

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

Finance/Audit Committee: Alderman Scott-

Childress, Tallerman, Davis, Hirsch, Schabot
Sponsored By:

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

WHEREAS, there are no matching funding requirements; and

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

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

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

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

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

SECTION 3. This resolution shall take effect immediately.

Submitted to the Mayor this day of Approved by the Mayor this day of
, 2021 , 2021
Elisa Tinti, City Clerk Steven T. Noble, Mayor

Adopted by Council on , 2021







Tinti, Elisa

From: Noble, Steve

Sent: Friday, February 26, 2021 12:42 PM

To: Alderman

Cc: Tinti, Elisa; Timbrouck, Lynsey; Bruck, Amanda

Subject: Late Communication Request for Monday's Special Finance Meeting
Attachments: CDBG Budget Transfers 2021_updated 22621.docx

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Dear President Shaut,

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

Transfer $405,019 for Park improvements at AMNC, Rickel Knox, Barmann, Van Buren, Kingston Point and
Block Parks, per resolutions #123 of 2016, # 106 of 2018, # 63 of 2019, # 11 of 2021.
a. $60,000 AMNC — Kitchen appliances and floors and senior lounge floors

$87,000 Block Park — Parking lot paving
$72,720 Barmann — Playground upgrades
$50,000 Van Buren — Replace safety structure
$70,000 Kingston Point — New playground
$65,899 Rickel Knox — New playground

I

| am asking that a Capital account be set up to manage these projects and approve a resolution to spend in the
first instance for these important community projects. As you know, we are hoping to get these projects done
as soon as possible to stay in compliance with HUD’s timeliness guidelines and to also have these sites ready
for Summer as best as possible.

Please feel free to contact me with any questions regarding the projects. Thank you for your consideration.

Respectfully Submitted,

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






RESOLUTION 43 OF 2021

RESOLUTION OF THE COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KINGSTON,
NEW YORK, AUTHORIZING THE TRANSFER OF 21 NORTH FRONT
STREET TO THE KINGSTON LOCAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
PURSUANT TO SECTION 1411 OF THE NOT-FOR-PROFIT CORPORATION
LAW

Finance/Audit Committee: Alderman Scott-

Childress, Tallerman, Davis, Hirsch, Schabot
Sponsored By:

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

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

WHEREAS, THE City of Kingston owns the land located at 21 North Front Street
consisting of an approximately  acres that is identified as tax map ID, SBL No. 48.80-
1-26 and further shown on a map of lands as filed with ; and

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

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

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

WHEREAS, the transfer of 21 North Front Street was considered and addressed by the
Planning Board in said coordinated review and negative declaration;

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

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




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

WHEREAS, Not-For-Profit Law, Section 1411 empowers a city to sell and convey real
property to its local development corporation; and

WHEREAS, Not-For-Profit Law, Section 1411, was created for the charitable or public
purpose of relieving and reducing unemployment, promoting and providing for additional
maximum employment, bettering and maintaining job opportunities, ......and lessening
the burdens of government and acting in the public interest; and

WHEREAS, Not-For-Profit Law, Section 1411 further authorizes the legislative body of
a City by resolution, to determine that certain real property of the City not required for
use by the City may be sold or leased to a not-for-profit local development corporation
for purposes that include lessening the burdens of government and acting in the public
interest; and

WHEREAS, the Kingston Local Development Corporation was created under Not-For-
Profit Law, Section 1411, with the authority to acquire by purchase, lease, gift bequest,
devise or otherwise, real property and without leave of court, to sell, lease, mortgage or
otherwise disposed.

WHEREAS, Section 1411 (d) of the Not-For-Profit Law further provides that the sale or
lease may be on such terms as may be agreed upon by the City and local development
corporation, without appraisal or public bidding; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to and in accordance with Section 1411(d), a public hearing
relating to the Disposition was duly scheduled, noticed and conducted by the Common
Council prior to the adoption of this resolution which hearing shall be on

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

SECTION 1. Pursuant to Section 1411 (d)(1) of the LDC Act and upon due
consideration of the presentations and comments received during the public hearing, the
Common Council hereby determines that title to the lands shown on the map as filed with
the (the “Property”) is not required for use by the City.

SECTION 2. Pursuant to Section 1411 (d) of the LDC Act, the Common Council
hereby authorizes the undertaking of the Disposition, including transfer of title and/or a
leasehold of up to ninety-nine years, to the Property together with the equipment and
assets situate thereon, to the Corporation pursuant to a deed and/or lease to be approved
by the Corporation Counsel (the “Deed” and/or “Lease”) provided however, that any sale

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




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

SECTION 4. The Mayor of the City of Kingston may as set forth in the City
Charter and Code and/or as may be required otherwise, is hereby authorized to execute
any and all documents related to the Disposition, including the Deed and Lease
Agreement(s), subject to approval by the Corporation Counsel of the City of Kingston,
along with any other agreements, forms, certificates or applications necessary to
effectuate the foregoing.

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

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

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

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

SECTION 9. This resolution shall take effect immediately.

Submitted to the Mayor this day of Approved by the Mayor this day of
. 2021 ,2021
Elisa Tinti, City Clerk Steven T. Noble, Mayor

Adopted by Council on , 2021







CI1Y OF KINGS1TON
Oftice of the Mayor

mayor@Kkingston-ny.gov

Steven T. Noble
Mayor

January 29th, 2021

Honorable Andrea Shaut
Common Council President
420 Broadway

Kingston, NY 12401

Re: Transfer of 21 N. Front St. parcel to KLDC
Dear President Shaut,

As you are aware, the Ulster County Industrial Development Agency has approved the PILOT agreement regarding
the Kingstonian. The next step of the process will be for the City to transfer our parcel located at 21 North Front St.
(SBL.: 48.80-1-26) to the Kington Local Development Company so that the KLDC can then transfer the property to
the Kingstonian Development Corporation.

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

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

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

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

Respectfully Submitted,

Steven. T. Noble
Mayor

City Hall- 420 Broadway - Kingston, New York 12401 - (845)334-3902 - Fax (845) 334-3904 - www.kingston-ny.gov
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City of Kingston Purchasing Department
RFQ#: K16-10
Adaptive Development of Uptown Parking Sites for Mixed Use
Thursday, October 27, 2016
11:00am

Request for Qualifications

Adaptive Development of Uptown Parking Sites for Mixed Use
KINGSTON, NY

RFQ Release Date: Friday, August 19, 2016
Proposals Due: Thursday, October 27, 2016 at 11:00 A.M. local time.

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

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

Please use the above RFQ number on all correspondence.

Steven T. Noble Mayor of the City of Kingston
John Tuey Comptroller

Suzanne Cabhill Planning Director

Brian J. Woltman Purchasing Agent

I INTRODUCTION

The City of Kingston, New York hereinafter referred to as (the “City”) is seeking responses from
qualified developers to design, construct and operate a mixed use development on three separate

parcels owned currently by the City of Kingston. The City is interested in a mix of housing units,
appropriate commercial and retail space and public parking, and will consider separate proposals
for each location or a combined proposal for all the sites.
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City of Kingston Purchasing Department
RFQ#: K16-10
Adaptive Development of Uptown Parking Sites for Mixed Use
Thursday, October 27,2016
11:00am

Information regarding the City of Kingston, its’ departments, Laws and Codes can be obtained
from the City’s web site hitp://www.kingston-ny.gov. Respondents are encouraged to review this
information.

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

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

Il DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT

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

Former Uptown Parking Garage Site
21 North Front Street & Odd Side of Schwenk Drive
SBL# 48.80-1-26

North Front Street Parking Lot — (North Side)
65-77 North Front Street
SBL# 48.314-2-16

North Front Street Parking Lot — (South Side)
72-82 North Front Street SBL# 48.330-3-3(4)(5)
178 Green Street SBL# 48.330-3-29
69-71 Crown Street SBL# 48.330-3-9

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

Contemplated uses can include, but are not limited to, a mix of residential, hotel, retail and office
space, as well as public parking. All development proposals MUST comply with requirements
of the City’s Procurement Policy and Procedures, these guidelines may be accessed at
www.kingston-ny.eov/Purchasing.
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III. DEVELOPMENT OBJECTIVES

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

1.

.

Clearly demonstrate that the City will receive public benefits that are commensurate with
the value of the real estate being offered including any purchase price offered as part of
the proposal.

Secure major private sector investment in the construction of a high-quality urban scale
mixed-use development.

Maximize the level of public benefits to be generated by the proposed development
including real estate taxes, job opportunities and public parking.

Obtain a project that achieves the highest level of quality in terms of urban and
architectural design, while also being particularly careful to respect the historic fabric of
the National Register Historic District. Responders shall be required to include a zoning
analysis for their proposal.

Obtain a highly-visible development that respects central business district revitalization,
utilizes smart growth principles, sustainability and green building technologies.

Secure a development which integrates components, operational aspects, designs and site
layouts with surrounding land use redevelopment plans.

Secure a financially feasible development which is market-driven.

Facilitate and continue the revitalization of Kingston’s Historic Uptown Stockade Area.
The City will consider this parcel separately or jointly with the two other locations

IV. DEVELOPMENT GUIDELINES

Former Uptown Parking Garage Site

The City is the fee title holder of the parcel. The City demolished a 317 car parking
structure located on the 21 North Front Street lot in the spring of 2008. The City seeks a
development which embraces mixed-use concepts as part of its design.

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

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

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

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

08/21/2020
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North Front Street Parking Lot — (North Side)

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

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

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

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

North Front Street Parking Lot — (South Side)

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

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

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

Green building technologies, sustainable practices, smart growth principles, and
integration by complimenting the historic district and business district character.
This building lot also has adjacent businesses and all development proposals should
factor that into their proposal

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

V. SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS

All respondents to this RFQ are required to submit detailed information as set forth below.
Responses that do not materially conform to this outline will not be considered. Additional
material and information, as deemed appropriate by the respondent may be included in the
submission package.
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Responses must be submitted in a sealed envelope with the RFQ number and Title along with the
name and address of the respondent printed clearly on the outside of the envelope.

Responses are due and must be received no later than 11:00am, October 27, 2016. Late responses
WILL NOT be accepted after the due date and time. All respondents are required to submit a
clearly marked original, with three (3) photocopies, along with an electronic version of their
response to:

Mr. Brian J. Woltman

City of Kingston Purchasing Department
City Hall - 420 Broadway

Kingston, NY 12401

The respondents shall be required to complete, and include within their RFQ Submission, the
following forms which are supplied in this solicitation; an Information Sheet, and an Affidavit of
Non-Collusion. The response submission should be typed on both sides of 8.5” x 11” paper.
Pages should be paginated.

Responses may NOT be submitted in plastic sleeves or spiral binders. Illustrations may be
included. All plans are subject to City of Kingston approval. Oversized drawings may be
submitted, but must be accompanied by 8.5 x 11" sectionals or reductions to 8.5 x11", no
telegraphic or facsimile proposals will be accepted. The response will be evaluated on the basis
of its content, not length.

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

Faxed or e-mailed submissions WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED.

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

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

All RFQ submission materials become the property of the City of Kingston. Proposal submission
material will generally be made available for inspection and copying by interested parties upon
written request, except when exempted from disclosure under the New York State Freedom of
Information Law. The City of Kingston is subject to the New York State Freedom of Information
Law, which governs the process for the public disclosure of certain records maintained by the
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City of Kingston. Individuals or firms that submit proposals to the City of Kingston may request
that the City except all or part of such a proposal from public disclosure, on the grounds that the

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

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

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

Letter should be addressed to:

Mr. Brian Woltman, Purchasing Agent
Kingston Purchasing Department
City Hall
420 Broadway
Kingston, New York 14201
(845) 334-3943 t
(845)334- 3944
bwoltman@kingston-ny.gov

B. Conceptual Plan

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

C. Experience and Qualifications of the Developer/Development Team
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Provide a full description of the principal developer and (its related development entities and
subsidiaries) along with all team members, including all principals and persons who have or will

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

All submissions must:
. Identify the development entity’s name, street address, mailing address, phone number,

fax, e-mail address and web page. Specify the legal form of the organization (e.g.
corporation, partnership, LLC, Joint Venture, other).

. Describe the development entity including the number of years in business.

. Identify the person(s) with the authority to represent and make legally binding
commitments for the principal development entity.

. List all officers, partners, owners, shareholders and members of the development entity
by name, title, percentage of ownership and list addresses, telephone numbers and e-mail
addresses.

. Provide biographical summaries of company officers and/or principals/owners.

. Identify all members of the proposed development team that are likely to be engaged in a

project in Kingston including engineering, architectural, construction, property
management, marketing agent, geotechnical, environmental, legal, financial, public
relations, and other consultants. Indicate the role of each in implementing the
development and managing the completed project.

. Describe the structure of the development team submitting responses to this RFQ.
. Describe the familiarity of the project location and City of Kingston.
. Provide a statement of adequate financial resources. List Business Financial Statements

for last three years; a balance of sheet and reconciliation of Net Worth, Profit and Loss
Statement (Income Statement).

. Include a finance plan for your project.

. List name, address, telephone, e-mail, percent of ownership, personal net worth and
annual compensation of all owners (having 20% or greater interest), officers, directors
and/or partners

. Estimated project start (submission of documents for review) and anticipated completion
date.

D. Relevant Development Experience
Provide a list of similar projects which the developer/developer team has completed. This

description must be in a narrative form that is clear and comprehensive. Brochures and collateral
material can be included as appropriate, but should not substitute for a narrative description. All

7
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respondents must provide examples of a minimum of three completed development projects with
project budgets in excess of $10 million.

Information presented about these projects should include:

Name and location of the project.

Name, address and telephone number of three references who can be contacted
concerning the project, as well as municipal officials involved in the approval and
oversight of the project.

Type of facilities included in the project.

Total square footage of the project and its component parts.

Total project costs.

Sources and Uses statement.

Photographs of the exteriors and interiors of the completed projects sufficient to
determine the quality of the overall project design and architectural detail.

List of litigation, if any.

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

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

Evidence of the developer’s experience and/or capacity to implement mixed-use projects
containing market rate housing and retail/commercial uses.

Number of all types of housing units developed.

Size, pricing and distribution (e.g. studio, one-bedroom etc.) of housing units developed.
Actual project start and completion dates.

Number of phases of the project.

Total duration of all phases.

Construction type.

Site and environmental conditions.

Developer’s project team and contact information for all members of the project team.
Sources and Uses of funds.

Variance from original project budget.

References for sources of debt and equity financing.

Description of leasing activity, current tenants, time necessary to achieve 90% lease-up.
A description of the total square footage developed.

A description of the total square footage it currently manages.
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E. Financial Capacity

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

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

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

J Dun & Bradstreet report or Federal ID number of the parent company of the principal
developer, whether publicly traded or privately held.
. Narrative describing any current or outstanding litigation pending against the team or any

of its members, as well as any litigation brought by or against any individual involved
with the project, during the last five years.
. List of prior debts involving monetary defaults, bankruptcies or foreclosures.

VL. SELECTION PROCESS AND CRITERIA
All responses will be reviewed and evaluated by a selection committee. Responses will be
reviewed and evaluated based upon information contained in the respective submission packages

and responsiveness to the submission criteria delineated below.

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

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

1. Take no further action.

23 Select a short list of developers

3. Select a developer based upon the quality of their submission.
Selection Criteria

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

1. Project impact and feasibility
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pR Development team qualifications, capabilities and prior experience.
3. Attractiveness of the proposed conceptual plan and its ability to facilitate the RFQ’s
Development Concept, Development Objectives and Development Guidelines.
4, Financial strength of the developer/developer team.
5. Potential candidates will be required to further develop their respective concept in greater

detail, in order that the decision makers and public presentation provide an adequate level
of information for constructive review and consideration.

VIL INQUIRIES

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

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

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

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

VIIL. SCHEDULE OF PERTINENT DATES

Milestone Date Time Location

Issue RFQ August 19, 2016 TBD City Hall

Developers Conference September 15,2016 1:00 pm 21 North Front Street

RFQ Due Date October 27, 2016 11:00 am Purchasing Office
(City Hall)

Review RFQ Submissions  October 31, 2016 N/A City Hall

Interview Short List TBD City Hall

RFQ Respondents

10
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Select Finalists TBD City Hall
Public Presentation TBD City Hall
Of Finalists
Selection of Preferred TBD City Hall
Developer
Signed Memorandum TBD City Hall
of Understanding (MOU)
Agreement TBD City Hall

IX. DEVELOPERS’ CONFERENCE

A developers’ conference will be held on Thursday, September 15, 2016 to answer questions
from interested applicants concerning the RFQ. Representatives from the City will be available
on site to answer questions. The conference will begin at 1:00 pm at 21 North Front Street,
Kingston, NY 12401. The conference will be held rain or shine. Respondents wishing to attend
the conference should notify Brian Woltman.

X. DEFINITIONS

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

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

Property: The term “property” means the real estate defined herein.
Real Estate: The term “real estate” means the real property delineated in section L. of this RFQ.
XI. TERMS AND CONDITIONS

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

12
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RFQ Award Acceptance: The City of Kingston reserves the right at all times to accept or reject
in their sole discretion, any or all responses and to waive any defects or technicalities or
advertise for new RFQ responses where the acceptance, rejection, waiving or advertising of such
would be in the best interest of the City of Kingston. The RFQ process may be terminated or
modified without notice at any time.

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

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

In the event of a postponement or cancellation of this RFQ; the City of Kingston shall not be

liable for any costs incurred by respondent in the preparation of their response or for any work
performed in connection therein.

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

Please use this form and email questions to Brian Woltman at
bwoltman@kingston-ny.gov all substantive questions will be responded to
in the form of an addendum.

Date.
Company Name.

Contact Name.

Telephone Number.

Fax Number:

E-mail:
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PLEASE RETURN THE FOLLOWING FORMS
WITH YOUR RESPONSE
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INFORMATION SHEET
NAME OF RESPONDENT:
ADDRESS:
TYPE OF ENTITY: Corp. Partnership Individual
LLC

If a non publicly owned Corporation: NAME OF CORPORATION:

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

LIST OFFICERS:

LIST DIRECTORS:

DATE OF ORGANIZATION:

If a partnership:
PARTNERS:

NAME OF PARTNERSHIP:

DATE OF ORGANIZATION:

* If the business is conducted under an assumed name, a copy of the certificate required to be
filed under the New York General Business Law must be attached.
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AFFIDAVIT OF NON-COLLUSION

NAME OF RESPONDER:

BUSINESS ADDRESS:

| hereby attest that | am the person responsible within my firm for the final decision as to the prices(s) and
amount of this proposal or, if not, that | have written authorization, enclosed herewith, from that person to
make the statements set out below on his or her behalf and on behalf of my firm.

| further attest that:

1.

8

Any dollar amount stated is this response has been arrived at independently, without consultation,
communication or agreement for the purpose of restricting competition with any other contractor,
responder or potential responder.

Any dollar amount cited in this response, has not been disclosed to any other firm or person who is a
responder ar potential responder on this project, and will not be so disclosed prior to response opening.
No attempt has been made or will be made to solicit, cause or induce any firm or person to refrain from
responding to this RFQ, or to submit a proposal higher than the response of this firm, or any
intentionally high or non-competitive response or other form of complementary response.

The response of my firm is made in good faith and not pursuant to any agreement or discussion with, or
inducement from any firm or person to submit a complementary response.

My firm has not offered or entered into a subcontract or agreement regarding the purchase of materials
or services from any other firm or person, or offered, promised or paid cash or anything of value to any
firm or person, whether in connection with this or any other project, in consideration for an agreement or
promise by an firm or person to refrain from responding to this RFQ or to submit a complementary
response on this project.

My firm has not accepted or been promised any subcontract or agreement regarding the sale of
materials or services to any firm or person, and has not been promised or paid cash or anything of
value by any firm or person, whether in connection with this or any project, in consideration for my firm’s
submitting a complementary response, or agreeing to do so, on this project.

| have made a diligent inquiry of all members, officers, employees, and agents of my firm with
responsibilities relating to the preparation, approval or submission of my firm's response on this project
and have been advised by each of them that he or she has not participated in any communication,
consultation, discussion, agreement, collusion, act or other conduct inconsistent with any of the
statements and representations made in this affidavit.

By submission of this response, | certify that | have read, am familiar with, and will comply with

any and all segments of these specifications.

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

Signature & Company Pasition

Print Name & Company Position

Company Name

Date Signed Federal |,.D. Number

INDEX NO. EF2020-2075

08/21/2020
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING

This Memorandum of Understanding (MOLU), hercinatter referred to as the Memorandum,
entered into on the ~=™  day T vy 2017, by and between City of Kingston, a
municipal corporation with offices at 420 Broudway. Kinuston, New York, (hereinafter referred to
as City) and Wright Architects PLLC, with offices at 200 Fair Street, Kingston, New York
(hereinafter referred (o as Developer)

WHEREAS, ihe atorementioned parties desire 1o enter into the herein deseribed Agreement
in which they shall work together o accomplish the gouls and objectives set forth; and

WHEREAS, the parties are desivous to enter an understanding. thus setting out all necessary
working arrangements that both parties agree shall he necessary to complete this Project.

PURPOSE AND SCOPL

The parties intend for this Memorundum of Understanding to provide the cornerstone and
structure for any and all possibly impending binding contracts which imay be related to the Project.

OBJECTIVES

The parties shall endeavor to work together to develop property known as 21 North Front St

(former Uptown Parking Garage) with o minimum of 200 public packing spaces along with a combination

of street fevel conumercial, retail and dining establishment with apariments or hotel.
RESPONSIBILITIES AND OBLIGATIONS OF THE PARTIES

It 1s the desire and the wish ol the parties to this MOU Agreement that this document should
not and thus shall not establish nor create any form or manner of a formal agreement, but rather an
Agreement between the parties to work together whereby the Developer with the approval of the City
markets and obtains investors necessary for the lease and or sale of the property in a manner consistent

with the above stated objectives. Developer shall by the expiration of the term ol this agreement, present a

final and detailed plan for the City 1o lormally approve or reject in writing,

TERMS OF UNDERSTANDING

The teem of this Memorandum of Understanding shalt be for a period of cighteen (18) months
from the aforementioned effective date and may be extended upon written mutual agreement of both
parties.

ftis the understanding of the parties that due w the term of this agreement and the City"s desire to
move forward with this project beaeh marks are required 1o ensure a timely process. This process shall be

in phases as follows:

Phase | Developer shall provide 1o the City, a schematic diagram within six (6) months from the

date of this agreement.

Phase 2. Developer shall provide to the City proot of project financing within twelve (12)
months from the date of this agreement,

08/21/2020
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Phase 3. Developer shall provide to the City a completed application for approval from the City
of Kingston PManning Board for the Project within cighteen (18) months {rom the date ol this agreement.

During each phase of the project the Developer shall agree ta hold public meetings and outreach refated
to the project in coordination with the City of Kingston,

AMENDMENT OR CANCELLATION OF THHIS MEMORANDUM

This Memorandum of Understanding may be amended or muoditied at any time in writing by
mutual consent of both parties.

[n addition, the Memorandin of Understanding miay be cancelted by cither party with
30 days advance wrilten notice, with the exeeption being where cause tor cancellation may include, but
is not limited to, a material and signiticant breach of any of the provisions contained hercin, when it may
be cancelled upon delivery of written notice to the other paety. The partics agree that cach will be hetd
harmless (or the time and expense associated with this agreement. -

GENERAL PROVISIONS

The parties acknowledge and understand that they must be abie o ful ATk their responsibilities
under this Memorandum of Understanding in accordance with the pravisions of the law and regulations
that govern their activitics. Nothing in the Memorandum is inteaded o negate or otherwise render
ineffective any such provisions or operating procedures. The parties assume full responsibility for their
performance under the terins of this Memorandum,

1 at any time either party is unable to perform their duties or responsibilities under this
Memorandum of Understanding consistent with such party’s statutory and regulatory mandates, the
affected party shall immediately provide written notice 1o the other party 1o establish a date for
resolation ol the matter,

LIMITATION OF LIABILITY

The parties acknowledpe und undersiand that the Project drawings, schemes and methods are the
intellectual property of Wright Architects. This information shall not be disclosed unless disclosure is
required by taw or court order.

No rights or linatation of rights shatt urise or be assumed between the parties as a result of the
terms of this Memorandum ol Understanding.

ARBITRATION/MEDIATION DISPUTE RESOLUTION

The partics to this Memorandum ol Understanding agree that should any dispute arise through
any aspect of this relationship, including, but not limited to, any matters, disputes or clatims, the
parties shall confer in good faith o promptly resolve any dispute. In the event that the partics are
unable to resolve the issue or disptite between them, then the matter shall be mediated and/or
arbitrated in an attempt to resolve any and all issues between the partics,

The parties agree that any chunr or dispute that arises from or through this agreement, the
relationship or obligations contempiated or outlined within this agreement, if not resolved through
mediation, shall then go w and be resolved through tinal and binding arbitration. Any decision reached
by the Arbitrator shall be ftoal and binding and. it requived, may be entered as a judgment in any
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court having jurisdiction,

In the event that any court having jurisdiction should determine that any portion of this
Agreement to be invalid or unenforceable, only that portion shall be deemed invalid and not eftective,
while the balance of this Agreement shall remain in tull etfect and enforceable. This Agreement shall
be interpreted and governed by and in accordance with the Federal Arbitration Act 9 U.S.C. Section
i-16.

NOTICFE

Any notice or communication required or permitted under this Memorandum shall be
sufficiently given if delivered in person or by certified mail, return receipt requested, to the address
set forth in the opening paragraph or to such address as one may have furnished to the other in
writing.

GOVERNING LAW

This Memorandum of Understanding shall be governed by and construed in accordancy
with the laws of the State of New York.

SEVERABILITY CLAUSE

[n the event that any provision of this Memorandwm of Understanding shall be deemed to
be severable or invalid, and if any term, condition. phrase, or portion ol this Memorandum shal
be determined to be unlaw ful or otherwise unentorceable, the remainder of the Memorandum shall
remain in full force and effect, so tong as the cluuse severed does not affeet the intent of the parties,
If a court should find that any provision of this Memorandum to be invalid or unentorceabie, but
that by limiting said provision it would become valid and enforceable, then said provision shall be
deemed to be written, construed and enforced as so limited.

ASSIGNMENT

Neither party to this Memoranduin ol Understanding may assign or transfer the responsibilities
ol this agreement herein without the prior written consent of the non-assigning party for which such
approval shall not be unreasonably withheld.

ENTIRE UNDERSTANDING

The herein contained Memorandum of Understanding constitutes the entire understanding of the
parties pertaining to all matters contemplated hereunder at this time. The parties signing this MOU
desire or intend that any implemienting contract. license. or other agreement entered into between the
parties subsequent hercto shall supersede and preempt any conflicting provision of this Memorandum
of Understanding whether wrilten or oral.
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This Agreement shall be signed by the above named parties and shall be etfective as of the date

first above wrilten,

Date: _Luol (_7_ ——

Cily of Kingston
—

By e
.\-_’,;% : -
<—Kteven T. Noble, Mayor

Wright Architects, PLLC

i —
Ry = N AANY
Andrey Wright

INDEX NO. EF2020-2075
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State of New York
b B

County of Ulster

Onthis /¢ " day of “Fuowcerge 2017, before me the undersigned, a notary public in and for
said State, personally appeared’Steven T. Nable, personally known to me or proved to me on the basis ol
satisfactory evidence to be the individual whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and
acknowledged 1o me that he executed the same in his capacity and that by his signature on the instrument,
the individual, o the persgnupon behalf of which the individual acted. executed the instrument.

[ 3

i\_ﬁy."ﬂ.»?w# /i }(’ I/~ g gt o’

5/ : :
j« E Notary Public

State of New York
SS.:
County of Ulster

On this /€ day of Jepuary. 2017, betfore me the undersigned, a notary public in and for
said State, personally appeared Andrew Wright, personally known to me or proved 1o me on the basis of
satisfactory evidence to be the individual whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and
acknowledged to me that he executed the same in his capacity and that by his signature on the instrument,
the individual, or the person upon behalf of which the individual acted, executed the instrument.

Notary Public

ANGELA A CHRISTOFORO
Public In the State of New York
Resident In and for Ulster County

Commission Expires 2 | 5 3 | ()§
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING

This Memorandum of Understanding (MOU, hereinalter referred to as the Memorandum.
entered into on the 2 day 0FT7w0 oy L2017, by and between City of Kingston, a
municipal corparation with offices at 420 Broadway, Kingston, New York, (hereinafter referred to
as City) and Wright Arehiteets PLLC, with offices at 200 Fair Street, Kingston, New York
(hereimfier referred o as Developen)

WHEREAS, the alorementioned parties desire o enter imo the herein described Agreement
in which they shall work together o accomplish the goals and abjectives set forth; and

WHEREAS, the parties wie desirous (o enter i understanding, thus setting outall necessary
working arrangements that both parties agree shall be necessary 1o complete this Project.

PURPOSE, AND SCOPE

The parties intend for this Memorandum ol Understanding to provide the cornerstone and
structure for any and all poussibly impending hinding contracts which may be reluted to the Project

OBJECTIVES

The parties shall endeavar b work topether o develop property known as 21 North From St
(formner Uptown Parking Garage) with a minimum of 200 public parking spaces along, with a combination
of street level conmiercial. retail and dining establishiment with wpartments or hotel.

RESPONSIBILITIES AND OBLIGATIONS OF TUF PARTIES

1Uis the desire and the wish of the parties to this MOU Agreement that 1his document should
not and thus shall not establish nor ¢reate any Torm or nranney ol a tormal agreement, bul rather an
Agreement between the parties 1o work together whereby the Developer with the approval of the City
markets and abtains nvestors necessary Ton the lease and or suke of the property in a manner consistent
with the above stated ohjectives, Developer shall by e expiration of the term of this agreement, presenta
fingl and detailed plan tor the Cily to formally approve or reject inwriting.

TERMS OF UNDERSTANDING

The term of this Memoranduim of Understanding shall be for s period of eighteen (18) nionths
from the aforementioned effective dite and ingy be extended upon wrillen mutual ugreement of both
pariies.

It is the understanding ol the parties thut dae to the wrm of this agreement and the City’s desire 1o
move forward with this project bench marks are required 1o ensure o timely process. This process shall be
in phases as follows:

Phase 1. Developer shall pravide w the City, @ schematic diagram within six (6) months from the
date of Lhis ngreeinent,

Phase 2. Developer shall provide o the City prool of praject linancing within twelve (12)
months from (he date of this agreement.
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Phase 3. Developer shall provide to the City a completed application lor approval from the City
ot Kingston Planning Board for the Projeet within cighteen (18) months from the date ol this agreement,

During cach phase of the praject the Developer shall agree to hold public meetings and outrgach related
to the project in coordination with the City of Kingstoo.

AMENDMENT OR CANCELLATION OF THIS MEMORANDUM

This Menorandum of Understanding may be amended or moditied acany time inwriting by
mutual consent of both parties.

(n addition. the Memorandum of Understanding may be cancelled by either party with
30 days advance written notice, with the exception being, where eause for cancellation may include, but
is not limited . @ material and significant breaeh ol any ol the provisions comained herein, when it may
be cancelled upon delivery ol written notice 1o the other party. The parties agree that cach will be held
harmless Tor the time and expense associated with this agreement.

GENERAL I"ROVISIONS

The parties acknowledie and understand that they must be able o fullill their responsibilities
under this Memorandum of Understanding in accordance with the provisions of the law and regulations
that govern their activitics. Nothing in the Memorandun is intended to negate or otherwise render
ineffective any sueh provisions or operating procedures. The partics assume Tull responsibility for their
performance under the terms ol this Memorandum

[ at any time either party is unable to perform their duties or responsibilities under tis
Memaorandum of Understanding consistent with such party s statutory and regulatory mandates, the
affected pacty shall immediately provide wrilten notice to the other party to establish a date tor
resolution of the matter,

LIMITATION OF LIARILITY

The partics acknowledpe and understund that the Project drawings, schemes and methods are the
intellectual property of Wright Architects. This information shall not be disclosed unless disclosuce is
required by law or court order,

No rights or limitation of rights shall arise or be assumed belween the parties as a result of the
terms of this Memarandum of Understanding.

ARBITRATION/MEDBIATION DISPUTE RESOLUTION

The partics o this Memorandum of Understnding agree that should any dispure arise through
any aspeet ol this relationship, including, but not limited 1o, any maters, disputes or claims, the
parties shall confer in good laith to promptly resolve any Jdispute. In the event that the parties are
unable to resolve the issue or dispute between them, then the matier shall be mediated andfor
arbitrated in an attempt wo resolve any and all issues between the partics.

The parties agree that any claim or dispute that arises (rom or through this agreement, the
relationship or obligations contemplaied or outlined within this agreement, if not resolved through
mediation, shall then go (o and be resolved through linal and binding arbiteation. Any deeision reached
by the Arbitrator shall be final and binding and. it required, may be entered as g judgment in any
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court having jurisdiction.

In (he event Uit any court having junsdiction should determine that any purtion of this
Agreement o be invalid or unentoreeable, only that portion shall be deemed invalid and not elfeetive.
while the balance of this Ageeement shall renain in full efect and enforceable. This Agreement shall
be interpreted and governed by and in accordance with the Federal Arbitration Act 9 11.5.C. Section
I-16.

NOTICE

ANy notice or communication required or permitied under this Memorandum shatl be
sufficiently given if delivered in person or by certilied mail, return receipt requested, to the address
sct forth in the apening parageaph or 1o such address s one may have (urnished Lo the other i
writing.

GOVERNING LAW

This Memarandum of Understanding shall be governed by and construed in accordance
with the laws of the State of New York,

SEVERADBILITY CLAUSE

In the event that any pravision of this Memorandum ol Understanding shall be deemed 10
be severable or iavalid, and il any term, condition. phiriase, o portion ol this Memorandum shall
be determined o be unluwlul or vtherwise unenforceahle, the remainder of the Memorandum shall
remain in full force and effect, so long as the clause severed does not affect the intent ol the parties.,
1 a court should find thal any provision of this Memorandun o be invalid or unenlorceable, but
that by limiting said provision it would become valid and enforceable, then said pravision shall by
deemed to be written, construed and enforced as so limited.

ASSIGNMENT

Neither party 1o this Memorandum of Understanding may assign or transfer the responsibilitics
of this agreement herein without the prior writien consent of the non-assigning party lor which such
approval shall not be unreasonably withheld.

ENTIRE UNDERSTANDING

The herein contained Memorandunt of Understanding coastitutes the entire understanding of the
parties pertaining to all matters conteniplited hereunder at this time. The partics signing this MOU
desire or intend that any implementing contract. license, or athier agreement entered into between the
partics subsequent hereto shall supersede and preempt any conflicting provision of this Memorandum
ol Understanding whether written or oral.

08/21/2020
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AUTHORIZATION AND EXECUTION

This Agreement shall be signed by the above named parties and shatl be effective as of the date
first above written.

Date: _l}lDl O A— City of Kingston .
By:_,)&?:;’;:“_‘:::f’.;:“““
£_&ieven T. Noble, Mayor
Date: L / ' _{lﬁ] Wright Architects, PLLC
By N\ ANA

Alulrc\}\_' Wriglt
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State of New Yurk
85,7
County of Ulster

On this & day of “sp ecep rg- 2017, hetore me the undersigned, a notary public in and for
said State, personally appeared Steven ‘T, Noble, personally known to me or proved to me on the basis off
satisfactory evidence to be the individual whose name is subscribed 1o the within instrument and
acknowledged to me that he execuled the same in his capacity and thut by his signature on the instrument,
the individual, or the persgnyipan behalf of shich the indlividual acted, executed the instrumert.

T HIGGING e
. - Viany T

(ot 2 Jl g oinn J

Notary Public

State of New York
88,3
Caunty of Ulster

On this /0 day o’ JQHHQ—“(. 2017, before me the undersigned, a notwy public in and for
said State, personally appeared Andrew Wright, personally known to me or proved to me on the basis of
satisfactory evidence 10 be the individual whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and
acknowledged to me that he execuled the same in his capacity and that by his signature on the instrument,
the individual, or the person upon behall of which the individual acted, executed the instrument,

ANGELA A. CHRISTOFORO
Notary Public In the State of Now York
Resident In and for Ulster County

Commisslon Expires 2 15 3 | 0|
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This agreement is made the _Ll_ day of June 2017 by and between Wright Architects PLLC, a New
York Professional Limited Liability Company with offices at 200 Fair Street, Kingston, New York
(hereinatter referred to as “Assignor™), and JM Development Group, LLC, a domestic Limited Liability
Company with offices located at 2975 Route 9W, New Windsor, New York (hereinafter referred to as
“Assignee™).

WHEREAS, Wright Architects PLLC, the Assignort, has entered into a Memorandum of Understanding
with the City of Kingston, a municipal corporation, with its offices al 420 Broadway, Kingston, New
York (hereinafter referred to as “City™) which said Memorandum of Understanding is dated January 10,
2017 and attached hereto, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to said Memorandum of Understanding, the Assignor has agreed to petform certain
services in connection with the development of property located at 21 North Front Street in the City of
Kingston, County of Ulster, and State of New York owned by the City of Kingston (hereinafter referred
to as “The Premises™), and

WHEREAS, pursuant to said Memorandum of Understanding, the City has authorized the Assignor 1o
seek and submit a plan for the development of the premises in accordance with the timetable more fully
set forth in the Memorandum of Understanding, and

WHEREAS, the Assignor wishes to assign all of its right, title, and interests in the Memorandum of
Understanding attached hereto to the Assignee in consideration of the payment of certain monies o
Assignor and further in consideration of the mutual covenants and agreements set forth herein, and

WHEREAS, Assignee wishes to assume all of Assignors right, title, and interests in the Memorandum of
Understanding attached hereto and to proceed with the development of the premises pursuant to a {urther
agreement with the City to more fully set forth the rights and obligations of the Assignee as the developer
and the City of Kingston as the owner of the premises.

NOW, THEREFORE, for value received and in further consideration of the mutual covenants and
promises set forth herein, the parties agree as follows:

I. Wright Architects PLLC as Assignor, hereby assigns all of its right, title, and interest
in the Memorandum of Understanding attached hereto to JM Development Group,
LLC, as Assignee.

2. JM Development Group, LLC, the Assignee, hereby assumes all obligations of
Assignor as set forth in the Memorandum of Understanding attached hereto.

3. In consideration for this Assignment, the Assignee hereby agrees to pay to Assignor
the sum of fifty thousand dollars ($50,000) subject to the terms and conditions more
fully set forth herein.

4. This Assignment, and the payments to be made by Assignee to Assignor hereunder,
shall be contingent upon the parties receiving the consent from the City of Kingston to
this Assignment, which said consent is required pursuant to the terms of the
Memorandum of Understanding attached hereto.

5. This Assignment shall further be contingent upon the Assignee and the City of
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Kingston entering into a further binding contract whereby the City agrees to retain the
Assignee (or its assignees, if any) as the sole developer of The Premises and the
Assignee agrees to develop The Premises. [t is understood by the parties, that in order
for any subsequent contract between the City of Kingston as the owner of the premises
and Assignee as developer of the premises to be binding, that it must comply with all
statutes, City of Kingston Charter Provisions, rules, and regulations required for and
applicable to the transfer and development of municipal property, including common
council and referendum approval, if required.

6. The payment in the amount of $50,000 to be made by Assignee to Assignor shall not
be due and owing to Assignor until such time as the contingencies set forth above have
been met.

7. Notwithstanding the above, upon the execution of this Assignment, and consent to the
Assignment having been duly received from the City of Kingston, the Assignee shall
pay the sum of $50,000 to the escrow agent to be held in escrow until such time as
there has been compliance with the conditions and contingencies set forth herein.
Upon the escrow agent receiving notification in writing from the Assignee that the City
of Kingston and Assignee have entered into a duly binding contract for the
development of the premises and that there has been full compliance with all statutory
requirements necessary for the legal transfer of the premises from the City of Kingston
to the Assignee, the escrow agent shall then be authorized to deliver to the Assignor the
escrow funds.

The parties consent that Assignee’s attorney, Robert D. Cook, shall serve as escrow
agent.

8. The parties further agree, however, that in the event the contingencies set forth herein
have not been met (ie. (1) the Assignee and the City having entered into a binding
agreement for the transfer of the premises from the City to the Assignee; and (2) that
there has been full compliance with all statutory requirements necessary for the legal
transfer of the premises from the City of Kingston to the Assignee) on or before the
31% day of December 2017 (the contingency date), then the Assignee shall have the
option to extend the time period for compliance with the contingencies set forth above
to December 31, 2018 upon payment from the escrow funds to Assignor in the amount
of $25,000. In order to exercise this option, Assignee must notify both Assignor and
the escrow agent in writing no later than December 31, 2017, of its intent to exercise
this option to extend the contingency date through December 31, 2018, Upon receipt
of said written notice, the escrow ageat shall be authorized 1o pay to Assignor from the
escrow funds, the amount of $25,000 which said payment shall be the consideration for
the contingency date extension and it shall be non-refundable.

In the event, Assignee does not exercise this option to extend the contingency date on
or before December 31, 2017, then this agreement shall be deemed null and void and
the parties’ rights and obligations under this Assignment shall be terminated. In said
event, the escrow agent shall be awthorized to release and relurn the escrow funds to
Assignee.

9. If the option to extend the contingency date referenced in Paragraph 8 above is
exercised by the Assignee, the parties acknowledge and cousent that unless the
Assignor and escrow agent shall be notified in writing on or before the 31% day of
Dccember 2018 by Assignee that the contingencies set forth above have not been met,
then, the escrow agent shall be authorized to pay the balance of the escrow funds in the
amount of $25, 000 to the Assignor. [f Assignee does notify both the Assignor and
escrow agent in writing on or before the 31% day of December 2018, that the
contingencies set forth above have not been met. then, unless otherwise extended by
mutual agreement of the parties, the escrow agent shall be authorized to release and
return the remaining escrow funds in the amount of $25,000 to the Assignee.
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10. This agreement shall further be contingent upon the City agreeing that if this
Assignment is subsequently rendered null and void due to the failure of the
contingencies set forth herein having been met, that the original Memorandum of
Understanding attached hereto shall be reinstated and the time periods set forth in the
Terms of Understanding shall be extended each for a period equal to the amount of
time that this Assignment was in effect prior to its termination pursuant to Paragraphs 8
and 9 hereof,

1. The parties further acknowledge and agree as follows:

1. Nondisclosure of Trade Secrets and Confidential Information.

A. Assignor agrees not to disclose, duplicate. sell, reveal, divulge, publish, furnish, or communicate in
any manner, either directly or indirectly, any trade secret or other confidential information of Assignee
to any other person or entity unless authorized in writing to do so by Assignee.

B. Assignor further agrees not to use any trade secrets or other confidential information of Assignee for
its personal gain or for purposes of others.

C. The obligations of nondisclosure and confidentiality described herein are assumed by Assignor
regardless of whether the trade secret or other confidential information has been conceived, originated,
discovered, or developed. in whole or in parl, by Assignor or whether the trade secret or other
confidential information represents Assignor’s work product. If Assignor has assisted or participated in
the creation, development. and/or preparation of any information that Assignee considers to be a trade
secret or confidential information or has created, developed, and/or prepared such trade secret or
information, Assignor assigns any rights that it may have in that trade secret or information to Assignee.

11. Definition of Trade Secrets and Confidential Information. For purposes of this agreement, the terms
“trade secrets” and “confidential information™ mean any knowledge, technigues, processes, ot
information, or any application thereof, made known or available to Assignor that Assignee treats as a
trade secret or confidential, whether existing now or created in the future, including but not limited to
information regarding: (i) the cost of materials and supplies; (ii) supplier lists or sources of supplies;
(iii) internal business forms, orders, customer accounts, manuals, and instructional materials describing
Assignee’s methods of operation, including Assignee’s Operations Manual; (iv) products. drawings.
designs, plans, proposals, and marketing plans; (v) all concepls or ideas in, or teasonably related to,
Assignee’s business that have not previously been publicly released by Assignee; and (vi) any other
information or property of any kind of Assignee that may be protected by law as a trade secrel.
confidential or proprietary. The trade secrets and other confidential information described in this
agreement are the sole property of Assignee.

111. Soticitation of Employees. Assignor further agrees that it will not furnish to or for the benefit of any
competitor of Assignee, or the competitor’s subsidiaries, the name of any person who is employed by
Assignee.

[V. Noncompetition. Assignor agrees and covenants that because of the confidential and sensitive
nature of the trade secrets and other confidential information covered by this agreement and because the
use of the same may in certain circumstances cause irrevocable damage to Assignee, Assignor will not,
until the expiration of three (3) years after the date of this agreement engage, directly or indirectly, or
through any corporations or related parties, in any business, enterprise, or employment that is directly
competitive with the development of The Premises.

V. Saving Provision. Assignor agrees and stipulates that the covenants herein are fair and reasonable in
light of all the facts and circumstances of the relationship between Assignor and Assignee; however,
Assignor and Assignee are aware that in certain circumstances courts have refused to enforce certain
agreements not to compete, Therefore, in furtherance of the provisions of the preceding paragraph,
Assignor and Assignee agree that if a court or arbitrator should decline to enforce the provisions of the



(FILED: ULSTER COUNTY CLERK 08/21/2020 06:06 PM INDEX NO. EF2020-2075
NYSCEE DOC. NO. 7 RECEIVED NYSCEF: 08/21/2020

preceding paragraph, that paragraph must be considered modified to restrict Assignor’s competition
with Assignee to the maximum extent, in both time and geography. which the court or arbitrator finds
enforceable.

VI. Binding Effect. This agreement will be binding on Assignor’s successors and assignees as though
originally signed by these entities/people.

VII. Applicable Law. The validity of this agreement will be governed by the laws of the State of New

York. If any provision of this agreement is void or unenforceable in that state, the remainder of this

agreement shall be fully enforceable according to its terms.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this agreement on this __ day of June 2017,
WRIGHT ARCHITECTS PLLC

BY: >/<1, 2 oo
o

JM DEVELOPMENT GROUP. LLC

BY:
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preceding paragraph, that paragraph must be considered modified to restrict Assignor’s competi-tion
with Assignee (0 the maximum extent. in both time and geography. which the court or acbiteator finds
enforeeable

V1. Binding Effect, This agreement will be binding on Assignor’s successors amd assipnees as though
originally signed by these entities/people,

VI, Applicable Faw, The vatidity of this agreement will be governed by the laws of the State of New
York, If any provision of this agreement is void or uncnforceable in that state, the remnainder of this
agreement shall be fully enforcenble according to its terms.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the partics have executcd this agreement on this __ day of June 2017

WRIGHT /_\.R(.'HlTE.("TS PLC

C
oy S b lec

o

< -
IM DEVELOPMENT GROUT, LLC
P .

nv:_(;‘(}'_‘:\g‘vpj\_ A Bt \E
= ——SQ
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NEGATIVE DECLARATION TIME
NOTICE OF DETERMINATION OF NON-SIGNIFICANCE

Project Application: 11/28/18 Date: December (é?, 2019
SEQRA Type 1 Action: 3/18/19 EAF: Part 3

This Notice and Negative Declaration is issued
pursuant to Part 617 of the implementing regulations
pertaining to Article 8 [State Environmental Quality Review
Act] of the New York State Environmental Conservation Law.

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

NAME OF ACTION: In the Matter of the Application of
Kingstonian Development Group, LLC for the Redevelopment
Project known as “The Kingstonian” consisting of a Zoning
District Overlay Change of 0.313 acres of Improved Lands
Into the Mixed Use Overlay District, Together With Special
Use Permit, Site Plan and Lot Line Revision Review of a 420
Vehicle Parking Garage, 32 Room Boutigque Hotel, 143
Apartments, 9,000 Square Foot Retail/Restaurant Space,
Pedestrian Plaza and Walking Bridge Situate Within the[C-2]
Commercial Zoning District and the [MUO] Mixed Use Overlay
District and the Stockade Historic District.

SEQRA STATUS: Type I Action

CONDITIONED NEGATIVE DECLARATION: No

DESCRIPTION OF THE ACTION:

In accordance with SEQRA [6 NYCRR Part 617 et seq] the
City of Kingston Planning Board, as Lead Agency for the
above referenced project and coordinating with the Involved
and Interested Agencies and the Lead Agency's consultants
and in consideration of all of the public comments and
written submittals, has identified the relevant areas of
environmental concern, examined the same and has rendered
this Negative Declaration, finding no significant
environmental impacts resulting from the aforesaid Actionmn.



On December 17, 2018 the Applicant appeared before the
Ccity of Kingston Planning Board pursuant to an Application
for Lot Line Revision, Site Plan and Special Use Permit
Approvals for demolition and redevelopment of improved
portions of lands owned in fee by Herzog’s Supply Co., Inc.
and the City of Kingston, for Kingstonian.improvements,
together with parking and roadway appurtenances for the
Kingstonian Project; consisting of:

1.) 420 Vehicle Parking Garage [290 spacdes devoted to
public parking] .

2.) 32 Room Boutique Hotel.

3.) 129 Units of Apartments [On October 24, 2019, the

Applicant voluntarily added 14 units of
affordable housing to the project in response to
public calls for affordable housing units].

9,000 Square Foot Retail/Restaurant Space.
Pedestrian Plaza [public use].

Walking Bridge.

Related Project Infrastructure and Appurtenances.

S o uk
— e s

The Subject Premises is currently zoned C-2
(Commercial) and MUO (Mixed Use Overlay) and is located in
the Historic Stockade District. A 0.313 acre portion of
the site is located outside of the MUO District and on June
4, 2019 the Applicant [as Petitioner] petitioned the City
of Kingston Common Council for extension of the MUO
District to this 0.313 acre parcel.

The rezoning request was made following the project
engineers discovery that the MUOD (Mixed Use Overlay
District) did not conform to a portion of the Historic
Stockade District. In addition, the inclusion of the 0.313
acres of land within the MUOD permits for multi-family
residential units to be accommodated thereby.

The redevelopment project is located at 9-17 and 21
North Front Street, 51 Schwenk Drive and abuts a portion of
Fair Street Extension [S/B/L Numbers 48.80-1-25, 48.80-1-26
and 48.80-1-24.120]. The Project will is expected to
further result in the demolition of the existing diner and
warehouse buildings and a closing off of a portion of Fair
Street Extension in order to accommodate 2.72+/- acres of
redeveloped area.

Tt is further noted that a portion of the project site
was previously devoted to a public parking garage which

2



consisted of 317+/- spaces and which was demolished by the
City of Kingston in 2008.

The project is classified as a Type 1 Action pursuant
to SEQRA and attendant regulatory authority set forth
within 6 NYCRR Parts 617.4(b) (6) (v) and 617.4 (B) (9); To
Wit:

a.) 1In a city having a population of 150,000 persons
or less, a facility with more than 100,000 square feet of
gross floor area [Note, this threshold is a 25% requirement
under SEORA as a result of the Historic Stockade District
pursuant to 6 NYCRR Part 617.4(b) (9)].

b.) Any Unlisted Action that exceeds 25% of any
threshold established in Section 617.4 of SEQRA, occurring
wholly within, partially within or substantially contiguous
to any historic building, structure, facility, site or
district or prehistoric site listed on the National
Register of Historic Places. [Note, in the instant matter
the National Historic District Stockade Area.]

Following the Applicants submittal of the Application
documents, Long EAF, Part 1, EAF Addendum, Maps and
accompanying documentation and reports to the City of
Kingston Planning Board, the Planning Board aforesaid
declared its intent to serve as Lead Agency for the project
and circulated a Notice of Intent to Serve as Lead Agency
to all involved and interested agencies on January 29,
2019.

This notice was accompanied by copies of Application
documentation, the SEQRA Long EAF, Part 1, Addendum and
Site Plan Maps, in order to initiate coordinated SEQRA
review [6 NYCRR Part 617.6(b) (3)].

SEQORA review has progressed during the pendency of the
last 12 months by coordinated review with all involved and
interested agencies, as well as members of the public
participating in various public forums and public hearing
venues.

HISTORY OF THE PROJECT.

The initial genesis of this project arose out of the
City of Kingston Common Council forwarding a Request for
Proposal (RFP) associated with developing a public parking

3



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

In 2017, the City of Kingston had forwarded an
initiative for economic development with the State of New
York and its respective agencies. The resultant earmarks
for the Kingstonian Project were made following SEQRA
review at the State level [6 NYCRR Part 617.3] and resulted
in CFA Grant Funding, Restore NY Grant Funding and DRI
Funding in the total amount of 6.8 million dollars being
planned for the Kingstonian Project.

A Public Informational Meeting announcing plans for
the Kingstonian Project was held by the Mayor of the City
of Kingston on October 23, 2018 at the LGBTQ Meeting Room
situate on Wall Street in the City of Kingstomn.

In addition to the aforesaid public Informational
Meeting, the Applicant conducted investigations into the
statutory and regulatory authority governing project
review. Upon the initial Application and as part of the
expanded EAF, Part 1, the Applicant submitted an address of
the respective reviewing agencies and statutory compliance
requirements to the Lead Agency.

The Lead Agency subsequently reviewed the forgoing
documentation and added its additional interested agencies
thereto. In this regard, it is noted that the City of
Kingston Common Council Rezoning was added to the said
listing as an Involved Agency upon the submittal of the
June 5, 2019 Zoning Petition and the City of Kingston Tree
Commission was added to said listing as an interested
agency following an October 8, 2019 Applicant meeting with
this agency.

STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS/INVOLVED AND INTERESTED AGENCIES:

A.) TInvolved Agencies Statutory Authority:
1. City of Kingston Planning Board. [Discretionary
Review] :
i.) Site Plan Approval.
ii.) Special Use Permit Approval.
iii.) SEQRA Approval.
iv.) Lot Line Revision Approval.

4



10.

City of Kinston Common Council.

i.) Closing of a City Street.

ii.) Sale of Land or Easement Conveyance.
iii.) Deviated PILOT Review.

iv.) Rezoning Approval.

New York State Department of Environmental.
Conservation

i.) SPDES General Permit for Stormwater Discharges.
Ccity of Kingston Department of Public Works.

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

Ccity of Kingston Zoning Board of Appeals.

i.) Area Variances for:
a.) Landscaping strip.
b.) Setbacks.
c.) Flood Zone.

Ccity of Kingston Historic Landmarks Preservation
Commission.

i.) Notice of Preservation of Action.

Ulster County Industrial Development Agency.
i.) Deviated PILOT Agreement.

City of Kingston Water Department.

i.) Water Tap.

city of Kingston Consolidated School District.
i.) Deviated PILOT Review.

Empire State Development Corporation.

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



Application and Downtown Revitalization
Initiative.)

Involved Agencies Statutory Authority:

1.) City of Kingston Zoning Law.

2. Ccity of Kingston Code.

3.) Sections 20, 27-A, 27-B, 29, 32, 33, 34 and
83 of the General City Law of New York
State.

4.) SPDES GP-0-15-002 General Permit for

Stormwater Discharges.

Ccity of Kingston Subdivision Regulations.

SEQRA [6 NYCRR Part 617 et. seq.]

7.) Article 18-A of the New York State General
Municipal Law.

8.) Article 4 of the New York State Economic
Development Law.

o un
e

Interested Agencies: [Ministerial Reviews]:
Ulster County Planning Board.

i.) Referral and Recommendation on Site Plan
and Special Use Permit.

Ccity of Kingston Building and Safety Division.
i.) Building Permit.

ii.) Demolition Permit.

iii.) Certificate of Occupancy.

iv.) Fire/Safety Inspections.

v.) Flood Plain Development Permit.

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

i.) No Adverse Effect Letter.
Ulster County Health Department.
i.) Sewer/Water Hookups.

ii.) Food Service Permit.

City of Kingston Heritage Area Commission.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

le.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23,

24,

25.

Friends of Historic Kingston.
United States Fish and Wildlife Service.

United States Department of the Army Corps of
Engineers.

City of Kingston Fire Department.

Ccity of Kingston Police Department.

City of Kingston Engineering Department.
Ccity of Kingston Community Development.
Ulster County Legislature.

city of Kingston Assessor,.

Kingston Local Development Corporation.

New York State Department of Trangportation.
Ulster County Department of Public Works.
City of Kingston Mayor.

city of Kingston Tree Commission.

New York State United Teachers Association.
Kingstonian Development, LLC.

Herzogs Supply Co., Inc.

JM Development Group, LLC.

city of Kingston Recreation Commission.
city of Kingston Tree Commissiomn.

Statutory Authority.

1.) City of Kingston Zoning Law [Sections 405-

17, 405-27.1, 405-26, 405-30, 405-32, 405-
34, 405-37, 405-40, 405-49, 405-54, 405-



55.1, 405-61, 405-63, 405-64, 405-65, 405-

66] .

2.) City of Kingston Code.

3.) Section 239-m of the General Municipal Law
of New York State.

4.) Section 14.09 of the Historic Preservation
Law of New York State.

5.) Article 11 of the Public Health Law of New
York State.

6.) 33 CFR Part 330, et. seq.
7.) 16 USC 1531, et. seq.
8.) City of Kingston Code.

PROJECT CONSULTANTS/MAPS:

The following is a current listing of the Applicant’s
consultants and their respective areas of involvement for
the project.

1. Riseley & Moriello, PLLC: Legal
Michael A. Moriello, Esqg.
PO Box 4465
Kingston, New York, 12402

2. Mackenzie Architects, PC: Architectural/Visual
Steven Mackenzie, RA
162 Battery Street
Burlington, Vermont 05401

3. Brinnier & Larios, PC: Engineering
Dennis M. Larios, PE
67 Maiden Lane
Kingston, New York, 12401

4. Creighton Planning Engineering LLP: Traffic
Frank A. Filiciotto, PE
2 Winners Circle
Albany, New York, 12205

5. Ecological Solutions LLC: Endangered/Threatened
Species
Michael Nowicki
1248 Southford Road
Southburg, Connecticut, 06488



6. Joseph Diamond, PhD: Archaeological/Historical
290 0l1ld Route 209
Hurley, New York, 12443

7. Camoin Associates: Fiscal
120 West Avenue, #303
Saratoga Springs, New York 12866

8. Vernon Hoffman PE: Geotechnical
Soil and Foundation Engineering
21420 Bay Village Drive, Unit 212
Fort Myers Beach, Florida 33931

9. McLoughlin Properties, LLC: Asbestos Abatement
Thomas P. McLoughlin
16 Harcourt Cosman Drive
Newburgh, New York 12550

10. Couch White LLP: PILOT
Harold Gordon, Esq.
PO Box 22222
Albany, New York 12201

The Lead Agency Consultants Consist of:

1. Suzanne Cahill - City Planning Director

2. Kyla DeDea - City Assistant Planner

3. Daniel Gartenstein, Esq. - Assistant Corp.
Counsel

4. John Schultheis, PE - City Engineer

5. Daniel Baker, City Assessor

6. HVEA Engineers - Traffic Peer Review

David Ellis, PE
560 Route 52, Suite 201
Beacon, New York 12508

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

a.) Existing Conditions.
b.) Site Plan.



Floor Plans.

Preliminary Schematic Utility Plans.
Preliminary Utility Plans.
Architectural Renderings.

O QO

There have been various public meetings devoted to the
project during the pendency of administrative review and a
listing of the City of Kingston Agencies involved
therewith, together with the respective meeting dates, to

date is set forth as follows:

Kingstonian Meetings to date:

Planning Board Informational Meeting 10/15/18
Planning Board Meeting 12/17/18
Planning Board Meeting 01/22/19
Planning Board Meeting 03/18/19
Special Planning Board Meeting 04/10/19
Special Planning Board Meeting 06/03/19
Common Council Meeting 6/4/19

Planning Board Meeting 07/15/19
pPlanning Board Public Hearing 08/19/19
Special PB Meeting 09/11/19
Joint Meeting (PC, HAC, HLPC) 09/26/19
Tree Commission Meeting 10/08/19
Zoning Board of Appeals 10/10/19
Historic Landmarks 09/05/19
Heritage Area 09/28/19
Special Planning Board Meeting 11/06/19
Planning Board Public Hearing 11/18/19
Special Planning Board Meeting 12/9/19

REASONS SUPPORTING THE DETERMINATION:

METHODOLOGY: In making this determination of non-
significance the Lead Agency and its advisors first
examined Part 1 of the Full Environmental Assessment Form
[EAF], associated application documentation, addendums and
related maps and plans.

On March 19, 2019 the Lead Agency circulated a Notice
of Intent to Serve as Lead Agency to all Involved and
Interested Agencies classifying the project as Type 1 under
SEQRA and including the Application, EAF Part 1, Addendum
and related exhibits therein and initiating coordinated
review pursuant to 6 NYCRR Parts 617.6(b) (3) (i) and
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617.6(b) (2) (1) . [A copy of the Long EAF, Part 1 is annexed
hereto and made a part hereof as Exhibit "A".]

The Lead Agency further notes that as the project
involves an Applicant requested zoning change that meets
the threshold for a Type I Action based upon the location
of .the project in the Stockade Area [National Register of
Historic Places], the project Application documents were
circulated to the City of Kingston Common Council and
considered by said body on June 4, 2019.

As no objections were raised to the establishment of
Lead Agency, the City of Kingston Planning Board
automatically attained such status at the expiration of
thirty (30) days from the date the EAF and supplemental
materials were circulated [6 NYCRR Part 617.6(b) (3) (i)]. On
June 3, 2014 the Planning Board formally ratified its
status as Lead Agency for the project.

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

Coordinated environmental review of the project has
also included the Planning Board making its views known in
recommending to the Common Council, by way of July 15, 2019
vote, that the zoning change request is appropriate for the
project. In addition the City of Kingston Landmarks
Commission, City of Kingston Heritage Area Commission and
Ulster County Planning Board have all commented upon the
project and the attendant zoning change.

By examining the project in coordinated fashion,
whereby members of the Planning Board have considered the
discretionary purview of the Lead Agency and the Common
Council, as well as other involved agencies, the Lead
Agency has forwarded the administrative review of this
project as part of the administrative/legislative
consideration of its potential environmental impacts.

On August 19, 2019 the Lead Agency held a duly noticed
public hearing upon Site Plan Application, Special Use
Permit Application and Lot Line Revision prior to any
determination of environmental significance. At the public
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hearing verbal and written comments were received from the
public concerning the project. Said public hearing was
thereafter held open for 12 day written comment period.

The Applicant and the Lead Agency then engaged in
further administrative review in consideration of the Site
Plan, Special Use Permit, and SEQRA, thereby refining the
project plans and investigating potential environmental
impacts.

Based upon the environmental review and the Public
Hearing comments and written submittals the Lead Agency
determined that the Applicant would be tasked with
preparing comprehensive reports in address of identified
areas of environmental concern at its June 3, 2019 meeting
as follows:

a.) Visual Impacts. Prepared by Mckenzie Architects
PC (July 18, 2019).

b.) Archeological/Historic Impacts. Phase 1ACultural
Resource Investigation, prepared by Joseph E.
Diamond Ph. D (July 11, 2019).

c¢.) Geotechnical Report and Borings and Site
Investigation Results (ConeTec, Inc., - Prepared
by Vernon C. Hoffman PE December 17, 2017).

d.) Boring Logs - Conducted by Northeast NSD

(Received July 26, 2019).

e.) Custom Soil Resource Report - Prepared by USDA
Natural Resources Conservation Services (March
18, 2019).

£.) Endangered/Threatened Species. Habitat
Suitability Assessment Report. Prepared by
Michael Nowicki, Ecological Solutions (July 8,
2019) .

g.) Water Supply. Water Supply and Wastewater
Capacity. Prepared by Brinnier and Larios, PC
(July 8, 2019).

h.) Traffic Impacts. Prepared by Creighton Manning
(July 23, 2019) .

i.) Green Technology/Energy Efficiency.

j.) Stormwater Impacts - Preliminary Stormwater
Report - Prepared by Brinnier ad Larios, PC (July
8, 2019).

k.) Zoning Petition (June 4, 2019).

1 Green Concepts - Sustainable Features - Prepared

by Mackenzie Architects PC (July 30, 2019).
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All of the foregoing areas of environmental concern
were thereafter studied by the Applicants consultants, with
attendant Reports and written narratives following. All
are available at https://www.kingston-
ny.gov/content/8399/17321/default.aspx.

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

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

At the September 11, 2019 Planning Board Meeting it
was determined by the Lead Agency that further
investigation and analysis as to traffic and visual impacts
was warranted.

After deliberation and consideration of comment
raised, the Lead Agency determined to engage its own
Traffic Consultant to review the Applicant’s Traffic Report
and Supplemental information was requested in the area of
traffic impacts and associated mitigation. (See Report
from HVEA, dated October 7, 2019.)

The architectural documentation and associated visual
impacts were thereafter examined by the Lead Agency, the
City of Kingston Historic Landmarks Preservation Commission
and the Heritage Area Commission at a Joint Meeting on
September 26, 2019. This meeting followed upon the August
28, 2019 City of Kingston Heritage Area Commission Meeting
and the September 5, 2019 Historic Landmarks Preservation
Commission Meeting; all in consideration of visual,
historic and architectural effects.

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

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

In both instances, the changes to the project, in
terms of traffic and visual, were examined by the Lead
Agency at its November 6, 2019 meeting. The Applicant’s
Traffic Consultant answered traffic questions posed by the
Lead Agency and the Applicant’s engineering consultant, as
well as the Applicant’s Principal, answered Lead Agency
questions concerning visual impacts.

In addition, the Applicant’s attorney submitted a
detailed Memorandum in address of site plan and special use
permit criteria under the City of Kingston Zoning Law.

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

At the November 6, 2019 meeting the Lead Agency
determined to hold another Public Hearing, owing to the
changes to the project by way of the additional 14 units of
multi-family housing.

The duly noticed additional SEQRA Public Hearing was
held on November 18, 2019 and the Lead Agency accepted oral
and written comment in consideration of all aspects of the
project and the Public Hearing was held open until November
25, 2019.

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

The Lead Agency received public comments from 8
speakers at the second public hearing and took the same
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into consideration in following through with review of the
Long EAF, Part 2, giving particular emphasis to visual
effects related to the additional seven (7) units and their
location in light of descending topography away from Wall
Street and Fair Street, as well as the location of the
project within the Historic Stockade District.

Following all of the foregoing consultation with
involved interested agencies, as detailed above, and the
consideration of the 14 additional units of housing, The
Lead Agency completed Part 2 of the full EAF of the
November 6, 2019 meeting.

The Lead Agency considered the criteria set forth
within 6 NYCRR Part 617.7(c), in each case comparing the
identified impacts that may be reasonably expected to
result from the proposed changes and activities against the
indicators of significant adverse impacts on the
environment [Part 2 of the full EAF is annexed hereto an
made a part hereof as Exhibit “B”].

The Lead Agency scheduled another duly noticed public
meeting on December 2, 2019. Said meeting was re-scheduled
due to weather conditions and was re-scheduled to December
9, 2019; whereupon additional visual simulations of the on-
site structures, including the seven (7) additional multi-
family units situate at the uppermost level of the building
were examined by the Lead Agency.

At the December 7, 2019 meeting, the Lead Agency read
through the draft Negative Declaration in consideration of
red-lined changes and additions made thereto by the City of
Kingston Planning Director. The Lead Agency then made
additional recital clarifications and changes to the
Negative Declaration.

While the Lead Agency is aware that this action is
classified as Type 1 pursuant to SEQRA procedures and that
such classification makes it more likely that an
Environmental Impact Statement will be required, under the
circumstances of the particular related actions, as
hereinafter evaluated, the Lead Agency finds that the facts
and information available to it support a determination
that all probable and relevant adverse environmental
effects have been identified and that they will not be
significant and therefore an Environmental Impact Statement
ig not necessary.
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The environmental analysis of the reasonably related
long-term, short-term, direct, indirect, sequential and
combined impacts of these related and simultaneous
environmental factors started with an analysis of the
existing conditions of the project gsite. The review then
analyzed the environmental impacts of the proposed changes
and actions while comparing those impacts with the impacts
on existing land use to determine if the proposed action
may have a significant adverse environmental impact.

No other related or subsequent actions are included in
any long-range plans for the project site, nor likely to be
undertaken, nor dependent on the actions which are now
under consideration. [Accordingly, the Lead Agency hereby
determines that the entire Administrative Record is
incorporated herein by reference.]

The Lead Agency's examination of the specific
environmental impacts of the proposed actions and changes

and their magnitude is as follows:

1. SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE CHANGES IN EXISTING AIR QUALITY:

Short term air quality impacts occurring during the
construction phase of the project may occur from vegetative
clearing, parking structure construction, building
construction building demolition and construction of
related site appurtenances associated with site work.

Site construction potential impacts will be reduced by
employing mitigating site building practices in order to
control the potential for fugitive dust and sediment.
Among these various practices will be the employment of
dust/sediment mitigation measures through the use of hay
bales, site watering during periods of dry weather,
stabilization seeding, straw mulching, on site grading,
limiting site disturbances, drainage, controlled tracking
areas where construction vehicles exit onto public streets
and the employment of other best management practices as
reviewed by the Planning Board.

In addition, the potential for adverse air quality
effects will also be naturally limited by the gravelly loam
characteristics of the on-site soils and the fact that
virtually the entire site is already developed or affected
by former development. The Soil Survey of Ulster County,
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New York, as prepared by the Soil and Water Conservation
Service classifies the on-site soils which are slated for
development as being 100% well drained soils.

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

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

The project site will be accentuated by the addition
of landscaped areas and tree plantings, with far more
vegetation existing at the conclusion of the build portion
of the project than presently exists. This will further
limit the potential for adverse air quality impacts. [See
Existing Conditions Map and Site Plan.]

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

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

quality.

2. SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE CHANGE IN EXISTING GROUND OR
SURFACE WATER QUANTITY OR QUALITY:

The Lead Agency and its consultants have reviewed the
Site Plans and the documentation contained in the EAF and
various Addendums submitted as part of this Application and
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finds that there will be no significant adverse changes in
existing ground or surface water quantity or quality.

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

The action will require the issuance of a SPDES
General Permit for Stormwater Discharges [GP-0-15-002] by
the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
[NYSDEC] for comstruction activities disturbing in excess
of one (1) acre of land for a multi-family/commercial
development.

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

In address of the above areas, the Lead Agency finds
as follows:

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

Additionally, a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
will control waste materials, petroleum, fertilizers,
potential spills, sanitary waste, vehicle parking and
housekeeping, including detailed maintenance and inspection
measures employed at the site. The Applicant’s Notice of
Intent [NOI] will be filed with the NYSDEC and the City of
Kingston Building Department and will remain active and
subject to all maintenance and reporting requirements until
completion of all regulated site work and the acceptance by
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the NYSDEC of the Applicant’s Notice of Termination [NOT].
[See Stormwater Details and Preliminary July 8, 2019 Storm
Water Report.]

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

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

As a result of the stormwater management practices to
be employed on site, there will be a net reduction in peak
and volume runoff of stormwater from the pre-existing
[developed] site condition. In addition, the stormwater
management system will reduce peak stormwater discharge
from the site to below the 2, 10, 25 and 100 year storm
events as analyzed by the Applicants engineers and reviewed
by the Lead Agency's Planner and Engineer.

Based upon the November 6, 2019 testimony of the
project engineer, the foregoing figures will not be altered
to any degree by the additional 14 units of housing being
provided, site disturbances and impervious surfaces have
not been increased. [See Preliminary Storm Water Report].

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

Currently, the premises consist of roofs and pavement
which pre-date the NYSDEC Stormwater Regulations and as
such, there is no treatment of stormwater discharged into
the City of Kingston stormwater infrastructure during storm
events.

The peak rate of discharge during the 100 year storm
event will be reduced from 20.95 cfs to 19.78 cfs (5.4%)
and the total volume runoff will be reduced from 1.54 acre
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feet to 1.40 acre feet during the 100 year storm event (8%
reduction) .

The primary Stormwater management facility will
utilize Alternative Stormwater Management Practices to
treat the water quality volume from the disturbed and
impervious areas. In this regard, two (2) Vortechs 7,000
unit hydro-dynamic separators will be utilized. Additional
Stormwater features will include permeable pavers,
vegetative swales, infiltration trenches, bio-infiltration
and filter beds.

C.) Erosion and Sediment Control: Erosion control
will be implemented with the installation of silt fencing
around areas of gite disturbance until the disturbed areas
are stabilized with vegetative surfaces in accordance with
the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Design Manual for Urban Erosion and Sediment Control. [See
Preliminary Storm Water Report.]

A Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan will identify
additional erosion/sediment controls as employing gravel
stabilized construction entrance/exit pad, downgradient hay
bales or silt fences, temporary swales and the utilization
of erosion control matting on slopes in excess of three
feet horizontal to one foot vertical.

In addition, waste materials, hazardous waste,
petroleum, fertilizers, sanitary waste, vehicle tracking
sediment, and good housekeeping of the site are regulated
under the Stormwater General Permit Regulations and will be
the responsibility of the Applicant to have its site
superintendent make sure that the Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan is followed with regard to these areas.

The Lead Agency again emphasizes that, at present,
this urban developed site employs no stormwater quality
treatment whatsoever. Accordingly, the post-development
stormwater condition is expected to be improved by the
foregoing stormwater treatment and volume measures.

D.) Site Assessments and Inspections: Under GP-0-15-
002 regulatory requirements, inspection of stormwater and
erosion control facilities shall be conducted under the
supervision of a qualified professional at least seven (7)
calendar days and within twenty-four (24) hours of the end
of a storm event of 0.5 inches or greater.
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Under the Permit regulations, the site operator is
required to also maintain a record of all inspection
reports in log book which shall be maintained on site and
made available to the NYSDEC upon request. The operator
will also be required to post, at the site, a summary of
the site inspection activities on a monthly basis.

E.) Final Stabilization: In order to file the Notice
of Termination [NOT] of coverage under the New York State
Stormwater Regulations with the NYSDEC, the Applicant must
have a qualified professional engineer perform a final site
inspection. As a condition precedent to permit coverage
termination, the qualified professional must certify that
the site has undergone final stabilization methods and that
all temporary erosion and sediment controls which are not
required for long term erosion control have been removed.

F.) Water: The City of Kingston municipal sewer and
water system is capable of handling the increases in flows
attributed to the project. The project will require water
demands on a design average of 29,860 GPD. Water will be
supplied through a service line and connection to a 16"
water main located on North Front Street. The July 8, 2019
Water Supply and Wastewater Capacity Report was
supplemented by an October 24, 2019 Addendum No. 1 which
demonstrates adequate design flows for the Project in
accommodating the additional 14 units of multi-family
housing.

The 5% increase in water demand, brought about by the
additional units, will not materially affect the City of
Kingston water supply, nor the conclusions in the original
July 8, 2019 Report.

Adequate fire flow will exist and the designed plans
will meet all water supply design standards, back flow
prevention measures and associated water regulations
promulgated by the City of Kingston Water Department and
the Ulster County Health Department Regulations [See also,
10 NYCRR Part 100 et. seq. and the Uniform Fire Prevention
and Building Control Act Regulations of New York State, 119
NYCRR Part 450 et. seq.].

The City of Kingston Water Treatment Plant design

capacity is 6.8 MGD and this figure is well in excess of
current system demands. This excess capacity of the Water
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System represents the Safe Yield of the Cooper Lake
Reservoir Water System [capacity of 6.0 MGD], less any
typical maximum daily demand.

Safe water supply yields have been calculated and
based upon the data, 4.1 MGD represents the average daily
demand in the City of Kingston. The safe yield capacity
for the system is 6 MGD and the total water and wastewater
demand for the Project, after calculation for the
additional 14 units, is 1.56% of the excess capacity. [See
October 24, 2019 Addendum No. 1.]

It is further noted that water pressure for domestic
supply and fire flows ranges from 65 psi to 75 psi and this
is adequate for providing water supply to the project which
figure amounts to less than 3% of the remaining capacity of
the system. [See Wastewater Figures at Addendum No. 1.].

The project site currently has a sanitary sewer
connection to the City of Kingston sanitary sewer system
and is connected to the pump station at Frog Alley. There
are no problems at this location in terms of backups,
overflows or restrictions. An analysis was performed of the
sanitary sewer collection system and Frog Alley Pump
Station and this indicates significant excess capacity in
the sanitary sewer system.

The Project will have a design flow of 29,860 GPD,
including the 14 unit increase in the project. This
represents an increase in flow of 5% per day over the
original proposal.

The Lead Agency is satisfied that the water and
wastewater demands for the project will be adequately met
in consideration of the available water supply and
associated infrastructure. In this regard, the Lead Agency
further finds that water metering, water tap and back flow
prevention for the project will be subject to the review
and approval requirements of the City of Kingston Water
Department under the City of Kingston Code.

In consideration of all of the foregoing, analysis,
the Lead Agency finds that adequate municipal water and
sewer supply will be provided for by the project.
Therefore, there will be no substantial change in existing
groundwater or surface water quantity or quality as a
result of the project.

22



3. SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE CHANGES IN EXISTING TRAFFIC
LEVELS:

The Applicants Traffic Engineer has submitted a July
23, 2019 Traffic Impact Study, as well as an October 24,
2019 Response to Comments narrative in address of the
October 7, 2019 Peer Review conducted by the Lead Agency'’s
consulting traffic expert, HVEA Engineers. The site
specific traffic demands for this mixed use project have
been extensively reviewed in light of traffic posing a
prominent issue under SEQRA.

The Traffic Study analyzed the existing traffic
conditions in light of the planned project and the effect
upon traffic patterns, movements, capacity and safety. 1In
addition, the planned parking garage and closure of the
Fair Street Extension has been analyzed in consideration of
a full build out of the site by 2021, with a design year of
2025.

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

e Schwenk Drive/Washington Avenue

e Washington Avenue/North Front Street

N. Front Street/Frog Alley

N. Front Street/Wall Street

N. Front Street/Fair Street

Schwenk Drive/Fair Street Extension/Plaza Driveway
Schwenk Drive/Clinton Avenue

Clinton Avenue/John Street

e Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Avenue

e Clinton Avenue/Main Street

The potential traffic impact of the proposed project
was determined by documenting the existing traffic
conditions in the area, projecting future traffic volumes,
including traffic associated with other developments in the
area, adding the peak-hour trip generation of the site, and
analyzing the operating conditions of the study area
intersections after development of the proposed project.
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A sensitivity analysis, in consideration of the
impacts of the project as they relate to proposed changes
to circulation within the study area resulting from the
Downtown Revitalization Initiative (DRI) was also examined.

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

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

2.) The closing off of Fair Street Extension.

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

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

a.) Vehicles: Intersection turning movement counts
were conducted at the study area intersections on Thursday,
May 9, 2019 from 4:00 to 6:00 p.m. with the exception of
the North Front Street/Frog Alley intersection, which was
counted on Wednesday June 19, 2019. In addition, traffic
associated with the existing driveways on Fair Street
Extension was observed. The traffic study focused on the
weekday PM peak period, which corresponds to peak
operations at the proposed site and peak traffic conditions
on the surrounding roadway network.

¢ The PM peak hour generally occurred from 4:30
p.m. to 5:30 p/=.m.

e The two-way traffic volume on N. Front Street
adjacent to the project site was approximately
435 vehicles during the PM peak hour. The two-
way traffic volume on Schwenk Drive was 1,255
vehicles during the PM peak hour. Fair Street
Extension carried approximately 140 vehicles
southbound and 110 vehicles northbound during the
PM peak hour.

e Pedestrian activity was observed at the study
area intersections during the PM peak hour.
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Bicycle and pedestrian activity was also examined
during the peak hour.

Transit service in the study area is provided by the
Ulster County Area Transit (UCAT) and on April 28, 2019
UCAT proposed changes to the existing bus network in order
to improve bus service and eliminate certain bus routes
within the uptown service area. There measures were
analyzed and found to be of assistance in mitigating
further impacts.

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

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

A regression analysis of historic traffic volumes in
the study area indicates that traffic volume growth in the
vicinity of the site has increased by approximately two
percent per year over the last several years. Therefore,
the Existing 2019 traffic volumes were increased by a two-
percent-per-year growth rate for six years to represent
general growth in the area. The Lead Agency finds this
projection to be reasonable in light of historic traffic
growth rates. It is noted that this 2% background growth
further accounts for potential future traffic from four
boutique hotels currently under consideration, as well as
other projects not known at this time..

In addition, the City of Kingston Planning Department
indicated that background traffic would increase based on
traffic associated with the following other developments
for the 2025 No-Build conditions:

e Energy Square — 57 Apartment units above improved
areas dedicated to civic space located on Cedar
Street. [This project is situated in Midtown
within the City of Kingston].

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

With respect to trip generation, the Institute of
Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation, 10th
edition, was utilized within the Traffic Study to provide
trip generation data for various land uses based on studies
of similar existing developments located across the
country. Trip Generation for this mixed-use project was
estimated using ITE land use code (LUC) 221 - Multi-Family
Housing Rise, LUC - Shopping Center, and LUC 310 - Hotel,
thereby properly classifying the traffic trips.

In addition to the site-specific uses, trip generation
of the expanded municipal parking supply was also examined.
The Lead Agency agrees with the Traffic Impact Study
finding as examined by the Lead Agency, that a greater
public parking supply at the site location will attract
more drivers to a static parking area, thereby reducing
vehicular trips.

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

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

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

Traffic generated by the proposed project was further
examined by its distribution based on existing travel
patterns; locations of major highways, residential areas,
and employment areas; and the access management plan of the
proposed project. The Lead Agency concurs with the traffic
analysis which shows that 60% of the site-generated traffic
exiting the site will travel to the west of Schwenk Drive
while the remaining 40% of exiting traffic will travel to
the east on Schwenk Drive. It is expected that 20% of
vehicles entering the site will travel from the east on N.
Front Street, while an additional 20% of vehicles entering
the site will travel from the west on N. Front Street. It
is anticipated that 20% of the entering traffic will arrive
at the site from the east on Schwenk Drive, while 35% of
vehicles will enter from the west on Schwenk Drive. The
remaining 5% of entering traffic is expected to travel from
the south on Wall Street.

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

In addition, trip assignment and 2025 build traffic
volumes have been examined by the Lead Agency and its
consulting engineer and the estimates provided by the
Traffic Impact Study are deemed to be reasonable in light
of the traffic methodology employed.
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The Lead Agency notes that intersection evaluations
were made using Synchro software which automates the
procedures contained in the Highway Capacity Manual.
Evaluations were also completed using Sim Traffic
simulation software. This use of technology is deemed by
the Lead Agency to be proper in the instant matter.

Existing, No-Build, and Build condition operational
analyses were conducted for the study area intersections.
The results of the analyses describe operating conditions
in terms of control delay which is the portion of total
delay that includes initial deceleration delay, queue move
up time, stopped delay, and final acceleration delay for
signalized, roundabout, and unsignalized intersections.

The overall existing level of service for the
intersections reflect a weighted average of each of the
movements and the signalized and un-signalized level of
service values were examined for the PM peak hour of
adjacent street traffic. 1In this manner, the non-
significant impacts of the proposed project have further
been determined by comparing the level of service during
the 2025 design year for the No-Build and Build condition.

In address of the calculations reviewed by the Lead
Agency, the following traffic Levels of Service have been
examined [Note, these Levels of Service will not change
from their current classifications as a result of the
additional 14 units of multi-family housing]:

i.) Washington Avenue/Hurley Avenue/Schwenk Drive -
The analysis shows that this intersection currently
operates at overall LOS C during the PM peak hour. Under
No-Build conditions, the intersection will continue to
operate similarly with most movements experiencing LOS C/D.
Under Build conditions, this intersection is expected to
operate at overall LOS D with an average increase in delay
of approximately two second. It is noted that under Build
conditions, the southbound left turn movement will operate
at LOS E.

ii.) Washington Avenue/N. Front Street - This
intersection currently operates at overall LOS B with all
approaches operating at LOS C or better during the PM peak
hour. The Lead Agency expects this intersection to operate
gsimilarly through build conditions with an average increase
in delay of approximately one second.
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iii.) North Front Street/Frog Alley - The analysis
indicates that the eastbound and westbound left turn
movements on N. Front Street currently operate at LOC A and
will continue to do so through Build Conditions. The
southbound Frog Alley approach currently operates at LOS B
and will operate similarly under No-Build conditions.

Under Build conditions, the southbound Frog Alley approach
will operate at LOS C with approximately four seconds of
additional delay.

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

v.) North Front Street/Fair Street/Fair Street
Extension - This intersection currently operates at overall
LOS A during the PM peak hour and will continue to operate
similarly through Build conditions. It is noted that
closing the southbound Fair Street Extension approach will
result in a slight improvement to intersection operations
given the reduction in turning movements and volume.

vi.) Schwenk Drive/Fair Street Extension/Kingston
Plaza - This intersection currently operates at overall LOS
E during the PM peak hour. Vehicles turning left into and
right out of the Kingston Plaza experience LOS F. Under
No-Build conditions, the intersection is expected to
operate at overall LOS F with average delays nearly double
Existing conditions. It is noted that the westbound
Schwenk Drive approach is expected to operate at LOS E
under No-Build conditions. Under Build conditions, the
intersection will operate similarly with an average

increase in delay of four seconds.

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

viii.) Clinton Avenue/John Street - The eastbound
John Street approach currently operates at LOS B and will
continue to do so through No-Build conditions. Under build
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conditions, this approach is expected to operate at LOS C
with an additional six seconds of delay.

ix.) Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane - This
intersection currently operates at overall LOS D, with the
northbound Clinton Avenue approach experiencing LOS E.
Under No-Build conditions, delays at this intersection are
anticipated to nearly double, resulting in overall LOS F
with the northbound Clinton Avenue approach experiencing
LOS F with more than one minute of delay. Under Build
conditions, this intersection will operate at LOS F with 15
seconds of additiocnal delay.

x.) Clinton Avenue/Main Street - Vehicles turning
left onto Main Street currently experience LOS A and will
continue to do so through Build conditions. The southbound
Clinton Avenue approach currently operates at LOS B. Under
No-Build conditions, this approach will operate at LOS C
with three additional seconds of delay. Under Build
conditions, this approach will operate similarly with two
additional seconds of delay.

A sensitivity analysis was performed by the project’s
consulting traffic engineer and evaluated by the Lead
Agency to determine the impacts of the Kingstonian project.
The New York State DRI CGrant for the City of Kingston is
expected to allocate considerable funding for traffic
improvements in the Stockade District, some of which
include reversing the direction of traffic flow on some
streets as traffic mitigation measures occurring
irrespective of the project and being analyzed as follows:

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

b.) John Street from Crown Street to Clinton Avenue
would be reversed from one-way eastbound to one-way
westbound (away from Clinton Avenue). West of Crown

Street, John Street would remain open to two-way traffic.
c.) Main Street from Washington Avenue to Clinton

Avenue would be reversed from one-way westbound to one-way
eastbound (towards Clinton Avenue) .

30



d.) Wall Street from North Front Street to Henry
Street would be reversed from one-way southbound to one-way
northbound.

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

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

f.) The northbound Washington Avenue/Hurley
Avenue/Schwenk Drive approach will experience additional
minor traffic volume and delay which can be accommodated by
existing signal timing adjustments.

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

h.) The Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane intersection
will continue to operate with customary constraints.

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

In further assessing the Level of Service F and E
intersections, the Lead Agency has reviewed the
supplemental traffic study documentation forwarded on
October 24, 2019 in response to the HVEA Engineers analysis
and associated questions. While Level of Service will
result in delays, as analyzed, these delays are not deemed
to be significant in light of the overall current
conditions at Washington Avenue/Hurley Avenue/Schwenk Drive
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and at Clinton Avenue/John Street and Clinton
Avenue/Westbrock Lane.

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

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

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

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

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

iv.) Concurrence with the Lead Agency’s consisting
traffic expert and the Applicant’s traffic engineer that
any future new signalization analysis incorporate an
assessment of signal operation at Clinton Avenue/Westbrook
Lane and Clinton Avenue/Main Street.

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

vi.) Testimony of the Applicants consulting traffic
engineer at the November 6, 2019 Planning Board Meeting
that additional signalization is not necessary for the
project.

The Applicant was requested to provide supplemental
analysis of sight lines at the southern garage ramp on
Schwenk Drive in order to demonstrate conformance with
current standards. In response, the RApplicant’s consulting

32



traffic engineer conducted a Supplemental Sight Assessment
which analyzed sight distance and stopping sight distance
at this location.

The study demonstrates that the available sight
distances, in both instances, exceeds the requirements for
a 35 MPH operating speed. [Note, this intersection is
located within a 30 MPH posted operating speed area.]

Tn addition, the Lead Agency notes that the Applicant
has voluntarily offered that all proposed vegetation and
signage will be located a minimum of 15 feet back from the
edge of the travel lane to maximize sight lines at this
study area.

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

Based upon all of the foregoing, the Lead Agency finds
that the project will not result in a substantial adverse

change in existing traffic levels.

4. SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE CHANGE IN NOISE LEVELS:

The proposed construction of the buildings, parking
garage, pedestrian plaza, roadways, drainage facilities,
stormwater management infrastructure, utilities and related
appurtenances, together with demolition activities, will be
limited in duration and will not generate noise levels
which would be substantially objectionable to the public at
large.

Although noise levels during construction may
intermittently exceed noise levels as regulated locally,
the Lead Agency does not find that this impact rises to a
level whereby the same can be said to be significant. In
this regard, it is noted that temporary construction noise
is a fact of life within a city and the Lead Agency is
satisfied that regulated hours of operation, intermittent
construction, noise ordinance regulations and the generally
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confined nature of the project will assist with noise
mitigation measures.

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

Long term noise impacts will not be substantial as the
construction of apartments, commercial space, parking
garage, boutique hotel, project enhancements and related
facilities, together with noise resulting from vehicular
traffic and project occupancy, will be intermittent and
will be customary for the area in the vicinity of the
proposed redevelopment project.

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

5. SUBSTANTIAL INCREASE IN SOLID WASTE PRODUCTION:

The proposed project will not substantially increase
the amount of solid waste production which is regulated
pursuant to Article 27 of the Environmental Conservation
Law of New York State [6 NYCRR Part 360, et seq.].

After accounting for the additional 14 units of multi-
family housing, solid waste generated from the project will
amount to approximately 44-55 tons per week, assuming the
customary averages per dwelling of per multi-family use,
hotel and commercial space requirements. [See alsc, 6
NYCRR Part 360 et. seq.]

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

The Lead Agency further notes that the above figures
do not take into account the savings in tons of solid waste

generated by the employment of recycling.

Based upon the foregoing, the project poses no
substantial increase in solid waste production.
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6. SUBSTANTIAL INCREASE IN POTENTIAL FOR EROSION,
FLOODING, LEACHING OR DRAINAGE PROBLEMS:

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

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

The building orientation, appurtenances and associated
parking areas will facilitate drainage to catch basins, two
Vortechs Treatment Units, and partial infiltration system,
as outlined in the Preliminary Stormwater Report and
associated exhibits. The Applicant’s plans show that the
post-development stormwater runoff and the same will not
affect the flood zone will be directed to these various
areas and treated to remove pollutants in accordance with
the SPDES General Permit requirements and the NYSDEC Design
Manual (2015).

Therefore, the post-development stormwater is expected
to contain less potential contaminants than the current
pre-development stormwater runoff and the same will not
affect the flood zone. [See Site Plan, Preliminary Storm
Water Report Addendum No. 1 and the analysis set forth
within Paragraph 2 herein.]

Drainage, leaching and erosion control measures are
subject to and are consistent with the NYSDEC, "New York
State Design Manual for Erosion and Sediment Control", the
New York State and Ulster County Sanitary Codes and SPDES
General Permit Requirements. As discussed earlier herein,
the project will employ Best Management Practices, as set
forth in the NYSDEC Design Manual and as extensively
addressed in the Preliminary Storm Water Report, Stormwater
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Details, Hydrograph Modeling, existing conditions analysis
and all leaching and erosion control measures addressed
herein. [See also, Paragraph 1 and Paragraph 2 herein.]

Stormwater generated from the site will be further
mitigated with roof drains and a stormwater drainage system
consisting of catch basins and adequately sized collection
and conveyance piping for discharge of stormwater from both
roofs and the parking garage into a stormwater treatment
[Vortechs] and infiltration system.

There will be no increases in impervious surface, nor
roof surfaces, as a result of the additional 14 units of
multi-family housing, as testified to by the Applicants
consulting engineer at the November 6, 2019 Planning Board
Meeting.

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

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

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

The parking garage is the only structure which could
be affected by the 500 year flood and it has been designed
to take the water flow and drain it over time through
concrete portals. This mitigation measure is adequate for
the project and the Lead Agency finds that no inhabitants
or occupants of the project will be adversely affected by
the 500 year flood.

This paragraph is to be read, together with paragraph
2 herein and the Lead Agency finds that floodwaters will be
dispersed over a large area situate northerly of the
project site. Therefore, the placement of the stair towers
and portions of the parking garage within of the 500 year
flood will not be significant. The 500 year flood issues
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was extensively discussed at the Lead Agency’s November 6,
2019 meeting and the Lead Agency concurs with the testimony
offered by Applicant’s engineer at said meeting.

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

7. THE REMOVAL OR DESTRUCTION OF LARGE QUANTITIES OF
VEGETATION OR FAUNA; SUBSTANTIAL INTERFERENCE
WITH THE MOVEMENT OF ANY RESIDENT OR MIGRATORY
FISH OR WILDLIFE SPECIES: IMPACTS ON A
SIGNIFICANT HABITAT OF ANIMAL OR PLANT, OR THE
HABITAT OF SUCH A SPECIES; OR OTHER SIGNIFICANT
ADVERSE IMPACTS TO NATURAL RESOURCES:

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

Oowing to the virtual non-existence of animals and
wildlife at the developed portions of the site at present
and areas of densely developed lands situate adjacent to
and nearby the site, it is determined that habitat loss and
wildlife displacement will not be significant.

Accordingly, as the redevelopment will occur on impervious
surfaces and/or areas which are vegetated by grass, there
will be no adverse effect upon wildlife, flora, or fauna at
the premises.

In addition, areas of the site are to be devoted to
landscaping which will enhance a portion of on-site habitat
for wildlife and vegetation.

The project site is not a known meeting or migratory
habitat for any resident migratory fish or wildlife species
and there will be no substantial adverse impacts to
migrating animals.
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The Applicant has submitted a July 8, 2019 Threatened
and Endangered Species Habitat Suitability Assessment
Report, as prepared by Ecological Solutions, LLC.

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

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

In addition, the United States Fish and Wildlife
Service also agreed with the No Critical Habitat conclusion
by Ecological Solutions, LLC by way of July 8, 2019
Memorandum appended to the Ecological Solutions, LLC
Report.

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

Based upon all of the foregoing, there will be no
substantial adverse impacts in the areas set forth at this
Paragraph's heading.

8. THE IMPAIRMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL CHARACTERISTICS OF
A CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL AREA (CEA) AS DESIGNATED
PURSUANT TO SUBDIVISTION 617.14 (g) OF 6 NYCRR PART 617:

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

9. THE CREATION OF A MATERIAL CONFLICT WITH A COMMUNITIES
PLANS OR GOALS AS OFFICIALLY APPROVED AND ADOPTED:

38



The Lead Agency has reviewed the Zoning Petition,
various portions of the City of Kingston Comprehensive
Plan, the City of Kingston Zoning Law and has coordinated
with the Common Council during the pendency of this
Application. In so doing, the Lead Agency has further
analyzed the change to the project plans which provides for
the integration of 14 affordable housing units and notes
that this is a welcome addition to the project in response
to public and agency comments. Accordingly, the Lead
Agency hereby determines that the project does not conflict
with the community plans or goals as officially approved
and adopted based upon the analysis herein.

The Lead Agency finds that the provision for
affordable housing is not required under the City of
Kingston Zoning Law for this mixed use project and in so
doing concurs with the September 27, 2019 Interpretation of
Mr. Eric Kitchen, Zoning Enforcement Officer, City of
Kingston.

Moreover, irrespective of the Lead Agency’s
concurrence, this Interpretation must be followed by the
Lead Agency, as the Lead Agency possesses no power to
interpret the City of Kingston Zoning Ordinance.

Therefore, percentage of affordable housing zoning guide
line considerations, economics and like issues pursuant to
City of Kingston Zoning Law 205-27.1 are not germane to the
Lead Agency’s analysis herein.

The vast majority of the project site is zoned
compatibly with the planned development of the mixed uses
thereon. In this regard, the C-2 and MUO Zoning Districts
provide for accommodation of all of the planned uses,
pursuant to site plan and special permit review.

A 0.313 acre portion of the site is not located within
the MUO Zoning District and as such, is not consistent with
the existing zoning; thereby occasioning the Zoning change
which was requested by way of June 4, 2019 Zoning Petition
by the Applicant in order to accommodate residential
housing.

Although the proposed project requires rezoning of
0.313 acres and as such, is not fully consistent with
adopted land use plans [see Long EAF, Part 2], the Lead
Agency finds that the planned mixed use associated
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development will be compatible with the character of uses
permitted in the adjacent MUO District, and the zoning
change of this 0.313 acre parcel to be included within the
MUO District will extend the currently existing MUO
District to more consistently conform the 0.313 acre to
relevant Historic Stockade District Parameters.

In consideration of the overall mitigation measures
employed for the project, the Lead Agency has reviewed the
entire context of the project site, the planned
enhancements and the attendant impacts on community
character.

The purpose of the Zoning Petition is to extend and
conform the adjacent MUO District to all of the subject
premises which will comprise the redevelopment by
Petitioner. The Lead Agency finds that it is consistent to
rezone the 0.313 acres with respect to the Historic
Stockade District locatiom.

With respect to this area of environmental concern,
this Lead Agency finds that the physically developed 0.313
acre premises does not lend itself in any manner to non-
inclusion within the MUO District and that, as it is
adjacent to the MUO District, the extension and alteration
of zoning requested herein is appropriate and does not
constitute spot zoning. The Lead Agency bases this finding
upon the Record had herein, the analysis pounded within the
detailed Zoning Petition and the Lead Agency’s own previous
experience with approval of the City of Kingston Business
Park, Landmark Place and E-2 Square.

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

a.) Compatibility of the proposed multi-family use
with the character uses now permitted in the MUO District.

b.) Compatibility of the proposed multi-family use
with the previously established mixed uses proximate to the

project site.

¢.) The zoning change will assist with benefitting a
mix of housing and business uses, including affordable
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housing, which is compatible with the recent development of
this area of Uptown Kingston.

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

e.) The proposed uses are consistent with the
planning goals of the City of Kingston, as set forth within
the city’s land use regulations.

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

i.) Conformance with the Comprehensive Plan.

ii.) Design compatibility with surrounding
structures.

iii.) Traffic access ways are adequate.

iv.) Parking/loading and interior circulation is
adequate.

v.) Landscaping improvements are adequate.

vi.) Pedestrian areas and outdoor lighting are

sufficient and prevent the diffusion of glare.
vii.) Drainage and building design are adequate and
handicapped accessible.
viii.) Maximization of energy conservation to the
maximum extent practicable.

[See also, November 7, 2019 Memorandum by the project
attorney.]

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

i.) “Encourage mixed use, mixed income and pedestrian
based neighborhoods.”
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Addressing special use permit objectives under the
Ccity of Kingston Zoning Ordinance, the Lead Agency finds:

i.) The project is readily accessible for fire and
police protection.

ii.) The project is in harmony with the C-2 Zoning
District.

iii.) The project will not be detrimental to
surrounding properties.

iv.) Pedestrian and vehicular traffic will not be
hazardous, nor in conflict with the normal
traffic of the neighborhood.

v.) The location and height of the structures and
attendant landscaping will not hinder or
discourage appropriate development and use of
adjacent lands. [See also, November 7, 2019
Memorandum by the project attorney.]

With respect to Section 405-32(F) (1) of the City of
Kingston Zoning Ordinance, the Applicant has requested a
waiver of the one (1) year Special Use Permit renewal
period, so that any special use permit approval shall run
with the land for this project. Provided the use and
development of the premises lawfully complies with all
approvals which may be granted, the Lead Agency is inclined
to favor the granting of this waiver. However, no waiver
has been granted as of the date of adoption of this
Negative Declaration.

From an historical/aesthetic perspective, a portion of
the project site was formerly utilized as a parking garage,
Montgomery Ward Store and as a long ago hotel
[(“Kingstonian”] premises. In this regard, the Lead Agency
notes that the project architect has designed a building
which complements the historical nature of the iconic
former Kingstonian building, as well as the historic
buildings which are proximate to the site.

The current design of the project fosters
connectivity, walkability and non-vehicular travel to and
from the project improvements and the uptown area of
Kingston.

Based upon the Record, the Maps and Plans and the
foregoing development measures, the Lead Agency finds that
the identified increase in density of land use, by way of
the 0.313 acre development, is not significant.
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The Lead Agency further finds that the proposed Zoning
Ordinance and Zoning Map changes are consistent with the
City of Kingston Comprehensive Plan and is, in and of
itself, part of a comprehensive plan calculated to serve
the general welfare of the Kingston Community.

Finally, the Lead Agency notes that while economic
figures, tax information and other econcomic indicia offered
by the Applicant, and/or members of the public, are
relevant to the zoning change request, the same cannot
lawfully form the basis for a grant or denial of a SEQRA
Negative Declaration. Accordingly, the Lead Agency has not
considered economics, in either a positive or negative way,
in reaching its environmental findings within this Negative
Declaration of Environmental Significance.

Based upon all of the foregoing, the proposed adaptive
re-use project will not create a material conflict with the
City of Kingston plans or goals as officially approved and
adopted.

10. THE IMPAIRMENT OF THE CHARACTER OR QUALITY OF
IMPORTANT HISTORICAL, ARCHAEOLOGICAL, ARCHITECTURAL OR
AESTHETIC RESOURCES OR OF EXISTING COMMUNITY OR
NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTER:

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

The project is located in the Stockade District which
area of uptown Kingston is listed on the National Register
of Historic Places. Accordingly, the Lead Agency has
devoted particular attention to the projects effects on the
foregoing area of environmental concern.

Addressing visual impacts, the Lead Agency has
extensively examined the visual impacts of the project and
has sought to coordinate its review efforts with the
Historic Landmarks Preservation Commission and the Heritage
Area Commission by consulting with and participating in a
joint special meeting with said agencies on September 26,
2019 as part of coordinated SEQRA review.

Moderate to large visual impacts have been identified
by the Lead Agency in areas as follows:
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i.) Visibility from officially designated Stockade
Historic District.

ii.) Public access vantage points.

iii.) Visual context of proximate areas.

The Applicant submitted on August 7, 2019 Visual
Impact Analysis, which has been supplemented by an October
7, 2019 correspondence in address of comments by the New
York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic
Preservation [NYSOPRHP]. This address has been provided by
Mackenzie Architects, PC and has been supplemented by
oral/pictorial presentations at various meetings before the
Lead Agency during the pendency of project review.

Ten visual simulations from ten vantage points have
been examined in light of the historically designated
Stockade District and associated mitigation measures, with
emphasis upon:

Project scale.
Building character.
Materials.

Colors.

Fenestrations.
Detailing.
Restoration.
Historical context.
Previous uses.
Commercial viability.
Restoration of the Stockade District.
Brick masonry.
Punched openings.
Stone sills.

Lintels.

Openings.

Glazing.

Cornice expressions.
Hidden parking.

Open air public plaza.
Facade continuity.
Transom windows.
Stepped building design.
Clapboard siding.
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In addition, the Lead Agency has been provided with a
virtual visual tour by the Applicant at various Planning

44



Board meetings, wherein examination of particularized
visual aspects of the project have been considered.

Further, the Lead Agency has also reviewed additional
visual simulations of the building from Wall Street and
Fair Street and Clinton Avenue and Fair Street, as a result
of the addition of seven (7) units of multi-family housing
at the former top story of the project site.

In this regard, the Applicant’s consulting engineer
presented the additional visual simulations prepared by the
Applicant’s consulting architect to the Lead Agency and the
public at the December 9, 2019 Planning Board meeting. The
visual simulations conclusively show that the additional
seven (7) units of multi-family housing will not be visible
from any portion of the Historic Stockade District.

Accordingly, based upon the extensive analysis
provided for within this Negative Declaration, there are no
significant adverse effects associated with the Historic
Stockade District, not to the character of the neighborhood
proximate to the project, as a result of the additional
seven (7) units and the associated change in the height of
the multi-family structure.

The seven (7) additional units will be seen from
Schwenk Drive and the Kingston Plaza, as shown by the
Visual Simulations aforesaid. However, the Lead Agency
does not consider these viewpoints to be of a sensitive
nature and owing to the overall visual context of the areas
proximate to Schwenk Drive and the Kingston Plaza, said
visual effects are not adverse. Therefore, the Lead Agency
finds these effects to be insignificant both visually and
with respect to the character of the neighborhood.

Based upon the analysis set forth above, the Lead
Agency finds that visual effects of the project have been
satisfactorily mitigated to a point whereby they have been
rendered non-significant in terms of building height,
visual context, Historic Stockade District effects,
neighborhood character and additional areas of
environmental concern, as detailed within the examination
set forth above.

Project entrances, Fair Street Extension closing, open

air plaza, multi-family locations, commercial space and
parking garage particulars have been reviewed by the Lead
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Agency and its consulting planner through the visual study
process.

The project massing has been the source of detailed
discussion during review and the Lead Agency is satisfied
that the buildings and structures comprising the project
have been moderated to harmonize the historical use of the
premises with the current housing, parking and commercial
needs which are necessary within the uptown area of
Kingston.

Examination of the historical pattern of development
and the present architecture comprising historic Fair
Street have taken place with intra-agency cooperation at
various meetings during the pendency of administrative
review. The Lead Agency is satisfied that the project is
consistent with the historic architecture and visual
context of the Historic Stockade District. [See
renderings, visual simulations and photographs of record].

Based upon the visual methodology employed, changes to
the architecture, massing mitigation measures, garage
camouflage, the simulations and the review conducted by the
Lead Agency, the Lead Agency is satisfied that the visual
impacts of the project have been thoroughly examined and
mitigated to the maximum extent practicable. Therefore,
none of these areas of environmental concern identified as
moderate to large are significant.

In this regard, the Lead Agency further notes, even
with the addition of an additional story to accommodate 7
of the 14 units of additional multi-family housing, the
height of the proposed multi-family building does not
require an area variance. Inasmuch as the surrounding
environs are consistent with the architectural and
historical context of the building, the visual impacts of
the additional units have been mitigated to the maximum
extent practicable. Avoidance of an area variance for
height has been important to the Lead Agency, owing to
previous non realized plans for development of this
particular site in the past.

The Lead Agency has reviewed the renderings and visual
simulations of the project and finds that the additional 7
units, accommodated by an additional story of building,
will not be visible from the Historic Stockade District,
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nor from the Historic Senate House, to any significant
degree.

This owes itself, in part, to the descending
topography of the project site in proximity to the current
Fair Street Extension, travelling towards Schwenk Drive and
the vertical stepping of building components. Therefore,
the visual impacts associated with the additional units
will not adversely affect the historic Wall Street and Fair
Street corridors.

Although these units will be visible from the area
proximate to Schwenk Drive, looking in a southerly
direction therefrom, the Lead Agency finds that this
portion of the project is not adversely affecting Sensitive
Visual Receptor Areas, historic structures or the Stockade
Historic District at large.

Moreover, development within cities possessing
historical districts occurs frequently within the northeast
and the Lead Agency finds that if the development is
planned, as in the instant case, with a sensitivity to the
overall historical context, the introduction of new
buildings and structures does not introduce significant
visual elements which are discordant with the existing
historical architecture.

The Lead Agency engaged in an extensive discussion
with the Applicant’s project engineer and the Applicant at
its November 6, 2019 meeting in consideration of project
mitigation measures, including the changing of interior
residential units to accommodate 7 of the additional 14
multi-family units. These project modifications were
subsequently reviewed at the Lead Agency’s November 18,
2019 meeting. By locating of the additional 7 units within
the previously planned portions of the project, the
structural massing has been further mitigated.

The Lead Agency finds that the foregoing mitigation
measures have assisted with mitigating the potential for
adverse visual effects emanating from the additional 7
units to be physically constructed within the Historic
Stockade District.

The area variances which the project requires are

minor in nature and for the most part, owe themselves to
the nature of the physical development proximate to the
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project. The area variances which are planned for the
project are as follows:

1.) Landscaping [landscaped strips along property
lines; Zoning Ordinance Section 405-40A(2)].

2.) Setbacks [front, side and rear yards; fee, Zoning
Ordinance Density Schedule].

3.) Flood Zone [stair towers for the elevated
walkway; Zoning Ordinance Sections 405-26 (D) and 405-
26 (G) (4)].

On October 10, 2019 the Applicant appeared before the
City of Kingston Zoning Board of Appeals in order to
address the foregoing area variance requests and a detailed
presentation was made. Subsequently, the Applicant has
provided an Area Variance Application Addendum analysis of
the balancing test for the grant of area variances to the
Zoning Board of Appeals, with a copy provided to the Lead
Agency.

The Lead Agency finds the balancing analysis to be
effective in demonstrating the propriety of granting these
several area variances in light of the overall project
plans and the reasoning employed within the analysis is
incorporated herein by reference.

With respect to parking requirements, the Lead Agency
is satisfied that Zoning Ordinance passages relating to
landscaping, screening and layout will likely be
effectively addressed by way of waiver, if necessary,
pursuant to Section 405-34(H) of the City of Kingston
Zoning Ordinance. This owes itself to the rather obvious
fact that one of the central aspects of the project is the
planned indoor parking garage.

The Lead Agency has reviewed the area variances
requested, the detailed November 26, 2019 Addendum and the
Zoning Ordinance criteria associated therewith and in so
doing finds that there are no significant adverse
environmental effects posed by the area variances
requested.

The Lead Agency further finds that substantially

greater landscaping will be added to the project than that
which currently exists and the Applicant has already met
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with the City of Kingston Tree Commission on October 8,
2019 in forwarding the landscaping plans. The Lead Agency
is confident that the Tree Commission will provide for
further expert guidance in the area of landscaping for the
project.

Presently, there are approximately 8 trees located at
the project site. The additional landscaping planned for
the project will further comply with the minimum caliper at
base and minimum height requirements for street trees under
the Zoning Ordinance.

Extensive planning has been involved to enclose and
shelter the planned parking garage from view and the Lead
Agency notes that the parking requirements, as set forth
within the Zoning Ordinance and applicable to the above
areas of area variance review, are applicable to open air
parking areas.

In any event, as no parking waiver may be granted
until a determination of significance is made, the Lead
Agency defers with respect to waivers. However, the Lead
Agency notes that, if the Applicant requests area variances
from the parking requirements, in lieu of or in addition to
the waivers, the same will not be environmentally
significant, based upon the area variance documentation and
associated balancing analysis provided to date.

Based upon the Visual Analysis performed and the Lead
Agency’s additional consideration of the potential
aesthetic effects presented by the building and
appurtenances, the Lead Agency finds that the visual
impacts of the proposed action have been mitigated to a
point whereby the overall visual effect is consistent with
the existing historic, architectural and physical context
proximate to the project site and as a result, is not
environmentally significant. Accordingly the planned
development will not result in significant adverse visual
impacts.

With respect to community character, the Lead Agency
finds that the planned mixed use of the project, coupled
with the addition of an affordable housing component,
adequately demonstrates consistency with existing community
character. This area of Kingston has been undergoing a
revitalization during the past several years and the
occupancy of the project will add to the walkability,
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connectivity and aesthetic enhancement of the Uptown
Kingston Area.

The project plans further provide for an open air
public plaza where members of the public will be
accommodated for shopping and leisure activities. This
inclusivity is consistent with mixed use goals and
attributes.

The Applicant has provided an extensive legal analysis
of community character by way of Memorandum submittal and
the Lead Agency takes notice of the fact that the New York
State Court of Appeals has determined that inclusion of a
specially permitted use within a Zoning Law is tantamount
to a legislative finding that said use is in harmony with
the character of the neighborhood.

The Lead Agency is satisfied that the goals of the
Mixed Use Overlay District have been met by the project and
that the combination of residential and commercial uses
will add to the current commercial and residential
sustainably and revitalization of the uptown area.

Addressing the lighting - outdoor lighting will not
exceed 5 foot candles, in accordance with the Illuminating
Engineering Society of North America [IESNA] recommended
level for building exteriors.

All lighting will be glare shielded and LED, as
necessary, to avoid light trespass on neighboring
properties and adjoining roadways. An acceptable
uniformity ratio will be maintained over access ways and on
building improvements in order to avoid patterns of bright
lights that are disruptive of vision. Luminaire mounting
heights will be positioned to avoid visual impacts and the
lighting employed will be Dark Sky compliant to the maximum
extent practicable.

Based upon the foregoing, there will be no adverse
impacts as a result of the planned lighting for the
project.

In address of potential archaeological impacts, the
Applicant has submitted a Phase 1A Cultural Resource
Investigation addressing archaeological and historical
effects posed by the proposed project, same as prepared by
Joseph E. Diamond, PhD and being dated July 11, 2019.
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The project area and entire property was visited by
the Applicant’s consultant, and an analysis of various
historical publications was undertaken as noted within the
Phase 1A Report.

In addition, the Phase 1A Report gives extensive
address to the historic Stockade District, existing
structures, previous archeological activities and detailed
historical context as follows:

i.) Environmental/Physical Setting.
ii.) Senate House.

iii.) NYU Excavations [1970-1971].
iv.) Fred Johnston House.

v.) Matthews Person House.

vi.) 01d Dutch Church.

vii.) North Front Street.

viii.) Louw-Bogardus House.

ix.) NYU Excavations [Green Street].

Pre-contact and historic sites have further been
investigated within the Phase 1A Report, with particular
emphasis being devoted to the Stockade constructed by Peter
Stuyvesant and the potential for location of a reputed moat
which may have been constructed by Mr. Stuyvesant.

Moderate to large impacts were identified by the Lead
Agency in its conduct of archeological review based upon
the projects location within the Stockade Historic
District, proximity to restrictive archeological areas and
the alteration of the entire site by way of consideration
of improvements.

The Phase 1A Report details the existing site
conditions, noting the current four story building, the
diner property and the former development of portions of
the premises. A Phase 1B Report will be prepared in the
future in order to shovel test and catalog any
historical/cultural artifacts which may be found. However,
as the site is already developed and/or affected by buried
remains of the former parking garage thereon, the Phase 1B
testing will be ongoing during the project build out. [See
Phase 1B Monitoring Proposal submitted by Joseph E.
Diamond, PhD to the NYSOPRHP.]
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The Lead Agency has noted the environmental importance
of archeological/historic resources within the Long EAF,
Part 2 in several identified areas of concern and in
consideration of the April 12, 2019 and September 19, 2019
correspondences by the NYSOPRHP.

The NYSOPRHP hag identified building massing,
elimination of the Fair Street Extension and architectural
considerations as having the potential for adverse effects
upon the Stockade Historic District. Based upon the
record, the Lead Agency is not in agreement with this
position. Nevertheless, once the September 19, 2013
NYSOPRHP correspondence, was received by the Lead Agency,
the Applicant has worked to mitigate historical effects and
articulate an architectural design aesthetic which is
consistent with the historical setting and surrounding
architecture. [See detailed address of these areas above,
as well as the subsequent Planning Board meeting on
September 26, 2019 (joint meeting) and November 6, 2019.
In addition, meetings with the Heritage Area Commission
[8/28/19] and Historic Landmarks Commission [9/5/19] have
further been held].

As a result of all of the foregoing, the Lead Agency
finds the massing and architectural/historical context of
the project to be consistent with the Stockade District and
design compatible with respect to visual effect; especially
at Fair Street. Accordingly, the Lead Agency finds that
diligent effect have been made by the Applicant and its
consulting architect to design a project which is
historically and architecturally appropriate for the
Historic Stockade District in light of the currently
existing architecture.

In address of the NYSOPRHP referencing the elimination
of Fair Street Extension, the Lead Agency does not concur
with the description of this street as “historic”. Fair
Street Extension was constructed [circa August 5, 1881 by
Ordinance] in order to provide access to Schwenk Drive and
other developing areas of uptown Kingston and it does not
possess historic attributes which can be said to be part of
the clearly historic periods associated with Fair Street or
Wall Street.

Fair Street Extension currently consists of the Herzog

Warehouse, a vacant Diner and the paved area which formerly
housed the previous parking garage. It is not attractive
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in terms of appearance and is under-utilized as a through
street [see Traffic Report and Paragraph 3 analysis
herein].

None of the currently visible historic enhancements of
the Stockade District are associated with the Fair Street
Extension and the Lead Agency notes that, excepting for the
southerly end of Fair Street Extension, no portion of
street is situate in visual proximity to the Historic
Stockade District.

The Lead Agency further emphasizes that the NYSOPRHP
is an interested agency under SEQRA and as such, does not
possess discretionary permit review authority project.
Therefore, as SEQRA does not alter the jurisdiction among
agencies, the Lead Agency finds that no significance
adverse environmental effects area associated with
archeological, cultural or historic resources, irrespective
of the NYSOPRHP review to date. [See also, 6 NYCRR Part
617.3].

Based upon the archeological/historical examinations
to date, the architectural/visual documentation of record,
and the location of all planned site disturbances within
pre-disturbed areas and all mitigation measures analyzed
herein, the Lead Agency finds that the project does not
result in any significant environmental effects related to
archaeological or historic resources.

Based upon all of the above, the Lead Agency finds
that the project will not impair the character or quality
of important historical, archaeological, architectural or
aesthetic resources or of existing community or
neighborhood character.

11. A MAJOR CHANGE IN THE USE OF EITHER THE QUANTITY OR
TYPE OF ENERGY:

The project will utilize electricity and natural gas
during the construction phase for infrastructure and site
related improvements. Electric service and natural gas will
be provided service connections from the existing Central
Hudson.

Following construction of improvements, the project

will continue to use customary and normal energy sources in
quantities and types which will not result in major energy
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changes, To Wit: Electricity, natural gas and/or oil. [See
the New York State Fire Prevention Code and the New York
State Building Code and the New York State Energy
Conservation Code; Section 373 of the Executive Law of the
State of New York.]

In consideration of the 14 additional units of multi-
family housing, the project will result in an electricity
demand of 176000 to 242000 kw hours per month. The Lead
Agency finds this usage to be reasonable and customary for
urban redevelopment.

on July 30, 2019, the project architect submitted
Sustainable Features Report to the Lead Agency which
references project design in accordance with the following
energy codes:

a.) 2015 International Energy Conservation Code.

b.) 2016 Supplement to the New York State Energy
Conservation Construction Code.

c.) 2013 ASHRAE 90.1 2013.

d.) New York State Building and Fire Code.

In addition, the Report lists features high
performance building envelopes, R-21 walls, R-49 roofs and
double glazed windows, Energy Star HVAC systems, energy
efficient water distribution, use of recycled material and
additional features.

The project plans call for bicycle facilities,
sidewalks, green vehicle charging areas, optimized energy
performance, renewables, minimization of waste, enhanced
pedestrian access, mixed use linkages and lessening
dependence on vehicular travel.

The Lead Agency is satisfied that the Applicant has
designed plans which provide for sustainability and which
minimize the carbon footprint of the project to the maximum
extent practicable in light of the proposed uses and
planned occupancies.

The recently enacted New York State Regulations in
energy efficiency and green energy incentives will further
work to provide for a project which is considerably
improved from a conventional energy use multi-family and
commercial occupancy project.
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Based upon the foregoing, the project will not result
in a major change in the use of either the quantity or type
of energy.

12. THE CREATION OF A HAZARD TO HUMAN HEALTH:

The Lead Agency finds no evidence that the proposed
project will create a hazard to human health as no
generation or disposal of toxic or hazardous substances or
noxious fumes will be occurring as a result of the project.
No adverse changes in this area are proposed which would
deviate from those which are lawfully a part of multi-
family, commercial and parking uses.

With regard to development activities and occupancy
which will be conducted at the site, petroleum products
storage and use will be governed by applicable provisions
of the New York State Navigation Law [Section 175], the New
York State Environmental Conservation Law [Section 17-1743]
and the New York State Transportation Law [Section 14-£f],
as well as the Clean Water Act [33 CFR Sections 1200 et

seq] .

Chemical products storage will be governed by the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) [40 CFR
Section 261-270] and the Occupational Safety and Health
Administration (OSHA) [29 CFR Sections 1910.1000-1910.1500]
and New York State Regulatory Authority at 6 NCYRR Parts
370 et seq., The Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) [7 USC Sections 136-136y] and 6
NYCRR Part 325 et seq. [See also, Stormwater Pollution and
Prevention Plan.]

The Applicants consulting geo-tech Engineer has
further submitted a December 7, 2017 Presentation of Site
Investigation Results with soil boring logs and a Geo-
Technical Report, dated December 17, 2017. These Reports
demonstrate that foundations and building construction will
be accommodated on site in a safe manner.

With respect to demolition of the Herzog Warehouse
Building and the Diner, the Lead Agency is satisfied that
blasting and demolition related activities will be
conducted pursuant to the City of Kingston Code, the
Executive Law of New York State and in accordance with
strict liability requirements under law. Supervision of
all demolition will be undertaken by the City of Kingston
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Building and Safety Divisions and the Lead Agency notes
that the issuance of a Demolition Permit is classified as a
ministerial act under SEQRA, thereby rendering it Type 2
[exempt from review thereunder].

Based upon the above, the Lead Agency finds that there
is no creation of a hazard to human health as a result of
the project.

13. A SUBSTANTIAL CHANGE IN THE USE, OR INTENSITY OF USE,
OF LAND INCLUDING AGRICULTURAL, OPEN SPACE OR
RECREATIONAL RESOURCES, OR IN ITS CAPACITY TO SUPPORT
EXISTING USES:

The proposed project will not adversely affect any
agricultural resources, agricultural district or open space
recreational resources.

As the project site is presently substantially
developed and situate within a densely populated area of
the city, the project will not result in a loss of open
space deemed important to the community. [See Existing
Conditions Plan.]

In addition, the project incorporates a planned
Pedestrian Plaza for members of the public, thereby
creating additional public recreational space in an open
air setting.

The Lead Agency further finds no substantial change in
the use of land or the lands capacity to support existing
uses thereon for the reason set forth above and elsewhere
within this Negative Declaration. [See Paragraphs 2, 3, 6,
7, 9 and 10.]

14. ENCOURAGING OR ATTRACTING A LARGE NUMBER OF PEOPLE TO
A PLACE OR PLACES FOR MORE THAN A FEW DAYS, COMPARED
TO THE NUMBER OF PEOPLE WHO WOULD COME TO SUCH PLACE

ABSENT THE ACTION:

The Lead Agency finds that the building and ultimate
occupancy of apartment units, commercial space, restaurant
and parking garage, together with infrastructure and
related appurtenances, will not attract large numbers of
people to the site.
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This project is not planned to be a phased
development. However, it is possible that construction
will continue for more than one (1) year. The Applicant has
presented the information and documentation referenced
herein to show that the construction and demolition
activities will be intermittent and of reasonable duration
over the previously disturbed and developed site, with
construction personnel inspectors, visitors and invitees
being of a number which is normal and customary for the
planned infrastructure improvements and associated
development of the premises. [See also Paragraphs 1, 2, 3,
4, 5, 6, 7, 9 and 10.]

The on-site internal access will not be utilized as
major collector streets and the site will not be utilized
for a mass gathering such as contemplated by the above
Paragraph heading.

Based upon the foregoing, modest numbers of persons
will be assimilated over the project site and surrounding
area over time and large numbers of people will not be
attracted to the site or area for more than a few days as a
result of the action.

15. THE CREATION OF A MATERIAL DEMAND FOR OTHER ACTIONS
THAT WOULD RESULT IN ONE OF THE ABOVE CONSEQUENCES :

The construction of the proposed project and related
infrastructure will not create any material demand for
other actions which would result in one of the previously
discussed consequences.

The site characteristics, planning and engineering
methodology and planned density of the project render the
site capable of accommodating the planned development
without adverse environmental effect. In this regard, the
Lead Agency finds that the proposed action will create
employment . However, the employment will not displace other
workers. Therefore, this potential impact is not
significant. [See Paragraphs 1, 4, 5, 9 and 14.]

The Lead Agency further finds that, as with any
residential project, the proposed action will create a
demand for additional community services (schools, police
and fire). However, these demands are not determined to be
adverse for the following reasons;
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a.) Adequate numbers of police, fire and emergency
personnel and modern response vehicles and apparatus
presently exist to accommodate the project in the City of
Kingston.

b.) The site is located within the Historic Stockade
District and is easily accessible to the paid and
professional City of Kingston Fire Department.

c.) Existing fire hydrants are located proximate to
the project site.

d.) The City of Kingston Fire Department and City of
Kingston Police Department have been made interested
agencies under SEQRA and no objections to the project have
been forwarded by said entities.

e.) Automated sprinkler systems will service the
buildings pursuant to the requirements of the New York
State Fire Code.,

f.) Based upon the Lead Agency review of the Site
Plan, it is determined that the sites planned parking and
access channelization is adequate to permit full fire
protection access to the building.

g.) The resulting increases in population, school
attendees, and demand for additional services will be
small, assimilated over time, will not be material and will
not have adverse effects upon the environmental criteria

set forth above and studied herein. [See also, Paragraph 9
herein.]
h.) As a full statement of the proposed action is

required to be forwarded to the Ulster County Planning
Board prior to the grant of Site Plan and Special Use
Permit Approvals, this Negative Declaration will be
forwarded to said board in accordance with Section 239-m of
the General Municipal Law of New York State.

Based upon all of the foregoing, this action will not
create any material demand for other actions which would
result in one of the previously discussed consequences.

16. CHANGES IN TWO OR MORE ELEMENTS OF THE ENVIRONMENT, NO
ONE OF WHICH HAS A SIGNIFICANT IMPACT ON THE
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ENVIRONMENT, BUT WHEN CONSIDERED TOGETHER RESULT IN A
SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE IMPACT ON THE ENVIRONMENT:

Based upon the information contained in this Negative
Declaration of Environmental Significance and the record
before the Lead Agency there will be no changes in two or
more elements of the environment which, when considered
together, would result in a substantial adverse impact on
the environment. Therefore, extensive cumulative impact
analysis is not applicable to this action. [See Paragraphs
1 thru 15 herein, as well as the Legal Memorandums
submitted by the project attorney.]

In address of the cumulative impacts issue, the Lead
Agency has studied and taken into account the impact of the
project and the simultaneous and sequential effects of
ongoing development projects within Uptown Kingston [see
paragraphs 3, 9 and 10].

Traffic, visuals, historic, cultural and neighborhood
character have all been examined in light of the present
and expected development within the Uptown Kingston area,
as well as the City of Kingston at large and the combined
inputs resulting therefore do not rise to a level that can
be said to be significant.

Growth within the City of Kingston is to be expected
and there is nothing within the record to suggest that this
project has been broken up into parts, thereby avoiding
environmental significance [see Rezoning Petition and
additional affordable housing units analysis herein].

Combined impacts on the environment which may
reasonably be anticipated have been studied by the Lead
Agency herein and speculative environmental consequences
are not required to be engaged in by a Lead Agency under
SEQRA. The Lead Agency is satisfied that all non-
speculative environmental impacts of this action have been
examined and/or mitigated under SEQRA in accordance with
all regulatory authority [6 NYCRR Part 617 et. seq.].

17. TWO OR MORE RELATED ACTIONS UNDERTAKEN, FUNDED OR
APPROVED BY AN AGENCY, NONE OF WHICH HAS OR WOULD HAVE
A SIGNIFICANT IMPACT ON THE ENVIRONMENT, BUT WHEN
CONSIDERED CUMULATIVELY WOULD MEET ONE OR MORE OF THE
CRITERIA OF PART 617.7(c):
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None of the probable impacts on the environment that
are associated with or which result from incremental or
increased impacts of this action, when such impacts are
added to other related past, present or reasonably
foreseeable future actions, will be significant. The Lead
Agency has reviewed and analyzed the proposed Site
Development Plans, Special Use Permit Criteria, the Zoning
Petition, the Environmental Assessment Form, studies and
all related Addenda, the Administrative Record and the
physical changes to the environment that will take place
simultaneously or sequentially and has determined that
their combined effects will not be significant.

The Lead Agency notes that public controversy (both
pro and con) related to the project has been part of the
Administrative Record. However, this determination has not
been influenced one way or the other as a result thereof.

In this regard, emphasis has been given to testimony
and written submittals in all instances, particularly with
respect to affordable housing, visual impacts,
architectural features, historical issues, character of the
neighborhood and traffic.

This project has further provided for use of public
funds and public/private cooperation by the Applicant with
the City of Kingston in meeting various parking, housing
and commercial needs within the City of Kingston.

The Lead Agency recognizes that the planned Payment in
Lieu of Taxes [PILOT] is a controversial aspect of the
project. However, this area of review is not the province
of the Lead Agency, as it would be improper under SEQRA to
palance economic impacts and/or tax implications against
the environment under a Negative Declaration of
Environmental Significance.

Therefore, the Lead Agency has not weighed the
economic effects of the project on taxes, jobs, revenues,
or any other economic indicators [either benefits or
detriments] against the environment in issuing this
Negative Declaration.

With further respect to the modifications to the
project which are made in order to accommodate affordable
housing, the related environmental impacts have been
extensively examined by the Lead Agency.
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Resultant changes to traffic, visual assessment, solid
waste, water, sewer, energy and other areas of
environmental concerns have been studied, quantified and
qualitatively considered by the Lead Agency and the public
at large as part of an ongoing coordinated SEQRA review
process.

The Lead Agency is satisfied that all project changes
and mitigation measures have been addressed as part of an
open, deliberative and coordinated review process. As
such, no aspects of the project have been segmented or
shielded from review by the public [see Public Meetings,
Public Hearings, Written Comment Periods, Legal Memorandums
and Public Informational Meetings to date].

The Lead Agency further states that, although
environmental review of the project by the Lead Agency is
concluded once a Negative Declaration is issued, further
Public Hearings concerning site plan, special use permits,
lot line revisions, area variances and rezoning aspects of
the project will be held as part of the continuing review
of the project. Therefore, the public, involved agencies
and interested agencies will continue to forward the entire
Administrative Record for the project.

With further regard to any subsequent actions that may
possibly arise as the result of the proposed project, the
Lead Agency has addressed all identified and relevant long-
term, short-term and cumulative impacts and effects of the
proposed activities and actions, as well as any related
actions, as now submitted, and the Applicants have no
identifiable long-range or overall plans for any subsequent
development, changes in use or other activities relating to
the proposed project.

As to any potential future development of the site, or
subsequent actions involving the site beyond those analyzed
herein, there is currently no information available at this
time as to whether any such actions will in fact occur.

Approval of the action contemplated by the current
project now before the Lead Agency does not commit the Lead
Agency to any particular course of action with respect to
future development of the site beyond what is analyzed
herein. Any future physical expansion of the project and
associated development beyond that which is approved will
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require independent and separate environmental review
pursuant to SEQRA, unless the same shall be lawfully
determined to be designated as a Type II oOr Exempt Action
in accordance with 6 NYCRR Part 617 et. seq.

Due to the continued environmental and other
administrative review requirements of any subsequent
development activities in the area of the project site and
in the City of Kingston on a case by case exercise of
discretion by reviewing agencies and officials, it is not
necessary nor reasonable to require, at this time, a
hypothetical "worst case" analysis of all speculative
environmental effects or potential environmentally
threatening uses which could be anticipated at some time in
the future.

The Lead Agency is further satisfied that any possible
environmental effects of any future development within the
city of Kingston, or any lawful change in use of the
project site, can be adequately addressed through
subsequent discretionary administrative and environmental
review.

In making its determination, the Lead Agency has not
balanced any potential benefits of the proposed action
against potential harm.

CONCLUSION:

Based on the information currently available to the
Lead Agency and the above analysis and evaluation of all
the relevant and probable environmental impacts related to
the activities and actions herein proposed, the City of
Kingston Planning Board, as Lead Agency, determines that
there will be no significant adverse environmental impacts
associated with this project and no Environmental Impact
Statement [(EIS] will be required for the action.
Therefore, this determination of non-significance and
Negative Declaration under SEQRA is hereby approved,
adopted, and issued by the Lead Agency. [See also; Lead
Agency Resolution annexed hereto and made a part hereof as
Exhibit "C".]
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: Ms. Suzanne Cahill,
CONTACT PERSON: city of Kingston Planner
City of Kingston
Planning Board
City Hall, 420 Broadway
Kingston, New York 12401
(845) 334-3955

FILINGS:

Pursuant to 6 NYCRR Part 617.12(b) and in exceedance
of the requirements therein, a copy of this Negative
Declaration is being filed with:

city of Kingston Planning Board
Mr. Wayne Platte, Chairman

City Hall

420 Broadway

Kingston, New York 12401

Ccity of Kingston Common Council
City Hall

420 Broadway

Kingston, New York 12401

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Ms. Kelly Turtorro, Region 3 Director

21 South Putt Corners Road

New Paltz, New York 12561

Ccity of Kingston Department of Public Works
Mr. Edward Norman, Superintendent

25 East O'Reilly Street

Kingston, New York 12401

City of Kingston Zoning Board of Appeals
5 Garraghan Drive
Kingston, New York 12401

Ccity of Kingston Historic Landmark Preservation Commission
5 Garraghan Drive
Kingston, New York 12401

Ulster County Industrial Development Agency

PO Box 4265
Kingston, New York 12401
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City of Kingston Water Department
Ms. Judith Hansen, Superintendent
111 Jansen Avenue

Kingston, New York 12401

Kingston City Schools Consolidated
21 Wynkoop Place
Kingston, New York 12401

Empire State Development Corporation
625 Broadway
Kingston, New York 12401

Ulster County Planning Department
Mr. Dennis Doyle, Director

244 Fair Street, PO Box 1800
Kingston, New York 12401

City of Kingston Building and Safety Division
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e

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 | 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 studles 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:
Kingstonlan Project
Project Location (describe, and attach a general location map):
North Front Street and Falr Street Extension, City of Kingston (lacation map atiached)

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

The project involves the redevalopment of the City of Kingston parking garage property,the Herzogs Supply Co., Inc. warehouse proparty and the Uptown
Grill property(aleo ownaed by Herzogs Supply Co., Inc). The proposed project Includes the following elements: 420 car parking garage, 129 apartmant
unlts, 32 room hotel. 8,850 Sq. Ft. of retall space, a pedestrian plaza area, and an elevaled pedestrian link to connect to Kingston Plaza.

Parcels of Land include: City Parking Garage(1.43 acres), Herzogs warehouse (0.49 acres), and Uptown Grille (0.49 acres), along with portions of Fair
Streat Extansion and a small pocket park owned by the City of Kingston.

The project further includes consolidation of several tax parcels(aubdivision-ol Ene delations).
SEQRA Type 1 Action pursuant to BNYCRR Parts 617 .4(h),(8){lv) and BNYCRR 617 .4(b)(9).

Name of Applicant/Sponsor: Telephone: g45.496-4700
Kingstonian Development Group, LLC E-Mail: Jab@bonurshospitality.com
Address: 375 Route ow
City/PO: \yy, Windsor State: NY FaplCods: 12563
Project Contact (if not same as sponser; give name and title/role): Telephone: g45 468 4700
3ame as sponsor E-Mail: Jab@bonurahospitality.com
Address:
same as above
City/PO: State: Zip Code:
Property Owner (if not same as sponsor): Telephone: 345.338-8300;845-331-0080
Herzogs Supply Co., Inc. and Clty of Kingston E-Mail: brad@herzogs.com; mayor@
Address:
151 Plaza Road(Herzogs) and 420 Broadway{Clty of Kingston)
City/PO: State: Zip Code:y 449
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B. Government Approvals

B. Government Approvals, Funding, or Sponsorship. (“Funding” includes grants, loans, tax relief, and any other forms of financial
assistance.)

Government Entity If Yes: Identify Agency and Approval(s) Application Date
Required (Actual or projected)

a. City Council, Town Board, [ZIYesTINo | sale or Lease of Land/Closing of Fair St Ext December 2018
or Village Board of Trustees

b. City, Town or Village KZIYesCINo | sie Plan and Special Use Permit Decsmber 2018
Planning Board or Commission
c. City Council, Town or BYesTINo | Area varanos(s)-possible, not definite lnmtm 2018
Village Zoning Board of Appeals
d. Other local agencies YesINo  |Histore Landmarks Commission, City of Kingston |December 2018
— | Public Works, Water Dept
e. County agencies VesTINo  |uister County IDA December 2018
Ulster County Planning Board
f. Regional agencies CIYes[CINo
g. State agencies @1YesCINo | Funding of portions of projoct(Empo S Dev) | Januery 2018
NYSDEC SPDES General Permit for Stormwater
h. Federal agencies CIYes[INo
i. Coastal Resources.
i. ls the project site within a Coastal Area, or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland Waterway? OYesEZNo
ii. Is the project site located in & community with an approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program? 2 YesCINo
iii. Is the project site within a Coastal Erosion Hazard Area? O YesilZiNo

C. Planning and Zoning

C.1. Plroning and zoning sctions.

Will administrative or legislative adoption, or amendment of 8 plan, local law, ordinance, rule or regulationbe the [C]YesfZINo
only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action to proceed?
e If Yes, complete sections C, F and G.

If No, proceed to question C.2 and complete all remaining sections and questions in Part |

C.2, Adopted land use plans.

a. Do any municipally- adopted (city, town, village or county) comprehensive land use plan(s) include the site @YesCINo
where the proposed action would be located?

If Yes, does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed action CYeskINo
would be located?

b. Is the site of the propased action within any local or regional special planning district (for example: Greenway EYesINo
Brownfield Opportunity Area (BOA); designated State or Federal heritage area; watershed management plan;
or other?)

If Yes, identify the plan(s):

NYS Heritage Areas:Kingston

c. Is the proposed action located wholly or partially within an area listed in an adopted municipal open space plen, [JYes@ZINo
or an adopted municipal farmland protection plan?
If Yes, identify the plan(s):
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C.3. Zoning

a. Is the site of the praposed action located in a municipality with an adopted zoning law or ordinance. 21 YesCINo
If Yes, what is the zoning classification(s) including any applicable overlay district?

C-2 Zone, Mixed Uso Overlay Distrct
b. Is the use permitied or allowed by a special or conditional use permit? @YesCINo
¢. Is a zoning change requested as part of the proposed action? O YesiZINo
If Yes,

i. What is the proposed new zoning for the site?

C.4. Existing community services.

a. In what school district is the project site located? Kingston City Schools _

b. What police or other public protection forces serve the project site?
Kingston Polics Department

¢. Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site?
Kingston Fire Depariment

d. What parks serve the project site?
Al City Parke

D. Project Detalls

D.1. Proposed and Potential Development

8. What is the general nature of the proposed action (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial, recreational: if mixed, include all
components)? Mixed Use, Residential, Hots!, Commercial, and Municlpal Parking

b. a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? 24 acres
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? 24 acres
¢. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous propertics) owned
or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? 24 acres
<. I3 the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use? O YesiZINo
I. If Yes, what is the approximate percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (¢.g., acres, miles, housing units,
square feet)? % Units:
d. Is the proposed action a subdivision, or does it include & subdivision? WYes[No
If Yes,
i. Purpose or tygg:f subdivision? (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial; if mixed, specify types)
Lot Line Revision/Consolidation
ii. Is a cluster/conservation layout proposed? DOYesZINo
fii, Number of lots proposed?
v. Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes? Minimum Maximum
e. Will proposed action be constructed in multiple phases? CIYesiZINo
i. If No, anticipated period of construction: 15 months
i, If Yes:
s Total number of phases anticipated 1
* Anticipated commencement date of phase 1 (including demolition) 8 month _2018 year
¢ Anticipated completion date of final phase 12 month _2020year
[ ]

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 now residential uses? @AVesDINo
If Yes, show numbers of units proposed.
QOne Family Two Family Three Family Multiple Family (four or more)
Initial Phase 129
At completion

of all phases 120
8. Does the proposed action include new non-residential construction ( including expansions)? OYes[No
If Yes,
i. Total number of structures 2
ii. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: 48 height; 170 width; and 380 length
iil. Approximate extent of building space to be heated or cooled: 178,000 square feet
h. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that will result in the impoundment of any CYes@iNo
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: L] Ground water [JSurface water streams [_JOther specify:

ifi. 1f 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? DYesmNo
(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?
fi. How much material (including rock, earth, sediments, etc.) is proposed to be removed from the site?
¢ Volume (specify tons or cubic yards);
e Over what durstion of time?
iii. Desoribe nature and characteristics of materials to be excavated or dredged, and plans to use, manage or dispose of them.

iv. Wil there be onsite dewatering or processing of excavated materials? LYesINo
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? Cves[INo

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 []chmﬁo
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? CdYesCINo
If Yes, describe:

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

= acres of aquatic vegetation proposed to be removed:

¢ expected acreage of aquatic vegetation remaining after project completion:

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

©  proposed method of plant removal:

s  if chemical/herbicide treatment will be used, gpecify produot(s):

v. Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance:

c. Will the proposed action use, or create a new demand for water? @Yes[No
If Yes:
L. Total anticipated water usage/demand per day: 28,320 gallons/day
ii. Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply? YesNo
If Yes:
¢ Name of district or service area: Kingston Water Depariment
Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal? W YesCINo
e Isthe project site in the existing district? @ Yes[INo
e s expansion of the district needed? O YeslZlNo
« Do existing lines serve the project site? K YesCINo
{ii. Wil line oxtension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project? OYesiZNo
If Yes:

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

@ Source(s) of supply for the district: Upland Ressrvoir in the Town of Woodstoo

iv. Is a new water supply district or service area pro to be formed to serve the project site? 3 YesbZlNo
If, Yes:

e  Applicant/sponsor for new district:

¢ Date application submitted or anticipated:

®  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? M Yes[INo
If Yes:

i. Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day: 28,320 gallons/day
fi. Nature of liquid wastes to be generated (e.g., sanitary wastewater, industrial; if combination, describe all components and
approximate volumes or proportions of each):

lii. Will the proposed action use any existing public wastewater treatment facilities? &21Yes[No
If Yes:
©  Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used: Clty of Kingslon Wastewsler Traatment Faciltty
@  Name of district:
©  Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project? YesCINo
e Isthe project site in the existing district? @A YesNo
¢ Is expansion of the district needed? DYes@No
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e Do existing sewor lines serve the project site? @AYes[ONo
e  Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project? OYeskiNo
If Yes:

o 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? OYesiAANo
If Yes:

¢  Applicant/sponsor for new district:
e  Date application submitted or anticipated:
e Whatis 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 sction disturb more than one acre and create stormwater runofT, either from new point Z1Yes[INo
sources (i.e. ditches, pipes, swales, curbs, gutters or other concentrated flows of stormwater) or non-point
source (i.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 feetor __ 2.4 acres (impervious surface)
Square feetor __ 2.4 acres (parcel size)

ii. Describe types of new point sources. Current site Is ME mg% with parking lots and bulldings. The projact will disturb most of the site but
croa mpa aneas

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

LAA DA,

OITTWELD .h U GOS0 @Na CIreciod L0 U oxX3urig] U [IQULHT 640 i
rwill be treated using redevelopment slandards required under SPDES General Pormit for
o If to surface waters, identify receiving water bodies or wetlands:

construction ackvies.

e  Will stormwater runoff flow to adjacent properties? YesiZINo
iv. Does proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces, use pervious materials or collect and re-use stormwater? OYesldiNo

f. Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or more sources of air emissions, including fuel I IYesZNo
combustion, waste incineration, or other processes ar 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)

ifi. Stationary sources during operations (¢.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 Pemmit, [JYesiZINo
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 arca? (Arca routinely or periodically fails to mect DYes@No
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;)

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

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

Tons/year (short tons) of Sulfur Hexefluoride (SF¢)

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

Tons/year (short tons) of Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs)

LY
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h. Wil the proposed action generate or emit methane (including, but not limited to, sewage treatment plants, OvesZINo
landfills, composting facilities)?
If Yes:

i. Estimate methane gencration 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 DYesuiNo
quarry or landfill operations?

If Yes: Describe operations and nature of emissions (e.g., diesel exhaust, rock particulates/dust);

J. Will the proposed &ction result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels or generate substantial MYes[JNo
new demand for transportation facilities or services?
If Yes:

i. When is the peak traffic expected (Check all that apply): CIMoming Evening COWeekend
[ Randomly between hours of to

fii. For commercial activities only, projected number of semi-trailer truck trips/day: 2

iii. Parking spaces:  Existing 120 Proposed 420 Netincrease/decrease 300
iv. Does the proposed action include any shared use parking? ZlYes[INo
v. [f the proposed action includes any modification of existing roads, creation of new roads or change in existing access, describe;

HUGH OF LENSHON QA

vi. Ace public/private transportation service(s) or facilities available within % mile of the proposed site? Yes[ INo
vii Will the proposed action include access to public transportation or accommodations for use of hybrid, electric Yes{_|No
or other altemative fueled vehicles?

viii. Will the proposed action include plans for pedestrian or bicycle accommodations for connections to existing  [Z]YesTJNo
pedestrian or bicycle routes?

k. Will the proposed action (for commercial o industrial projects only) generate new or sdditional demand @ved INo
for energy?

If Yes:
i. Estimate annual eleciricity demand during operation of the proposed action:

160,000-220,000 kw-hours per month

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

Local Utility Grid
iii. Will the proposed action require a new, or an upgrade to, an existing substation? CvesfZINo
1. Hours of operation. Answer all items which apply.
i. During Construction: ii. During Operations:
e Monday - Friday: Tam-4pm ¢  Monday - Friday: 24 hre
e Saturday: 78m - 4 pm ¢  Saturday: 24 hre
o  Sunday: *  Sunday: 24hrs
e Holidays: ¢ Holidays: 24hrs
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m. Will the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during construction, @ YesCINo
operation, or both?

If yes:
i. Provide details mcludmg soumes. time of day and dumuon

él. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a noise barrier or screen? OYes@iNo
Describe:
n.. Will the proposed action have outdoor lighting? @ Yes(CINo
If yes:

i. Describe source(s), location(s), height of ﬂxture(s) dlrecuon/um. and pmxnmny to nearest oecupled s\ructum
Jmnmmmt arog Bvarege 0 range cOnsis

li. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a light barrier or screen? OYestlino
Describe:

o. Does the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day? UYuENo

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) O Yes@iNo

or chemical products 135 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)

ili, Generally describe proposed storage facilities:

q. Will the proposed action (commercial, industrial and recreational projects only) use pesticides (i.c., herbicides, [1Yes ZINo
insecticides) during construction or operation?
If Yes:

i. Describe proposed treatment(s):

ii. Will the proposed action use Integrated Pest Management Practices? [1 Yes INo

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

If Yes:
/. Describe any solid waste(s) to be generated during construction or operation of the facility:
+ Construction: tons per (unit of time)
o  Operstion : 40-50 tons per week (unit of time)
ii. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of materials to avoid disposal as solid waste:
o Construction: Wil atiempt to crush and re-uss masonvy components of two buidings to be demolishad.
« Operation: within o
ili. Proposed disposal methods/facilities for solid waste generated on-site:
¢  Construction: C & D Lendfili disposal of portions of old warehouss buliding and diner to be demolished.
s  Operation:
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8. Does the proposed action include construction or modification of a solid waste management facility? [ Yes m
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/month, if transfer or other non-combustion/thermal treatment, or

° Tons/hour, if combustion or thermal treatment
iti, If landfill, anticipated site life; years

t. Will proposed action at the site involve the commercial generation, treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous DYumﬁo
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? LUvesCONo
If Yes: provide name and location of facility:

IfNo: 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.L. 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 @ Commercial [] Residential (suburban) [ Rural (non-farm)
O Forest [ Agriculture [J Aquatic 2] Other (specify): Senate House Mussum

ii. If mix of uses, generally describe;

D) BN COMMarcial Mixed it W) arg COMNBrmssnt w

b. Land uses and covertypes on the project site.

Land use or Current Acreage After Change
Covertype Acreage Project Completion (Acres +/-)
0 :luoads. buildings, and other paved or impervious ” . 25 no chenge

e  Forested

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

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

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

¢  Wetlands (freshwater or tidal)

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

e Other
Describe: Landsceped Areas 0.1
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c. Is tho project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation? OveddNo
i. If Yes: explain;

d. Are there any facilities serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, hospitals, licensed ~ @1Yes[JNo
day care centers, or group homes) within 1500 feet of the project site?

If Yes,
i. ldentify Facilities:

Group homa(s) generally located in the uptown araa within 1/4 mile of the site.

e. Does the project site contain an existing dam? OYesdZINo
If Yes:

i. Dimensions of the dam and impoundment:

e Dam height: feet

¢ Dam length: feet

¢ Surface area: acres

¢ Volume impounded: gallons OR acre-feet
ii. Dam's existing hazard classification:
fif. 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, [ YesiZINo

or does the project site adjoin property which is now, or was at one time, used s a solid waste management facility?
If Yes:

i. Has the facility been formally closed? OYed No
e If yes, cite sources/documentation:
ii. Describe the location of the project site relative to the boundaries of the solid waste management facility:

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

g. Have hazardous wastes been gencrated, treated and/or disposed of at the site, or does the project site adjoin CVestNo

property which is now or was at one time used to commercially treat, store and/or dispose of hazardous waste?
If Yes:

1. Describe waste(s) handled and wastc 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 CIYesiZ] No
remedial actions beon 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 OYes[INo
Remediation database? Check all that apply:
[ Yes — Spills Incidents database Provide DEC ID number(s):
[0 Yes - Environmental Site Remediation database Provide DEC ID number(s):
[J Neither database

ii. If site has been subject of RCRA corrective activities, describe control measures:

ili. 1s the project within 2000 feet of anE site in the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation database? AYesCINo
If yes, provide DEC ID number(s): 35

iv. If yes to (i), ({i) or (iif) above, describe cument status of site(s):
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v. Is the project site subject to an institutional control limiting property uses? O Yes@No

If yes, DEC site ID number:

Describe the type of institutionat control (e.g., deed restriction or casement):

Describe any use limitations:

Describe any engineering controls:

Wil the project affect the institutional or engineering controls in place? OYesiZINo
Explain;

E.2. Natural Resources On or Near Profect Site

8. What is the average depth to bedrock on the project site? ___ greater than 80 feet
b. Are there bedrock outcroppings on the project site? O YesiZiNo
1f Yes, what proportion of the site is comprised of bedrock outcroppings? %
c. Predominant soil type(s) present on project site: ML{mada |and) L
PmD (Plalnfleld Sandy Loam) 20%
Un(Unadilla SIlt Loam) 10%
d. What is the average depth 10 the water table on the projoct site? Average: 10-20 feet
¢. Drainage status of project site soils:lZ] Well Drained: 100 % of site
1 Moderately Well Drained: % of site
O Poorly Drained % of site
f. Approximate proportion of proposed action site with slopes: [7] 0-10%: 85 % of site
& 10-15%: 26 %ofsite
1 15% or greater: __10 % of site
B: Are there any unique geologic features on the project site? CIvesZNo
If Yes, describe:

h. Surface water features.

i. Does any portion of the project site contain wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams, rivers, CJYeskZINo
ponds or lakes)?

ii. Do any wetlands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site? CIvesfZINo
If Yes to either / or ii, continue. If No, skip to E2.i.

lii. Are any of the wetlands or waterbodies within or adjoining the project site regulated by any federal, OvesiiNo
state or local agency?

{v. For each identified regulated wetland and waterbody on the project site, provide the following information:
o  Streams: Name Classification

®  Lakes or Ponds; Name Classification

®  Wetlands: Name Approximate Size

¢ Wetland No. (if regulated by DEC)

v. Are any of the above water bodies listed in the most recent compilation of NYS water quality-impaired OYestNo
waterbodies?

If yes, name of impaired water body/bodies and basis for listing as impaired:

i. Is the project site in a designated Floodway? ﬁ“imo

j- Is the project site in the 100 ycar Floodplain? @IVes[INo

k. Is the project site in the 500 year Floodplain? @vesCINo

L. Is the project site located over, or immediately adjoining, a primary, principal or sole source aquifer? EiVesCINo
If Yes:

i. Name of aquifer: Principal Aquiter
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m. [dentify the predominant wildlife species that occupy or use the project site:

n. Does the project site contain a designated significant natural community?
If Yes:

i. Describe the habitat/community (composition, function, and basis for designation):

n‘(esm

il. Source(s) of description or evaluation:

iii. Extent of community/habitat:
e Cumently:

acres
¢ Following completion of project as proposed: acres
@  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

Northem Long-eared Bat

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

2 YesDINo

P. Does the project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by NYS as rare, or as a species of
special concem?

An endangered species report will be prepared for the project.

CIvestiZine

q. I the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting, trapping, fishing or shell fishing?
If yes, give a brief description of how the proposed action may affect that use:

E]YesmNo

EJ3. Designated Public Resources On or Near Project Site

8. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in a designated agriculfural district certified pursuant to
Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 3047
If Yes, provide county plus district name/number;

CIVesiZINo

b. Are agricultural lands consisting of highly productive soils present?
I. If Yes: acreage(s) on project site?

T1YesZNo

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

¢. Does:the project site contain all or part of| or is it substantially contiguous to, a registered National
Natural Landmark?
If Yes:

I, Nature of the natural landmark: [ Biological Community O Geological Feature
ii. Provide brief description of landmark, including values behind designation and approximate size/extent:

CYesZINo

d. Is the project site located in or does it adjoin a state listed Critical Environmental Area?
If Yes:

i. CEA name:

CvesiZINo

ii. Basis for designation:

#ii. Designating agency and date:
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e. Does the project site contain, or js it substantially contiguous to, a building, archaeological site, or district W YesINo
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 bHistoric Building or District
ii. Name: Kingstan Stockade District, Senate House

ifi. 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 1Yes[ONo
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? [CJYeskZINo
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 OYesfZINo
scenic or aesthetic resource?

If Yes:
i Identify resource:

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

fii. Distance between project and resource: _miles,
i. Is the project site located within a designated river corridor under the Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers CIYesi/INo
Program 6 NYCRR 666?
If Yes:
i. Identify the name of the river and its designation:
ii. 1s the activity consistent with development restrictions contained in 6NYCRR Part 666? [OYes[No

F. Additional Information
Attach any additional information wh ich 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
I certify that the information provided is true to the best of my knowledge.

Date_ _/'/ / 27 A y

Title /Dﬁjf‘*’d’f ffgﬁm ey

Applicant/Sponsor Name Kingstorn Development, LLC

Signature
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. Agency Use Only [If upplicable]
Full Environmental Assessment Form

Part 2 - Identification of Potential Project Impacts

Project :
Date :

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.

e & & & o o

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.

1f 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.

¢  When answering a question consider all components of the proposed activity, that is, the “whole action”.
¢  Consider the possibility for long-term and cumulative impacts as well as direct impacts.
» _Answer the question in a reasonable manner considering the scale and context of the project.

1. Impact on 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 - . If “No", move on to Section 2.

[Ono

] YES

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I 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
less than 3 feet.
b. The proposed action may involve construction on slopes of 15% or greater. E2f O %)
c. The proposed action may involve construction on land where bedrock is exposed, or | E2a K 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
of natural material.
e. The proposed action may involve construction that continues for more than one year | Dle a %]
or in multiple phases.
f. The proposed action may result in increased erosion, whether from physical D2e, D2q 1% a
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 4| O
h. Other impacts: Construction grading and demolition O A
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2. Impact on Geological Features

The proposed action may result in the modification or destruction of, or inhibit

access to, any unique or unusual land forms on the site (e.g., cliffs, dunes,
minerals, fossils, caves). (See Part 1. E.2.g)
If “Yes", answer questions a - ¢. If “No", move on to Section 3.

ZINo

[CJYEs

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part1 small to large
Question(s) Impact impact may
may occur occur
a. Identify the specific land form(s) attached: _ - E2g 0 a
b. The proposed action may affect or is adjacent to a geological feature listed as a E3c u} a
registered National Natural Landmark.
Specific feature: - B .
c. Other impacts: o u]

3. Impacts on Surface Water

The proposed action may affect one or more wetlands or other surface water
bodies (e.g., streams, rivers, ponds or lakes). (See Part 1. D.2, E.2.h)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - I. If “"No”, move on to Section 4.

CIno

YES

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur

a. The proposed action may create a new water body. D2b, D1h 74| O

b. The proposed action may result in an increase or decrease of over 10% or more than a D2b 2 O
10 acre increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water.

c. The proposed action may involve dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material D2a 4| O
from a wetland or water body.

d. The proposed action may involve construction within or adjoining a freshwater or E2h & O
tidal wetland, or in the bed or banks of any other water body.

e. The proposed action may create turbidity in a waterbody, either from upland erosion, | D2a, D2h 2 a
runoff or by disturbing bottom sediments.

f. The proposed action may include construction of one or more intake(s) for withdrawal D2c 4] O
of water from surface water,

g. The proposed action may include construction of one or more outfall(s) for discharge | D2d 4] O
of wastewater to surface water(s).

h. The proposed action may cause soil erosion, or otherwise create a source of D2e & a
stormwater discharge that may lead to siltation or other degradation of receiving
water bodies.

i. The proposed action may affect the water quality of any water bodies within or E2h 7] a
downstream of the site of the proposed action.

j. The proposed action may involve the application of pesticides or herbicides in or D2gq, E2h Y| (W
around any water body.

k. The proposed action may require the construction of new, or expansion of existing, Dla, D2d 4] a
wastewater treatment facilities.
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1. Other impacts: o [ O
4. Impact on groundwater
The proposed action may result in new or additional use of ground water, or MNO [___]YES
may have the potential to introduce contaminants to ground water or an aquifer.
(See Part 1. D.2.a,D.2.¢c,D.2.d, D.2.p, D.2.q, D.2.t)
If “Yes", answer questions a - h. If “No”, move on to Section 3.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may require new water supply wells, or create additional demand | D2c o o
on supplies from existing water supply wells.
b. Water supply demand from the proposed action may exceed safe and sustainable D2c o o
withdrawal capacity rate of the local supply or aquifer.
Cite Source: L - S
¢. The proposed action may allow or result in residential uses in areas without water and | D1a, D2¢ (8] o
sewer services.
d. The proposed action may include or require wastewater discharged to groundwater. D2d, E21 o 0
¢. The proposed action may result in the construction of water supply wells in locations | D2e, E1f, 0 o
where groundwater is, or is suspected to be, contaminated. Elg, Elh
f. The proposed action may require the bulk storage of petroleum or chemical products | D2p, E2I o o
over ground water or an aquifer.
g. The proposed action may involve the commercial application of pesticides within 100 | E2h, D2q, = o
feet of potable drinking water or irrigation sources. E21, D2¢
h. Other impacts: ) a o 0
5. Impact on Flooding
The proposed action may resuit in development on lands subject to flooding. Cno MYES
(See Part 1. E.2)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - g. If "No", move on to Section 6.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may result in development in a designated floodway. E2i a
b. The proposed action may result in development within a 100 year floodplain. E2j @ O
¢. The proposed action may result in development within a 500 year floodplain. E2k a 4]
d. The proposed action may result in, or require, modification of existing drainage D2b, D2e 174 O
pattems.
e. The proposed action may change flood water flows that contribute to flooding. D2b, E2i, 74|
E2j, E2k
f. If there is a dam located on the site of the proposed action, is the dam in need of repair, | Ele

or upgrade?
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g. Other impacts: 3 o O
6. Impacts on Air
The proposed action may include a state regulated air emission source. NO DYES
(See Part 1. D.2.f,, D.2.h, D.2.g)
If "Yes”, answer questions a - f. If “No”', move on to Section 7.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur oceur
a. If the proposed action requires federal or state air emission permits, the action may
also emit one or more greenhouse gases at or above the following levels:
i. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide (CO,) D2g a a
{i. More than 3.5 tons/year of nitrous oxide (N,O) D2g o o
iii. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon equivalent of perfluorocarbons (PFCs) D2g o g
iv. More than .045 tons/year of sulfur hexafluoride (SF¢) D2g g -
v. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide equivalent of D2g
hydrochloroflourocarbons (HFCs) emissions
vi. 43 tons/year or more of methane D2h o D
b. The proposed action may generate 10 tons/year or more of any one designated D2g D o
hazardous air pollutant, or 25 tons/year or more of any combination of such hazardous
air pollutants.
c. The proposed action may require a state air registration, or may produce an emissions | D2f, D2g o 0
rate of total contaminants that may exceed 5 1bs. per hour, or may include a heat
source capable of producing more than 10 million BTU's per hour,
d. The proposed action may reach 50% of any of the thresholds in “a” through “c”, D2g o o
above.
¢. The proposed action may result in the combustion or thermal treatment of more than 1 D2s a o
ton of refuse per hour,
f. Other impacts: B - B o o

7. Impact on Plants and Animals

The proposed action may result in a loss of flora or fauna. (See Part 1. E.2. m.-q.)

If “Yes", answer questions a - j. If “No”, move on to Section 8.

[JNo

Z1YES

Relevant No, or Moderate
PartI small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur oceur

a. The proposed action may cause reduction in population or loss of individuals of any E2o (v} a
threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the Federal
government, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site.

P

b. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by E2o @ a
any rare, threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the federal
government.

¢. The proposed action may cause reduction in population, or loss of individuals, of any E2p @a a
species of special concern or conservation need, as listed by New York State or the
Federal government, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site.

d. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by E2p V| a

any species of special concern and conservation need, as listed by New York State or
the Federal government.
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¢. The proposed action may diminish the capacity of a registered National Natural Elc @ a
Landmark to support the biological community it was established to protect.
f. The proposed action may result in the removal of, or ground disturbance in, any E2n 7| O
portion of a designated significant natural community.
Source: - o
g. The proposed action may substantially interfere with nesting/breeding, foraging, or E2m @ o
over-wintering habitat for the predominant species that occupy or use the project site.
h, The proposed action requires the conversion of more than 10 acres of forest, Elb @ O
grassland or any other regionally or locally important habitat.
Habitat type & information source: N
i. Proposed action (commercial, industrial or recreational projects, only) involves use of | D2q 4| 0
herbicides or pesticides.
j. Other impacts: Wildiife displacement and loss of trees @ a

8. Impact on Agricultural Resources

The proposed action may impact agricultural resources. (See Part 1. E.3.a. and b.)

If “Yes”, answer questions a - h. If "No”, move on to Section 9.

Ino

[(CIyEs

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur

a. The proposed action may impact soil classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the E2c, E3b o a
NYS Land Classification System.

b. The proposed action may sever, cross or otherwise limit access to agricultural land Ela, Elb a 0
(includes cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard, orchard, etc).

c. The proposed action may result in the excavation or compaction of the soil profile of E3b o o
active agricultural land.

d. The proposed action may irreversibly convert agricultural land to non-agricultural Elb, E3a 8] o
uses, either more than 2.5 acres if located in an Agricultural District, or more than 10
acres if not within an Agricultural District.

e. The proposed action may disrupt or prevent installation of an agricultural land Ela, Elb “ o
management system.

f. The proposed action may result, directly or indirectly, in increased development C2c, C3, o o
potential or pressure on farmland. D2c, D2d

g. The proposed project is not consistent with the adopted municipal Farmland C2c o a
Protection Plan.

h. Other impacts: u} o
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Impact on Aesthetic Resources

The land use of the proposed action are obviously different from, or are in DNO YES
sharp contrast to, current land use patterns between the proposed project and
a scenic or aesthetic resource. (Part 1. E.1.a, E.1.b, E.3.h.)
If “Yes ", answer questions a - g. If “No”, go to Section 10.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part1 small to large
Question(s) fmpact impact may
may occur occur
a. Proposed action may be visible from any officially designated federal, state, or local | E3h a @2
scenic or aesthetic resource.
b. The proposed action may result in the obstruction, elimination or significant E3h, C2b 4| O
screening of one or more officially designated scenic views.
¢. The proposed action may be visible from publicly accessible vantage points: E3h
i. Seasonally (e.g., screened by summer foliage, but visible during other seasons) O a
ii. Year round () (v4j
d. The situation or activity in which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed E3h
action is: E2q
i. Routine travel by residents, including travel to and from work ’ v} a
ii. Recreational or tourism based activities Elc @ O
e. The proposed action may cause a diminishment of the public enjoyment and E3h v O
appreciation of the designated aesthetic resource.
f. There are similar projects visible within the following distance of the proposed Dila, Ela, A O
project: DIf, Dlg
0-1/2 mile
¥ -3 mile
3-5 mile
5+ mile
g. Other impacts: Visual context of the Historic District o — O 2

10. Impact on Historic and Archeological Resources
The proposed action may occur in or adjacent to a historic or archaeological
resource. (Part 1. E.3.e,f and g.)
If “Yes"”, answer questions a - e. If “No", go to Section 11.

[Cno

[Y]ves

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
=SSR S RS S e e S S _mAyoceur | occur
a. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous
to, any buildings, archaeological site or district which is listed on the National or E3e a "}
State Register of Historical Places, or that has been determined by the Commissioner
of the NYS Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation to be eligible for
listing on the State Register of Historic Places.
b. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous | E3f O %]
to, an area designated as sensitive for archaeological sites on the NY State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory.
c. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous | E3g iz a
to, an archaeological site not included on the NY SHPO inventory.
Source:
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d. Other impacts: o o | O
If any of the above (a-d) are answered “Moderate to large impact may
€ occur”, continue with the following questions to help support conclusions in Part 3:
i.  The proposed action may result in the destruction or alteration of all or part E3e, E3g, O 7]
of the site or property. E3f
ii. The proposed action may result in the alteration of the property’s setting or E3e, E3f, O i
integrity. E3g, Ela,
Elb
iii. The proposed action may result in the introduction of visual elements which | E3e, E3f, O A
are out of character with the site or property, or may alter its setting. E;S,C 12311,
11. Impact on Open Space and Recreation
The proposed action may result in a loss of recreational opportunities or a IZlNO DYES
reduction of an open space resource as designated in any adopted
municipal open space plan.
(SeePart 1. C.2.c,E.1.c., E.2.q.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - e. If “No", go to Section 12.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may result in an impairment of natural functions, or “ecosystem | D2e, Elb o o
services”, provided by an undeveloped area, including but not limited to stormwater | E2h,
storage, nutrient cycling, wildlife habitat. E2m, E2o,
E2n, E2p
b. The proposed action may resuit in the loss of a current or future recreational resource. | C2a, Elc, a o
C2¢c, E2q
c. The proposed action may eliminate open space or recreational resource in an area C2a, C2¢ o o
with few such resources. Elc, E2q
d. The proposed action may result in loss of an area now used informally by the C2c, Elc o a
community as an open Space resource.
e. Other impacts: o u]
12. Impact on Critical Environmental Areas
The proposed action may be located within or adjacent to a critical Iz NO L__l YES
environmental area (CEA). (See Part 1. E.3.d)
If “Yes"”, answer questions a - ¢. If “"No”, go to Section 13.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may oceur occur
a. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quantity of the resource or E3d 8] 8]
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA.
b. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quality of the resource or E3d a o
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA.
c. Otherimpacts: =~~~ - o o
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13. Impact on Transportation

The proposed action may result in a change to existing transportation systems.

(See Part 1. D.2j)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - f. If “No", go to Section 14.

[Jno

[v]YES

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. Projected traffic increase may exceed capacity of existing road network. D2j 74 O
b. The proposed action may result in the construction of paved parking area for 500 or D2j v4| a
more vehicles.
c. The proposed action will degrade existing transit access. D2j 4] O
d. The proposed action will degrade existing pedestrian or bicycle accommodations. D2j 14} O
e. The proposed action may alter the present pattern of movement of people or goods. D2j O 7|
f. Other impacts:Closing off of Fair Street extension I O %4

14. Impact on Energy
The proposed action may cause an increase in the use of any form of energy.
(See Part 1. D.2.k)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - e. If “No”, go to Section 15.

[Cno

[/]YEs

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

a. The proposed action will require a new, or an upgrade to an existing, substation. D2k 74| O
b. The proposed action will require the creation or extension of an energy transmission | D1f, 7] O

or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two-family residences or to servea | Dlg, D2k

commercial or industrial use.
¢. The proposed action may utilize more than 2,500 MWhrs per year of electricity. D2k 4] O
d. The proposed action may involve heating and/or cooling of more than 100,000 square Dig ¥4 O

feet of building area when completed.
e. Other Impacts:

p - O O

15. Impact on Noise, Odor, and Light

The proposed action may result in an increase in noise, odors, or outdoor lighting.

(See Part 1. D.2.m., n., and 0.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - f._If "No", go to Section 16.

o

[/lYEs

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

a. The proposed action may produce sound above noise levels established by local D2m 74| a
regulation.

b. The proposed action may result in blasting within 1,500 feet of any residence, D2m, Eld 4] O
hospital, school, licensed day care center, or nursing home.

c. The proposed action may result in routine odors for more than one hour per day. D2o ¥4 a
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d. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties. D2n 7] O
e. The proposed action may result in lighting creating sky-glow brighter than existing D2n, Ela 4] O
area conditions.
f. Other impacts: . . 0O O
16. Impact on Human Health
The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure NO D YES
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.
Relevant No,or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may cceur occur
a. The proposed action is located within 1500 feet of a school, hospital, licensed day Eld a o
care center, group home, nursing home or retirement community.
b. The site of the proposed action is currently undergoing remediation. Elg, Elh 8] o
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 o
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 o
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, Eif o o
management facility.
h. The proposed action may result in the unearthing of solid or hazardous waste. D2gq, E1f o a
i. The proposed action may result in an increase in the rate of disposal, or processing, of D2r, D2s o u}
solid waste.
§. The proposed action may result in excavation or other disturbance within 2000 feet of | Elf, Elg o 0
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, Elf, s] o
project site. D2r
m. Other impacts: o o
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17. Consistency with Community Plans
The proposed action is not consistent with adopted land use plans.
(See Part 1. C.1,C.2. and C.3))
If "“Yes”, answer questions a - h. If “No”, go to Section 18.

[I~o

[V]YEs

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur oceur

a. The proposed action’s land use components may be different from, or in sharp C2,C3,D1a 4| O
contrast to, current surrounding land use pattern(s). Ela, Elb

b. The proposed action will cause the permanent population of the city, town or village | C2 4] a
in which the project is located to grow by more than 5%.

c. The proposed action is inconsistent with local land use plans or zoning regulations. C2,C2,C3 7] O

d. The proposed action is inconsistent with any County plans, or other regional land use | C2, C2 %] O
plans.

e. The proposed action may cause a change in the density of development that is not C3, Dlc, 4} O
supported by existing infrastructure or is distant from existing infrastructure. D1d, D1f,

D1d, Elb

f. The proposed action is located in an area characterized by low density development C4, D2c, D2d O
that will require new or expanded public infrastructure. D2

g. The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts (e.g., residential or | C2a @ O
commercial development not included in the proposed action)

h. Other: The proposed action requires a zoning change for a small portion of the site %] a

18. Consistency with Community Character
The proposed project is inconsistent with the existing community character.
(See Part 1.C.2,C.3,D.2, E3)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - g. If “No”, proceed to Part 3.

[yINno

[Jyes

Relevant No, or Moderate
PartI small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur oceur
a. The proposed action may replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures, or areas | E3e, E3f, E3g = Q
of historic importance to the community.
b. The proposed action may create a demand for additional community services (e.g. C4 & g
schools, police and fire)
c. The proposed action may displace affordable or low-income housing in an area where | C2, C3, D1f a a
there is a shortage of such housing. Dlg, Ela
d. The proposed action may interfere with the use or enjoyment of officially recognized | C2, E3 o o
or designated public resources.
e. The proposed action is inconsistent with the predominant architectural scale and C2,C3 o o
character.
f. Proposed action is inconsistent with the character of the existing natural landscape. C2,C3 (n} s8]
Ela, Elb
E2g, E2h
g. Other impacts: o 0

PRINT FULL FORM | Page 10 of 10
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CHAPTERI
INTRODUCTION

This report summarizes the results of a Traffic Impact Study completed for the
proposed Kingstonian Mixed-use Development located in the City of Kingston, Ulster
County, New York. The site is comprised of three parcels located on Fair Street
Extension between N. Front Street and Schwenk Drive. A map illustrating the project

location is shown on Figure 1.1.

A. Planned Project

The proposed project involves the construction of a mixed-use retail development
that includes 131 apartment units above 8,950 SF of retail space, as well as a 32-room
hotel located on Fair Street Extension between N. Front Street and Schwenk Drive. The
development of the subject property will result in the creation of 420 off-street parking
spaces. The residential portion of the proposed project will be served by 131 assigned
parking spaces, a 1:1 ratio with respect to the number of units. The remaining 289
spaces will be available to the public and operated by the City of Kingston. This
represents an approximately 150-space increase in the area’s off-street parking supply
when compared to the existing condition and may reduce the amount of driving (i.e.,
circling the bock) associated with the search for on-street parking in Uptown, which is
limited. For residents of the project with more than one vehicle, the applicant plans to
designate approximately 50 parking spaces in the Kingston Plaza shopping center for
additional capacity. In order to accommodate these residents and to provide for
enhanced connectivity between the two properties in general, the Kingstonian project
proposes to construct a pedestrian bridge over Schwenk Drive.

Access to and from the site is currently provided via Fair Street Extension,
Schwenk Drive, and N. Front Street. Fair Street Extension will be closed to through
traffic with development of the site, and provide access to and from the site via a
parking garage ramp. It is noted that the segment of Fair Street Extension between the
proposed garage and N. Front Street will be used to create a pedestrian plaza. A ramp
on Schwenk Drive east of Fair Street Extension will also provide access to and from the

‘ N Creighton The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
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parking garage, as well as access for deliveries. A third ramp on N. Front Street
opposite Wall Street will provide ingress to the parking garage.

Based on a review of the proposed land uses, the existing traffic volumes and
adjacent roadway network, the following access modifications are proposed at the site:

e Closure of Fair Street Extension to through traffic in order to provide
access to and from the parking garage.

e Addition of a fourth leg to the N. Front Street/\Wall Street intersection to
provide access to the parking garage. This will require relocation of the
existing flashing beacon and mast arm.

The “lllustrative Site Plan” prepared by Brinnier & Larios, P.C. Engineers & Land
Surveyors dated November, 2018 is included under Appendix A. This traffic impact
study provides an assessment of the development assuming full build-out of the site in
2021, with a design year of 2025.

B. Study Area and Methodology
The study area for this analysis includes the following intersections:

Schwenk Drive/Washington Avenue

Washington Avenue/North Front Street

N. Front Street/Frog Alley

N. Front Street/\Wall Street

N. Front Street/Fair Street

Schwenk Drive/Fair Street Extension/Plaza Driveway
Schwenk Drive/Clinton Avenue

Clinton Avenue/John Street

Clinton Avenue/\Westbrook Avenue

Clinton Avenue/Main Street

The potential traffic impact of the proposed project was determined by
documenting the existing traffic conditions in the area, projecting future traffic volumes,
including traffic associated with other developments in the area, adding the peak-hour
trip generation of the site, and analyzing the operating conditions of the study area
intersections after development of the proposed project. Additionally, a sensitivity
analysis considers the impacts of the project as they relate to proposed changes to
circulation within the study area resulting from the Downtown Revitalization Initiative
(DRI).

The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
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CHAPTERII
EXISTING CONDITIONS

A. Roadways Serving the Site

Schwenk Drive — Schwenk Drive is classified as an Urban Local Road that
connects Clinton Avenue and Washington Avenue in the City of Kingston.
West of Fair Street, Schwenk Drive consists of a two 12-foot-wide travel lanes
in each direction with an approximate 15-foot-wide raised median. East of
Fair Street, Schwenk Drive narrows considerably, providing a single 12-foot-
wide lane in each direction and no median. Traffic volume data provided by
NYSDOT indicates that Schwenk Drive carried approximately 12,400 vehicles
per day (vpd) in 2013. The posted speed limit on Schwenk Drive is 30-mph.
Sidewalks are provided on both sides of Schwenk Drive west of Fair Street.
East of Fair Street, a sidewalk is provided on the north side of Schwenk Drive
only. Land uses along Schwenk Drive are a primarily commercial.

N. Front Street — N. Front Street is classified as an Urban Minor Arterial near
the project site provides east-west travel between Clinton Avenue and
Washington Avenue. N. Front Street provides one 12-foot-wide travel lane in
each direction with an approximate nine-foot-wide parking lane on both sides
of the roadway. Traffic volume data provided by NYSDOT indicates that
approximately 6,600 vpd passed the site in 2016. The posted speed limit on
North Front Street is 30-mph. Sidewalks are provided on both sides of the
roadway and land uses along Front Street are generally commercial.

Fair Street Extension — Fair Street Extension is classified as an urban local
road that provides north-south travel between Schwenk Drive and North Front
Street. Fair Street Extension consists of an approximate 15-foot-wide travel
lane in each direction and sidewalks on both side of the roadway. Traffic data
collected by Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP (CME) on Fair Street
Extension indicates that the roadway currently carries approximately 2,300
vpd. It is noted that south of North Front Street, Fair Street Extension
becomes Fair Street which is classified as an Urban Major Collector and
provides one-way southbound travel to Henry Street (NY Route 32).

B. Study Area Intersections

Schwenk Drive/Washington Avenue/Hurley Avenue - This is a four-leg

intersection operating under actuated traffic signal control. The eastbound
Hurley Avenue approach and northbound Washington Avenue approach each
provide an exclusive left-turn lane as well as two through lanes with shared
right turns. The southbound Washington Avenue approach and Westbound
Schwenk Drive approach each provide a single through lane as well as an
exclusive left-turn lane and a separate right-turn lane. Sidewalks and curb
ramps are present on all intersection approaches. Likewise, marked

“H‘ C_rgfghton The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
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crosswalks, pedestrian push buttons, and countdown timers are present on all
intersection crossings.

Washington Avenue/N. Front Street — This is a four-leg intersection operating
under actuated traffic signal control. The eastbound and westbound North
Front Street approaches each provide an exclusive left-turn lane and a
shared through/right-turn lane.  The northbound Washington Avenue
approach provides a shared lane for through/left-turn movements as well as a
separate right turn lane. The southbound Washington Avenue approach
provides an exclusive left-turn lane, a single through lane, and a separate
right-turn lane. Sidewalks and curb ramps are present on all intersection
approaches. Likewise, marked crosswalks, pedestrian push buttons, and
countdown timers are present on all intersection crossings.

N. Front Street/Frog Alley — This is a four leg intersection operating under
stop sign control on the southbound Frog Alley approach. All approaches
provide a single lane for shared travel movements. It is noted that exiting the
intersection to the south, Frog Alley becomes a one-way street southbound.
Sidewalks and marked crosswalks are present on all intersection legs.

N. Front Street/Wall Street — This is a three-leg intersection operating under
all-way stop control with a flashing beacon mounted to a mast arm. The
eastbound and westbound North Front Street approaches each provide a
single lane for shared travel movements. The northbound Wall Street
approach is one-way towards North Front Street and provides separate left-
and right-turn lanes. Sidewalks and curb ramps are present on all intersection
approaches, and marked crosswalks are provided across all intersection legs.

N. Front Street/Fair Street/Fair Street Extension — This intersection is a four-
leg intersection operating under all-way stop control. The southbound Fair
Street Extension approach and the eastbound North Front Street approach
each provide a single lane for shared travel movements. The westbound
North Front Street approach is one-way westbound and provides an exclusive
left-turn lane in addition to a shared lane for through/right-turn movements. It
is noted that south of North Front Street, Fair Street is one-way southbound
exiting the intersection. Sidewalks and curb ramps are present on all
intersection approaches, and marked crosswalks are provided across all
intersection legs.

Schwenk Drive/Fair Street Ext/Kingston Plaza Driveway — This is a four-leg
intersection operating under all-way stop sign control with a flashing beacon.
The eastbound Schwenk Drive approach and the southbound Kingston Plaza
driveway approach each provide an exclusive left-turn lane, single through
lane, and separate right-turn lane. The northbound Fair Street Extension
approach and westbound Schwenk Drive approach each provide a single

The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
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lane for all travel movements. Sidewalks and marked crosswalks are present
on all intersection approaches.

Schwenk Drive/Clinton Avenue — This is a three-leg intersection operating
under stop sign control on the westbound Schwenk Drive approach. All
approaches provide a single lane for shared travel movements. It is noted that
north of Schwenk Drive, Clinton Avenue is a one-way street northbound.
Sidewalks are provided on both sides of Clinton Avenue south of Schwenk
Drive. North of the intersection, sidewalks are provided on the west side of
Clinton Avenue and the east side of Schwenk Drive. There are no marked
crosswalks at this intersection.

Clinton Avenue/John Street — This intersection is a three-leg intersection
operating under yield control on the eastbound John Street approach. The
eastbound John Street approach provides a single lane for shared travel
movements in addition to a parking lane on the north side of the roadway. It is
noted that John Street is one-way towards Clinton Avenue entering the
intersection. The northbound and southbound Clinton Avenue approaches
provide a single lane for through movements. Sidewalks are present on all
intersection approaches, and a marked crosswalk is provided across John
Street.

Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane — This intersection is a three-leg intersection
operating under all way stop sign control. The northbound and southbound
Clinton Avenue approaches each provide a single lane for shared travel
movements. The westbound Westbrook Lane approach provides separate
left- and right-turn lanes. Sidewalks are present on both sides of Clinton
Avenue, and on the south side of Westbrook Lane. Curb ramps and a marked
crosswalk are provided across the westbound Westbrook Lane approach.

Clinton Avenue/Main Street — This intersection is a three-leg intersection
operating under stop sign control on the southbound Clinton Avenue
approach. All approaches provide a single lane for shared travel movements.
It is noted that Main Street is one-way westbound exiting the intersection.
Sidewalks and marked crosswalks are present on all intersection legs.

Existing Conditions

Traffic Volumes

Intersection turning movement counts were conducted at the study area

intersections on Thursday, May 9, 2019 from 4:00 to 6:00 p.m. with the exception of the

North Front Street/Frog Alley intersection, which was counted on Wednesday June 19,

2019. In addition, traffic associated with the existing driveways on Fair Street Extension

was observed. This traffic study focuses on the weekday PM peak period, which

The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
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corresponds to peak operations at the proposed site and peak traffic conditions on the
surrounding roadway network. The 2019 Existing PM peak hour traffic volumes are
shown on Figure 2.1 and form the basis for all traffic forecasts. The raw turning
movement count data is included in Appendix B. The following observations are evident
based on the existing traffic volume data:
* The PM peak hour generally occurred from 4:30 p.m. to 5:30 p.m.
* The two-way traffic volume on N. Front Street adjacent to the project site was
approximately 435 vehicles during the PM peak hour. The two-way traffic
volume on Schwenk Drive was 1,255 vehicles during the PM peak hour. Fair

Street Extension carried approximately 140 vehicles southbound and 110
vehicles northbound during the PM peak hour.

» Significant pedestrian activity was observed at the study area intersections
during the PM peak hour, as would be expected in an urban environment with
a robust sidewalk network. Bicycle and pedestrian activity is summarized in
Table 2.1 below.

Table 2.1 - Bicycle and Pedestrian Activity Summary

Location EM Peuk Hou_r
Pedestrians Bicyclists
Schwenk Drive/Washington Avenue 1 0
Washington Avenue/N. Front Street 7 0
Schwenk Drive/Fair Street 60 1
Schwenk Drive/Clinton Avenue 0 0
N. Front Street/Wall Street 125 0
N. Front Street/Fair Street 115 2
Clinton Avenue/John Street 4 1
Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Street 31 1
Clinton Avenue/Main Street 52 3

D. Transit
Transit service in the study area is provided by the Ulter County Area Transit
(UCAT). Downtown Kingston is one of UCAT’s larger activity nodes, and is therefore

well served by numerous routes as summarized in Table 2.2.

The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
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Table 2.2 - Summary of Existing Transit Service

Weekday Saturday Sunday

S| B R el e B e

EU 6:15AM 75 10:30AM — | 2 Trips None None
9:35PM 4:30PM

KPL 5:15AM 180 6:45AM - {120 None None
8:15PM 4:14PM

KS 5:30AM 60 8:00AM - 120 None None
8:30PM 6:00PM

R 5:20AM 30/60 None None None None
5:20PM

z 5:15AM 60/120 8:00AM — | 2 Trips None None
5:30PM 2:00PM

Red 7:00AM 30 8.30AM - |60 None None
7:00PM 6:00PM

Blue 7:00AM 30 None None None None
6:30PM

It is noted that on April 29, 2019 UCAT proposed substantial changes to the

existing bus network in order to improve service to, from, and around the City of

Kingston. Implementation of these changes would result in fewer bus routes within the

service area, although bus frequency would increase.
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CHAPTER llI
TRAFFIC FORECASTS

To evaluate the impact of the proposed development, traffic projections were
prepared for a 2025 design year (2021 Build+4) and a comparison was made between

the future traffic volumes with and without the project.

A. 2025 No-Build Traffic Volumes

No-Build traffic volumes include trips associated with other development projects
in the study area and general background traffic growth. A regression analysis of
historic traffic volumes in the study area indicates that traffic volume growth in the
vicinity of the site has increased by approximately two percent per year over the last
several years; therefore, the Existing 2019 traffic volumes were increased by a two-
percent-per-year growth rate for six years to represent general growth in the area. It is
noted that this 2% background growth accounts for potential future traffic from four
boutique hotels currently under consideration, as well as other projects not known as
this time. In addition, the City of Kingston Planning Department indicated that
background traffic would increase based on traffic associated with the following other
developments for the 2025 No-Build conditions as shown on Figure 3.1:

e Energy Square — 57 Apartment units above 11 KSF dedicated to civic space
located on Cedar Street.

The 2025 No-Build traffic volumes are illustrated on Figures 3.1 and represent
traffic conditions expected at the study area intersections before development of the
proposed project.

B. Trip Generation

Trip generation determines the quantity of traffic expected to travel to/from the
project site. The Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation, 10th
edition, provides trip generation data for various land uses based on studies of similar
existing developments located across the country. Trip Generation for this mixed-use

project was estimated using ITE land use code (LUC) 221 — Multi-Family Housing Mid-

‘ 4 Creighton The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
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Rise, LUC 820 — Shopping Center, and LUC 310 — Hotel. It is noted that LUC 231 —
Mid-Rise Residential with First Floor Commercial was considered for this project, but
was determined to be an inaccurate representation of trip generation due to small
sample size.

In addition to the site-specific uses, trip generation of the expanded municipal
parking supply was also estimated since it is possible that a greater public parking
supply at the site location will attract more drivers. Data collected by CME indicates that
the existing 131-space surface lot generates 36 trips to and from Fair Street Extension,
which equates to 0.275 trips per parking space. It is noted that cross access between
parking lots allows drivers to also enter and exit the lot via Schwenk Drive, and
therefore the 0.275 trips per space could be an underestimate. Local data collected by
CME indicates that a municipal parking garage generates 0.34 trips per space, which
provides a more conservative trip estimate. Please note that the trip generation rate was
applied to the total number of public spaces minus the anticipated number of spaces to
be occupied by the project's retail and hotel customers (289-89). Further, no trip
generation credit was taken for removal of the existing surface lot.

It is also noted that some trips to the proposed retail uses may originate from
traffic that is already passing the site on Schwenk Drive and N. Front Street, or diverting
from Washington Avenue or Clinton Avenue. Pass-by trips and diverted-link trips are
made by drivers who will stop at the site before continuing on to their primary
destination. For example, an eastbound trip on Schwenk Drive may stop at the site and
then continue eastbound towards its intended destination. This type of trip would be
considered a pass-by trip. In addition, a southbound trip on Washington Avenue that
diverts to the site and then leaves the site traveling on N. Front Street onto Washington
Avenue southbound would be considered a diverted-link trip. In order to conservatively
estimate the trip generation of the site, a pass-by/diverted-link credit was not applied to
trips generated by the retail land uses at the site.

There is also the potential for interaction among the land uses within the multi-
use site. An internal capture rate is generally defined as a percentage reduction in the
trip generation estimates for individual land uses to account for trips internal to the site

that are not made on the major street system. In order to conservatively estimate trip
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generation of the site, an internal capture credit was not applied. The PM peak hour trip

generation estimate is summarized in Table 3.1.

Table 3.1 — Trip Generation Summary

. PM Peak Hour
Land Use LUC Size Enter | Exit | Total
Multi-Family Housing (Mid-Rise) 221 131 units 35 23 58
Shopping Center 820 8.95 KSF 16 18 34
Hotel 310 32 rooms 11 12 23
Municipal Parking Garage CME Data | 200 Spaces 14 54 68
Total Trips 76 107 183

The proposed development will generate a total of 183 new vehicle trips during
the PM peak hour.

As part of the project, Fair Street Extension will be closed to through traffic.
Therefore, the existing trips on Fair Street Extension will be redistributed within the
existing street network. The closure of Fair Street Extension will eliminate through traffic
between North Front Street and Schwenk Drive and thus the access to the municipal
parking lot on the west side of Fair Street Extension between these roadways. However,
the additional off-street parking created by the proposed project presents an opportunity
to recapture these drivers (and potentially attract others who are currently seeking on-
street parking) via the proposed project entrances across from Wall Street and across
from Kingston Plaza. The observed 36 vehicles utilizing the driveway on Fair Street
Extension as well as through traffic on Fair Street Extension were conservatively
redistributed within the roadway network, but it is noted that these drivers could be
recaptured in the future once the project is built and the parking is restored and

enhanced.

C. Trip Distribution

Trip distribution describes where traffic originates or where traffic is destined.
Traffic generated by the proposed project was distributed based on existing travel
patterns; locations of major highways, residential areas, and employment areas; and the

access management plan of the proposed project. It is expected that 60 percent of the
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site-generated traffic exiting the site will travel to the west on Schwenk Drive while the
remaining 40 percent of exiting traffic will travel to the east on Schwenk Drive. It is
expected that 20 percent of vehicles entering the site will travel from the east on N.
Front Street, while an additional 20% of vehicles entering the site will travel from the
west on N. Front Street. It is anticipated that 20% of the entering traffic will arrive at the
site from the east on Schwenk Drive, while 35% of vehicles will enter from the west on
Schwenk Drive. The remaining 5 percent of entering traffic is expected to travel from the
south on Wall Street. Figure 3.2 illustrates the expected distribution of trips for the

proposed development.

D. Trip Assignment

Trip assignment combines the results of the trip generation and trip distribution
and determines the specific paths and roadways that will be used between various
origin/destination pairs. Figure 3.3 show the resulting trip assignment for the proposed
project for the weekday PM peak hour.

E. 2025 Build Traffic Volumes

The results of the site generated traffic assignment were added to the 2025 No-
Build traffic volumes to develop the 2025 Build traffic volumes. The 2025 Build traffic
volumes are shown on Figure 3.4.
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CHAPTER IV
ANALYSIS

A. Capacity/Level of Service Analysis

Intersection Level of Service (LOS) and capacity analysis relate traffic volumes to
the physical characteristics of an intersection. Intersection evaluations were made
using Synchro software which automates the procedures contained in the Highway
Capacity Manual. Evaluations were also completed using SimTraffic simulation
software. Levels of service range from A to F with level of service A conditions
considered excellent with very little delay while level of service F generally represents
conditions with very long delays. In general, overall level of service D or better
conditions are desirable during peak hour operating conditions on each intersection lane
group; however, in some cases, lesser levels of service are accepted by municipalities
and NYSDOT during peak operating periods. Appendix C contains further detailed
descriptions of LOS criteria for signalized and unsignalized intersections and copies of
the detailed level of service reports.

Existing, No-Build, and Build condition operational analyses were conducted for
the study area intersections. The results of the analyses describe operating conditions
in terms of control delay which is the portion of total delay that includes initial
deceleration delay, queue move up time, stopped delay, and final acceleration delay for
signalized, roundabout, and unsignalized intersections. The overall existing LOS values
for the intersections reflect a weighted average of each of the movements. The
signalized and unsignalized LOS values are presented in Table 4.1 for the PM peak
hour of adjacent street traffic. The relative impact of the proposed project can be
determined by comparing the level of service during the 2025 design year for the No-
Build and Build condition. The bolded values represent locations where drops in levels

of service occur between the No-Build and Build conditions.

6. Creighton The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
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Table 4.1 — Peak Hour Level of Service Summary

PM Peak Hour

2
Intersection £ 2019 2025 No- 2025 2025 Build
(&) Existing Build Build w/ Imp.
Washington Avenue/Hurley Avenue/Schwenk Drive S
Hurley Avenue EB L C (20.4) C (24.9) C (26.9) C (34.0)
TTR C (22.0 C (25.2) C (26.9) C (26.3)
Schwenk Drive WB L C(21.3) C (23.9) C (24.0) C(22.1)
T C(27.1) C (30.9) C(31.7) C (28.6)
R B (18.0) B (20.0) B (20.1) B (18.1)
Washington Avenue NB L D (41.4) D (52.4) D (54.2) D (49.0)
T.TR C (30.98) D (41.5) D (44.7) D (37.1)
Washington Avenue SB L D (39.2) D (53.8) E (59.2) D (51.9)
T C (28.8) D (36.9) D (36.3) C (31.1)
R B (12.0) B (13.0) B (13.6) B (13.4)
Overall C (26.9) C (33.9) D (35.4) C (31.7)
Washington Avenue/N. Front Street S
N. Front Street EB L B (14.3) B (15.8) B (16.6)
TR B (10.5) B (11.4) B (11.4)
N. Front Street WB LT C (20.4) C(22.7) C (22.8)
R B (15.7) B (17.7) B (17.7)
Washington Avenue NB LT C (22.6) C (23.5) C (23.4)
R B (18.2) B (18.4) B (18.6)
Washington Avenue SB L B (15.4) B (16.2) B (16.2)
T B (13.0) B (13.6) B (13.9)
R A (8.0) A (7.8) A(7.8)
_ Overall | _ B (15.5) B (16.5) B (16.6)
N. Front Street/Frog Alley T™W
N. Front Street EB LTR A (8.1) A (8.3) A (8.5)
N. Front Street WB LTR A(7.7) A(7.8) A (7.6)
Frog Alley SB LTR B (11.8) B (12.7) C (16.1)
N. Front Street/Wall Street AW
N. Front Street EB [L]ITR A(9.7) B (10.4) A(9.4)
N. Front Street WB LT[R] B (10.2) B (11.1) A(10.1)
Wall Street NB L[TIR B (11.9) B (13.9) B (12.0)
Overall B (10.9) B (12.3) B (10.9)
N. Front Street/Fair Street/Fair Street Extension' AW
N. Front Street EB LR A (9.8) B (10.7) -
[R] - - A(7.7)
N. Front Street WB L TR A(8.7) A(9.2) -
[LT] - - A (8.1)
Fair Street Ext SB TR A(9.3) A(9.8) -
Overall A (9.3) A (10.0) A (7.9)
Schwenk Drive/Fair Street Extension/Kingston Plaza Drwy AW
Schwenk Drive EB L F (52.6) F (90.5) F (92.7)
T C(15.8) C(18.4) C(19.2)
R B (10.7) B (11.5) B (11.1)
Schwenk Drive WB LTR D (26.2) E (36.0) F (56.8)
Fair Street Extension NB LTR C (18.0) C (20.9) C (18.9)
Kingston Plaza Drwy SB L B (12.6) B (13.4) C (15.2)
T B (12.5) B (13.4) B (11.2)
R F (51.3) F (94.1) F (127)
Overall E (36.4) F (60.1) F (77.5)
Schwenk Drive EB L S C(35.2) C (20.1)
T B (13.7) B (11.6)
R B (11.9) B (10.4)
Schwenk Drive WB LTR C (29.8) C (32.1)
Fair Street Extension NB LTR C (20.3) B (19.6)
Kingston Plaza Drwy SB L B (19.9) B (19.2)
T B (17.7) B (17.1)
R D (51.8) B (15.9)
Overall | C (34.7) B (20.0)
Clinton Avenue/Schwenk Drive T™W
Schwenk Drive SB LR B (13.6) C (15.3) C (20.0)
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3 PM Peak Hour
Intersection E 2019 2025 No- 2025 2025 Bulld
(&} Existing Build Build w/ Imp.
Clinton Avenue/John Street Y*
John Street EB LR B (12.4) B (13.6) C (21.3)
John Street EB LR S B (14.3)
Clinton Avenue NB LT A(2.7)
Clinton Avenue SB TR A (6.3)
Overall A (6.4)
Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane AW
Westbrook Lane WB LR B (14.8) C (17.0) c(17.7)
Clinton Avenue NB TR E (39.9) F (85.5) F (119)
Clinton Avenue SB LT C (19.8) D (26.9) E (44.8)
Overall D (28.0) F (51.8) F (72.5)
Westbrook Lane WB L S B (16.5)
R B (13.1)
Clinton Avenue NB TR B (10.3)
Clinton Avenue SB LT A (5.6)
Overall A (9.9)
Clinton Avenue/Main Street ™™
Clinton Avenue NB LT A (7.6) A (7.6) A (7.6) A(5.2)
Clinton Avenue SB TR B (14.4) C (16.6) C (20.3) --
Schwenk Drive/Site Driveway TW
Schwenk Drive WB LT - A (8.1)
Site Driveway NB LR - - B (12.6)

S, TW, AW, Y = Signalized, Two-Way Stop, All-Way Stop, Yield controlled intersection
*John Street/Clinton Avenue intersection modeled as a Stop Control on eastbound John Street approach

EB, WB, NB, SB = Eastbound, Westbound, Northbound, or Southbound intersection approaches

L, T, R = Left-turn, Through, and/or Right-turn intersection movements

X (Y.Y) = Level of service (Average delay in seconds per vehicle)
LT[R] = LT: Existing geometry, LTR: [Future geometry]

-- = Not Applicable

The following observations are evident from this analysis:

Washington Avenue/Hurley Avenue/Schwenk Drive — The analysis shows that this
intersection currently operates at overall LOS C during the PM peak hour. Under No-
Build conditions, the intersection will continue to operate similarly with most
movements experiencing LOS C/D. Under Build conditions, this intersection is
expected to operate at overall LOS D with an average increase in delay of
approximately two second. It is noted that under Build conditions, the southbound
left turn movement will operate at LOS E. It is recommended that minor adjustments
to the traffic signal timing be made to accommodate the fluctuation in traffic.

Washington Avenue/N. Front Street — This intersection currently operates at overall
LOS B with all approaches operating at LOS C or better during the PM peak hour.
This intersection is expected to operate similarly through build conditions with an
average increase in delay of approximately one second.

N. Front Street/Frog Alley — The analysis indicates that the eastbound and
westbound left turn movements on N. Front Street currently operate at LOS A and
will continue to do so through Build Conditions. The southbound Frog Alley approach
currently operates at LOS B and will operate similarly under No-Build conditions.
Under Build conditions, the southbound Frog Alley approach will operate at LOS C
with approximately four seconds of additional delay.
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N. Front Street/Wall Street — The analysis indicates that this intersection currently
operates at overall LOS B during the PM peak hour and will continue to do so
through Build Conditions.

N. Front Street/Fair Street/Fair Street Extension — This intersection currently
operates at overall LOS A during the PM peak hour and will continue to operate
similarly through Build conditions. It is noted that closing the southbound Fair Street
Extension approach will result in a slight improvement to intersection operations
given the reduction in turning movements and volume.

Schwenk Drive/Fair_Street Extension/Kingston Plaza — This intersection currently
operates at overall LOS E during the PM peak hour. Vehicles turning left into and
right out of the Kingston Plaza experience LOS F. Under No-Build conditions, the
intersection is expected to operate at overall LOS F with average delays nearly
double Existing conditions. It is noted that the westbound Schwenk Drive approach
is expected to operate at LOS E under No-Build conditions. Under Build conditions,
the intersection will operate similarly with an average increase in delay of four
seconds. In order to improve operations at this intersection, it is recommended that
the existing traffic signal be reactivated and provide full signal control (i.e., green-
yellow-red instead of flashing red). A signal warrants analysis could confirm the need
for signalization. The analysis indicates that this will result in overall LOS D and
delays similar to Existing conditions. It is noted that the operations of this signal
could be further improved by providing vehicle detection and replacing the
southbound signal head to allow for a right-turn overlap that could operate
concurrently with the eastbound left-turn phase. Should these improvements be
pursued, the intersection is expected to operate at overall LOS B with all movements
operating at LOS C or better. Since pedestrian accommodations are lacking at this
intersection, upgrades to the traffic signal should consider new pedestrian crossing
signals, countdown timers, push buttons, and ADA-compliant ramps.

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

Clinton Avenue/John Street — The eastbound John Street approach currently
operates at LOS B and will continue to do so through No-Build conditions. Under
build conditions, this approach is expected to operate at LOS C with an additional six
seconds of delay. Review of the traffic simulation indicates that under Build
conditions, queues from the Clinton Avenue/MWestbrook Lane intersection to the
south will extend through John Street, impacting eastbound traffic. The City should
consider signalization of the Clinton Avenue/John Street intersection in which the
signal operates as a pair with the Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane intersection to the
south. This would result in overall LOS A with delay comparable to No-Build
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conditions. The City should also consider coordinating the Clinton Avenue/John
Street signal with the Clinton Avenue/Albany Avenue intersection.

Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane — This intersection currently operates at overall
LOS D, with the northbound Clinton Avenue approach experiencing LOS E. Under
No-Build conditions, delays at this intersection are anticipated to nearly double,
resulting in overall LOS F with the northbound Clinton Avenue approach
experiencing LOS F with more than one minute of delay. Under Build conditions, this
intersection will operate similarly with 15 seconds of additional delay. The City
should consider signalization of this intersection, which would result in overall LOS A
with all approaches operating at LOS B or better. A signal warrants analysis could
confirm the need for signalization. Additionally, signalizing this intersection in
conjunction with the Clinton Avenue/John Street intersection would provide an
added benefit to pedestrians who would be able to cross Clinton Avenue when
Clinton Avenue is fully stopped. The City should also consider coordinating the
Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane signal with the Clinton Avenue/Albany Avenue
intersection.

Clinton Avenue/Main Street — Vehicles turning left onto Main Street currently
experience LOS A and will continue to do so through Build conditions. The
southbound Clinton Avenue approach currently operates at LOS B. Under No-Build
conditions, this approach will operate at LOS C with three additional seconds of
delay. Under Build conditions, this approach will operate similarly with two additional
seconds of delay. A review of the traffic simulation model indicates that queues
associated with the southbound stop control on Clinton Avenue sometimes extend
through the Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane intersection to the north. Further, this
stop sign configuration is unconventional in that the northbound approach does not
have the same control. Therefore, it is recommended that the City consider
removing this stop sign.

DRI Sensitivity Level of Service Analysis

Given the potential for significant changes to the traffic patterns in the study area as a
result of the Kingston Downtown Revitalization Initiative (DRI), a sensitivity analysis was
performed to determine the impacts of the Kingstonian project, should the changes
occur. The New York State DRI Grant for the City of Kingston will allocate $10,000,000
for traffic improvements in the Stockade District, some of which include reversing the
direction of traffic flow on some streets. The one-way street changes resulting from the
proposed DRI traffic are summarized below and shown on Figure 3.5:
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N. Front Street from Clinton
Avenue to Fair Street Extension
would be reversed from one-way
westbound to one-way eastbound
(towards Clinton Avenue).

e John Street from Crown Street to B
Clinton Avenue would be reversed - By
from one-way eastbound to one- 1 ¥ B &= @
way westbound (away from - m*@; '

Clinton Avenue). It is noted that * # _
west of Crown Street, John Street g ¥ wpde ; @ PR
would remain open to two-way ; ek w¥
traffic. N , ° et S
e Main Street from Washington * ' 3
Avenue to Clinton Avenue would e
be reversed from one-way "f. 5
westbound to one-way eastbound -
(towards Clinton Avenue) )
e Wall Street from N. Front Street to *
Henry Street would be reversed
from one-way southbound to one- = :
way northbound (towards N. Front Figure 4.1 — DRI One-Way Traffic Pattern
Street).
e Fair Street from N. Front Street to Henry Street would be reversed from one-way
southbound to one-way northbound (away from N. Front Street).
In addition to the one-way street changes, the DRI also proposes to install an actuated
traffic signal system with pedestrian signals and push buttons at the Clinton
Avenue/Westbrook Lane and Clinton Avenue/John Street intersections as shown in
Figure 3.6 below. This recommendation is similar to CME’s for the non-DRI scenario
discussed previously herein.
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AR ,
AR VL 0

INSTALL ACTIVATED TRAFFIC

REVERSE SIGNAL AND COORDINATE WITH
DIRECTION TO OTHER SIGNALS IN UPTOWN
ONE-WAY STOCKADE STUDY AREA

INST.
CROSSWALK

INSTALL "STOP HERE ON
il RED™ AND DO NOT BLOCK
INTERSECT ON" SIGNS SO

I THAT WESTBROOK LANE
#  VEHICLES MAY TURN
®  ONTO JCHN STREET
| DURING GREEN \ B

Source: City of Kingston Uptown Stackade Areo Transportation Plan, Figure 11: Proposed improvements at Clinton Avenue and John Street /

Westbrook Lane, January 2009, The RBA Group

Figure 4.2 — Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane/John Street Signalization

Traffic at the study area intersections was redistributed based on the above changes, in
order to develop the 2025 No-Build Sensitivity traffic volumes shown on Figure 3.7.
Likewise, the proposed trip distribution and resulting assignment were modified to
account for the new traffic pattern. The Sensitivity Trip Distribution and Sensitivity Trip
Assignment are shown on Figures 3.8 and 3.9. The Sensitivity Trip Assignment was
then added to the 2025 No-Build Sensitivity traffic volumes, resulting in the 2025 Build
Sensitivity traffic volumes, shown on Figure 3.10. The resulting level of service and
delays are described in Table 4.2 below.
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Table 4.2 — DRI Sensitivity Level of Service Summary

PM Peak Hour

o
Intersection €
° 2025 No- 2025 Build
o Build 2025Bulld |~/ imp.
Washington Avenue/Hurley Avenue/Schwenk Drive s
Hurley Avenue EB L C (27.8) C (29.4) D (47.4)
TTR C (25.3) C(27.7) C (26.5)
Schwenk Drive WB L C (23.5) C (2449 C(23.4)
T C (31.5) C(32.7) C (29.5)
R C (23.8) C(22.7) B (20.0)
Washington Avenue NB L E (58.4) E (58.7) D (52.2)
TTR D (53.3) E (56.6) D (43.7)
Washington Avenue SB L E (65.7) E (69.7) D (48.2)
T D (44.3) D (38.4) C (30.4)
R B (16.4) B (15.4) B (14.7)
Overall D (39.6) D (40.3) C (34.2)
Washington Avenue/N. Front Street S
N. Front Street EB L B (16.0) B (17.1)
TR B (11.4) B (11.4)
N. Front Street WB LT C (23.0) C (23.8)
R B(17 9) B (18.9)
Washington Avenue NB LT C (23.5) C (23.4)
R B (18.4) B (18.6)
Washington Avenue SB L B (16.2) B (16.2)
T B (13.6) B (13.9)
R A(7.8) A (7.8)
Overall B (16.6) B (17.1)
N. Front Street/Frog Alley T™wW
N. Front Street EB LTR A(8.4) A (8.9)
N. Front Street WB LTR A (7.8) A(7.7)
Frog Alley SB LTR B (13.1) C (17.3)
N. Front Street/Wall Street’ AW
N. Front Street EB [LITR A@7) A(7.4)
N. Front Street WB LT[R] A (8.6) A (8.7)
Overall A (8.2) A (8.2)
N. Front Street/Fair Street/Fair Street Extension AW
N. Front Street EB LT A (8.8) -
[T -- A (7 8)
Fair Street NB LTR B (10.7)
[LR} - A (9 6)
Fair Street Ext SB R A (7.5)
Overall A (9.8) A (9 5)
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= PM Peak Hour
Intersection S | 2025 No- : 2025 Build
8 Build 2nzsBulic w/ Imp.
Schwenk Drive/Fair Street Extension/Kingston Plaza AW
Drwy
Schwenk Drive EB L F (173) F (123)
T D (26.8) F (89.2)
R B (13.0) B (11.6)
Schwenk Drive WB LTR F (123) F (155)
Fair Street Extension NB LTR E (48.8) C(21.4)
Kingston Plaza Drwy SB L C (17.5) C (16.9)
T B (14.3) B (11.7)
R F (156) F (129)
Overall F (113) F (112)
Schwenk Drive EB L S D (51.3) C (29.7)
T B (16.8) B (14.5)
R B (11.8) B (11.0)
Schwenk Drive WB LTR D (39.4) D (42.3)
Fair Street Extension NB LTR C (22.0) C (23.1)
Kingston Plaza Drwy SB L C(22.1) C (23.3)
T B (19.2) C (20.2)
R D (52.7) B (18.2)
Overall D (38.4) C (25.4)
N. Front Street/Clinton Avenue/Schwenk Drive ™
Schwenk Drive SB L B (11.4) B (12.2)
Clinton Avenue/John Street! ™
Clinton Avenue NB L A (5.2) A (5.6)
Clinton Avenue NB LT S A (9.8)
Clinton Avenue SB TR A (5.9)
Overall A (8.1)
Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane AW
Westbrook Lane WB LR C (17.0) C (17.5)
Clinton Avenue NB TR F (164) F (242)
Clinton Avenue SB LT D (27.1) D (39.4)
Overall F (94.3) F (139)
Westbrook Lane WB L S D (46.5)
R C (28.2)
Clinton Avenue NB TR A(8.1)
Clinton Avenue SB LT A(2.0)
Overall _ B (12.9)
Clinton Avenue/Main Street T™W
Main Street EB LR D (33.6) F (119)
Main Street EB LR S D (37.3)
Clinton Avenue NB T B (13.8)
Clinton Avenue SB T A (8.8)
Overall B (15.2)
Schwenk Drive/Site Driveway T™W
Schwenk Drive WB LT - A(8.1)
Site Driveway NB LR — B (13.6)

S, TW, AW, Y = Signalized, Two-Way Stop, All-Way Stop, Yield controlied intersection

*John Street/Clinton Avenue intersection modeled as a Stop Control on eastbound John Street approach
EB, WB, NB, SB = Eastbound, Westbound, Northbound, or Southbound intersection approaches

L, T, R = Left-turn, Through, and/or Right-turn intersection movements

X (Y.Y) = Level of service (Average delay in seconds per vehicle)

LT[R] = LT: Existing geometry, LTR: [Future geometry]

-- = Not Applicable

Under the DRI traffic pattern, the impacts of the proposed project are generally similar
to the existing traffic pattern. The following is noted regarding the Sensitivity LOS
analysis:
e The northbound Washington Avenue/Hurley Avenue/Schwenk Drive approach
will experience additional traffic volume and delay. The impacts of the proposed
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project at this intersection are similar to those under the existing traffic pattern
and can be mitigated with minor signal timing adjustments.

The eastbound Schwenk Drive/Fair Street Extension/Kingston Plaza Driveway
will experience additional traffic volume and delay. Under No-Build conditions,
this intersection will operate with constraints similar to the existing traffic pattern.
Construction of the proposed project is expected to improve operations at this
intersection by closing Fair Street Extension to through traffic. It is still
recommend that the traffic signal be reactivated.

The Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane intersection will continue to operate with
constraints under DRI conditions. A review of the traffic simulation model
indicates that under the new traffic pattern, vehicles traveling northbound on
Clinton Avenue attempting to turn left onto John Street may create queues that
extend into the Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane intersection. As such, it is
recommended that the City pursue the plan to signalize this intersection as
proposed in the DRI, subject to warrants analysis.

The eastbound Clinton Avenue/Main Street approach will experience additional
traffic volume and delay as a result of the new DRI traffic pattern. Under No-
Build conditions, the eastbound Main Street approach is expected to operate at
LOS D. After completion of the proposed project, the eastbound Main Street
approach is expected to operate at LOS F with over a minute of additional delay.
It is noted that a review of the traffic simulation model indicates that under No-
Build conditions northbound queues from the Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane
intersection are anticipated to extend through the Clinton Avenue/Main Street
intersection. After signalization of the Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane
intersection, traffic on Clinton Avenue will flow more freely, reducing the number
of gaps for traffic turning from Main Street. Therefore, it is recommended that the
City consider signalization of the Clinton Avenue/Main Street intersection as part
of the DRI traffic pattern. Signalization at this intersection should also consider
coordination with the proposed Clinton Avenue/\Westbrook Lane intersection to
the north, as well as the Clinton Avenue/Albany Avenue intersection to the south.

The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
Page 31



CHAPTER V
CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

A Traffic Impact Study was completed for the construction of a mixed-use urban
redevelopment that includes 131 apartment units above 8,950 SF of retail space, and a
32 room Hotel located on Fair Street Extension between N. Front Street and Schwenk
Drive in the City of Kingston. The proposed redevelopment will close Fair Street
Extension to through traffic in order to provide access to the site. Additional access is
proposed on Schwenk Drive east of Fair Street Extension and on N. Front Street,
opposite Wall Street.

The project is expected to be completed in 2021, although a conservative design
year of 2025 was used for the analysis. The project will generate approximately 115
new vehicle trips during the PM peak hour. The following conclusions and

recommendations are offered:

1. The closure of Fair Street Extension to through traffic as part of the
Kingstonian project is not expected to have an adverse impact on the
operation of adjacent intersections based on CME’s capacity analysis
contained herein.

2. The increase in off-street public parking as a result of the project is expected
to reduce the number of drivers seeking an available on-street parking space
along streets in Uptown, circling the block in the process. This would in turn
reduce the number of redundant turning movements and associated conflicts
with pedestrians.

3. The Washington Avenue/Hurley Avenue/Schwenk Drive intersection will
experience an approximate and de minimus two-second increase in overall
delay, with the southbound left turn movement experiencing LOS E after
completion of the project. As an improvement measure, adjusting the traffic
signal timing to reduce the cycle length and increase the percentage of green
time given to the northbound and southbound movements will result in non-
adverse and impaired vehicular movements.

4. The Schwenk Drive/Fair Street Extension/Kingston Plaza Driveway
intersection currently operates with customary urban constraints, with
vehicles entering and exiting the Kingston Plaza to and from the west
experiencing the greatest delays. After completion of the project, this
intersection will continue to operate within the current status quo. However, it
is recommended that the existing traffic signal at this intersection be

‘ 1 Cl'eighton The Kingstonian, City of Kingston, NY
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reactivated. This can be expected to improve intersection operations beyond
the current condition.

. The Clinton Avenue/John Street and Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane
intersections currently experience customary urban constraints due to traffic
volumes on Clinton Avenue and the close proximity of each intersection to
one another. A review of the traffic simulation model indicates that under No-
Build conditions, southbound queues from the Clinton Avenue/Westbrook
Lane intersection are periodically expected to extend to and at times through
the Clinton Avenue/John Street intersection. Further, northbound queues at
the Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane intersection periodically extend on
Clinton Avenue to the Albany Street intersection. After completion of the
project, both intersections are anticipated to experience continued delay. In
order to accommodate future growth and provide for improved mobility, the
City could consider signalizing these intersections and operating them as a
pair, as proposed in the DRI. These signals could also be coordinated with
the Clinton Avenue/Albany Avenue intersection.

. The project proposes an off-street delivery area accessed via a driveway on
Schwenk Drive. The intent of this design is to eliminate the need for delivery
vehicles to use the urban street grid to the south where turning radii are
smaller and pedestrian activity is greater. This will eliminate additional
vehicular deliveries within the area experiencing urban traffic constraints.

. The Sensitivity Analysis indicates the under the proposed DRI traffic changes,
the project impacts remain generally unchanged and the same mitigation
measures are proposed. It is further noted that under the DRI traffic pattern,
the Clinton Avenue/Main Street intersection will experience queuing impacts
from the adjacent Clinton Avenue/Westbrook Lane intersection. Therefore,
although the overall traffic impacts remain generaily unchanged between the
pre and post-development conditions, the City may wish to consider
signalization of this intersection as part of the DRI initiative.

The above analysis indicates that the mixed-use development results in impacts

at study area intersections that will be adequately addressed through signal timing

modifications, signal reactivation, and signalization of unsignalized intersections along

Clinton Avenue. It is noted that a preliminary review of parcel boundaries indicates that

adequate ROW is available to construct the proposed improvements at the study area

intersections; however, traffic related concepts will be refined as the SEQRA and site

plan reviews progress in order to ensure that the adjacent properties are not adversely

impacted by the proposed improvements.
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Kingston, NY
Clinton Ave & John St

TRI-ST TE

TRAFFIC DATA

www.TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd

Count Name: Clinton Ave &
John St

Thursday, May 9, 2019 Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320 Site Code:
Location: 41.934134, - ) 610-466-1469 ) Start Date: 05/09/2019
74017406 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 1
Turning Movement Data
John St Clinton Ave Clinton Ave
i Eastbound Norlthbound Soulhbound
Start Time
Left Right Peds App. Total Thru U-Tum Pads App Tolal Thru U-Turn Peds App. Tolal | Int Total
4:00 PM 9 40 1 49 87 0 0 87 54 0 0 54 180
4:15 PM 7 36 2 43 116 0 2 116 43 0 2 43 202
4:30 PM 4 41 0 45 99 0 6 99 54 0 0 54 188
4:45 PM 3 35 4 38 101 0 2 101 39 0 0 39 178
Hourty Total 23 152 7 178 403 0 10 403 190 0 2 180 768
5:00 PM 13 38 1 51 104 0 0 104 53 0 1 53 208
5:15 PM 5 41 0 46 96 0 0 96 68 0 1 68 210
5:30 PM 7 25 1 32 110 0 0 110 60 0 0 60 202
545 PM 5 35 1 40 105 0 0 105 53 0 0 53 198
Hourly Total 30 139 3 169 415 0 0 415 234 0 2 234 818
Grand Total 53 291 10 344 818 0 10 818 424 0 4 424 1586
App % 15.4 84.6 . 1000 00 . 100.0 00 . -
Tolal % 33 18.3 217 516 00 516 267 00 26.7 -
Lights 53 286 339 811 0 811 414 0 414 1564
% Lights 100.0 98.3 98.5 99.1 - 99.1 97.6 - 97,6 98.6
Buses 0 3 3 4 0 4 9 0 9 16
% Buses 0.0 10 0.9 05 - 05 21 - 2.1 1.0
Trucks 0 2 2 3 0 3 1 0 1 8
% Trucks 00 07 06 04 - - 04 02 - 02 04
_ Bicycles on Ci i - 1 - 0 - - 1 + =
%CBicycles_lon 3 100 “ E = 00 a - - 250 - -
Pedestrians - - 9 - 10 - - - 3 - -
% P i - - 90.0 - - - 100.0 - » - 75.0 . -




Kingston, NY

Clinton Ave & John St

Thursday, May 9, 2019
Location: 41,934134, -

TRI-ST'TE

TRAFFIC = . DATA

www.TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
610-466-1469

Count Name: Clinton Ave &

John St
Site Code:
Start Date: 05/09/2019

74.0174086 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 3
Turning Movement Peak Hour Data (5:00 PM)
John St Ciinlon Ave Clinton Ave
Start Time Eastbound Northbound Southbound
Left Right Peds App. Total Thru U-Turn Peds App. Total Thru U-Tumn Peds App, Total | InL Total
5:00 PM 13 38 1 51 104 0 0 104 53 0 1 53 208
5:15 PM 5 41 0 46 96 0 0 96 68 0 1 68 210
5:30 PM 7. 25 1 32 110 0 0 110 60 0 [¢] 60 202
5.45 PM 5 35 1 40 105 0 0 105 53 0 0 53 198
Total 30 138 3 169 415 0 0 415 234 0 2 234 818
App h % 17.8 822 1000 0.0 - 1000 00 - -
Total % 37 170 207 50.7 0.0 50.7 286 0.0 . 286 -
PHF 0.577 0.848 0.828 0.943 0,000 - 0943 0.860 0.000 - 0 860 0974
Lights 30 137 167 413 0 413 228 0 228 808
% Lights 100.0 98.6 98.8 99.5 - 99.5 97.4 = 97.4 98.8
Buses 0 1 1 0 0 0 5 0 5 ]
% Buses 00 07 0.6 0.0 - - 0.0 21 * 21 0.7
Trucks 0 1 1 2 Q0 2 1 0 1 4
% Trucks 00 07 0.6 0.5 - - 0.5 0.4 = 0.4 0.5
Bicycles on Crosswalk - - 0 - - - 4] . = s i = E
%{?icycles on S - 00 E - - = 50.0 :
Pedestrians - - 3 - - - 0 - s 1 - F:
% Pedestrians - - 100 0 - - - - - 50.0 -




TRI-ST. 'TE

TRAFFIC DATA

www.TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd

Cirton Ave 6 John S

inton Ave & John St

Thursday, May 9, 2019 Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
Location: 41.934134, - . 610-466-1469 )
74.017406 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995

Count Name: Clinton Ave &
John St

Site Code:

Start Date: 05/09/2019
Page No: 4

Clinton Ave [SB]
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TRAFFIC

TRI-ST ' TE

DATA

www.TSTData.com

Kingston, NY 184 Baker Rd Count Name: Clinton Ave &
Clinton Ave & Main St . , . Main St
Thursday, May 9, 2019 Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320 Site Code:
Location: 41.933308, - ) 610-466-1469 ) Start Date: 05/09/2019
74.016399 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 1
Turning Movement Data
Main St Clinton Ave Clinton Ave
Eastbound Northbound Southbound
Start Time
Peds App. Total Lelt Thru U-Tum Peds App. Total Thru Right U-Tumn Peds App. Total | Ini. Total
4:00 PM 2 0 31 124 0 0 155 122 9 0 5 131 286
4:15 PM 4 [ 25 151 0 3 176 115 12 0 0 127 303
4:30 PM 5 0 34 149 0 2 183 126 8 0 5 134 317
4:45 PM 13 0 k14 132 0 4 169 114 12 0 1 126 295
Hourly Total 24 0 127 556 )] ] 683 477 a1 0 12 518 1201
5:00 PM 7 0 38 125 0 1 163 129 9 0 4 138 301
5:15 PM 7 0 36 136 0 1 172 141 10 0 4 151 323
5:30 PM 5 0 28 128 0 1 156 132 1 0 0 143 299
5:45 PM 2 0 27 133 0 0 160 112 13 0 2 125 285
Houry Tolal 21 0 129 522 0 3 851 514 43 0 10 557 1208
Grand Total 45 0 256 1078 0 12 1334 991 84 0 22 1076 2409
Approach % - 19.2 80.8 0.0 - 922 78 00
Tolal % 0.0 106 447 0.0 554 41.1 35 0.0 446
Lights 0 255 1057 0 1312 980 81 0 1061 2373
% Lights 996 98.1 - 98.4 98.9 96.4 - 98.7 98.5
Buses 0 1 14 0 15 8 2 0 10 25
% Buses - 0.4 1.3 - 11 08 24 - 0.8 1.0
Trucks 0 0 7 0 7 3 1 0 4 1
% Trucks - 0.0 0.6 - 05 0.3 12 - 04 0.5
Bicycles on Crosswalk ] - - - - 0 - - - 1 -
==
e 1.1 : 3 00 : : . 45
P 40 - - 12 . - . - 21
% Pedestrians 88 9 - - - 100.0 - - - - 95 5 -




TRI-ST TE

TRAFFIC  DATA

www. TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd

Kingston, NY Count Name: Clinton Ave &
Clinton Ave & Main St . ; . Main St
Thursday, May 9, 2019 Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320 Site Code:
Location: 41.933308, - . 610-466-1469 . Start Date: 05/09/2019
74.016399 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 3
Turning Movement Peak Hour Data (4:30 PM)
Main St Clinion Ave Clinton Ave
. Easibound Norlhbound Southbound
Start Time
Peds App. Total Left Thru U-Tum Peds App. Total Thru Rignt U-Turn Peds App. Total | InlL Total
4:30 PM 5 0 34 149 0 2 183 126 8 0 6 134 317
4:45 PM 13 0 37 132 0 4 169 114 12 ] 1 126 295
5:00 PM 7 0 38 125 0 1 163 129 9 0 4 138 301
5:15 PM 7 0 36 136 0 1 172 141 10 0 4 151 323
Tolal 32 0 145 542 0 8 687 510 39 0 15 549 1236
Approach % - 21.1 78.9 0.0 - 929 71 0.0 -
Tolal % 0.0 11.7 439 0.0 556 413 32 0.0 - 44.4
PHF 0.000 0.954 0.909 0.000 0.939 0904 0.813 0000 0.909 0.857
Lights 0 144 534 0 . 678 505 37 0 . 542 1220
% Lights - 99.3 985 - 987 99.0 949 . . 987 98.7
Buses 0 1 7 0 8 4 1 0 5 13
% Buses 07 13 - - 1.2 08 26 - - 09 1.1
Trucks [} 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 2 3
% Trucks - 00 02 - 0.1 02 26 - 0.4 0.2
Bicycles on Crosswalk 3 - = - = 0 * - 0 -
%r‘Bicyclei_on 94 . . . 00 . . . 00 . =
Pedestrians 29 + - - + 8 = - - - 15 -
% Pedestrians 906 - - . - 100.0 - . 100.0




Kingston, NY

Clinton Ave & Main St

Thursday, May 9, 2019
Location; 41.933308, -
74.016399

TRI-ST TE

TRAFFIC DATA

www. TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
610-466-1469
Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995

Count Name: Clinton Ave &
Main St

Site Code:

Start Date: 05/09/2019
Page No: 4
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Kingston, NY
Clinton Ave & Westbrook Lane

TRI-ST 'TE

TRAFFIC

DATA

www.TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd

Count Name: Clinton Ave &

Westbrook Ln

Thursday, May 9, 2019 Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320 Site Code:
Location: 41.933942, - i 610-466-1469 , Start Date: 05/09/2019
74017118 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 1
Turning Movement Data
Wesibrook Ln Clinion Ave Clinlon Ave
Westbound Norihbound Southbound
Start Time Let  Right UTum Peds  4PP | Thu  Right U-Tum  Peds 5P Left Thu  U-Tum  Peds  APP |int Total
4:00 PM 49 17 0 1 66 72 57 0 0 129 9 78 0 0 87 282
4:15 PM 47 12 0 0 59 100 43 0 1 143 8 71 0 3 79 281
4:30 PM 54 13 0 0 67 82 64 0 1 146 6 86 0 i 92 305
4:45 PM 55 13 0 2 68 84 53 0 1 137 10 65 0 6 75 2680
Hourly Total 205 55 0 3 260 338 217 0 3 655 33 300 0 16 333 1148
5.00 PM 64 23 0 5 87 75 42 0 2 117 11 70 0 1 81 285
5:15 PM 43 13 0 5 56 85 58 0 1 143 13 102 0 1 115 314
5:30 PM 57 17 0 2 74 90 35 0 0 125 1 84 0 0 85 284
5:45 PM 44 8 0 1 52 99 41 0 0 140 8 77 0 0 85 277
Hourly Total 208 61 0 13 269 349 176 0 3 525 33 333 0 2 366 1160
6:00 PM 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Grand Total 413 116 0 16 529 687 393 0 6 1080 66 633 0 18 699 2308
Approach % 76.1 219 0.0 636 36.4 0.0 . 9.4 90 6 0.0 -
Total % 17.9 5.0 0.0 229 298 17.0 0.0 46.8 2.9 27.4 0.0 30.3 -
Lights 410 115 0 525 682 376 0 1058 62 622 0 684 2267
% Lights 993 99.1 . 992 99.3 957 . 98.0 93.9 983 - 97.9 98.2
Buses 2 0 0 2 1 13 0 14 4 9 [} 13 29
% Buses 05 0.0 + 0.4 0.1 33 13 6.1 14 = 1.9 1.3
Trucks 1 1 0 2 4 4 0 8 0 2 )] 2 12
% Trucks 02 0.9 0.4 0.6 10 0.7 0.0 03 03 0.5
Godeg | - - - I A
% Blcycles on 63 : . 16.7 . s 2 00 ? :
Pedestrians - 15 - - 5 - - - 18 - -
% Pedestrians - - = 93.8 - - - 83.3 - - - 100.0 - -




Kingston, NY

Clinton Ave & Westbrook Lane
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Location: 41.933942, -

TRI-ST ‘TE

TRAFFIC DATA

www.TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
610-466-1469

Count Name: Clinton Ave &

Westbrook Ln
Site Code:
Start Date: 05/09/2019

74.017118 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 3
Turning Movement Peak Hour Data (4:30 PM)
Westbrook Ln Clinton Ave Clinton Ave
Westbound Northbound Southbound
Slaing Lefl  Right U-Tum Peds  2B% | Thu  Right UTum Peds PP Left Thu  U-Tum  Peds  {PP |int Tolal
4:30 PM 54 13 0 0 67 82 64 0 1 146 6 86 0 7 92 308
4:45 PM 55 13 0 2 66 84 53 0 1 137 10 65 0 6 75 280
5:00 PM 64 23 0 5 87 75 42 0 2 117 11 70 0 1 81 285
5:15 PM 43 13 0 5 56 85 58 0 1 143 13 102 0 1 115 314
Total 216 62 0 12 278 326 217 0 5 543 40 323 0 15 363 1184
At % 77T 223 00 . 60.0 40.0 0.0 - 1.0 89.0 0.0 .
Tolal % 182 5.2 0.0 235 275 18.3 0.0 459 34 273 0.0 30.7 .
PHF 0844 0674 0000 0799 | 0959 0848  0.000 - 0930 | 0769 0792  0.000 - 0789 | 0843
Lights 214 61 0 275 326 209 0 - 535 37 318 0 355 1165
% Lights 99.1 98.4 98.9 100.0 96.3 - . 98.5 925 98.5 . 97.8 984
Buses 2 0 0 2 0 7 0 7 3 3 0 6 15
% Buses 09 0.0 0.7 0.0 32 - - 13 75 09 s 17 13
Trucks 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 2 4
% Trucks 0.0 16 - 0.4 0.0 0.5 - 0.2 0.0 06 . 06 0.3
.
Pedestrians - - . 12 - - = = 4 N a2 - - 15 N
% Pedeslrians - - - 100.0 - - - - 80.0 - - 100,0 -




Kingston, NY

Clinton Ave & Westbrook Lane
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Location: 41.933942, -
74.017118

L) B

www.TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
610-466-1469
Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995

Count Name: Clinton Ave &
Westbrook Ln

Site Code:

Start Date: 05/09/2019
Page No: 4
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Kingston, NY

N.Front St & Fair St
Thursday, Maay 9, 2019
Location: 41.935234, -

TRI-ST TE

TRAFFIC DATA

www. TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
610-466-1469

(S)ount Name: N Front St & Fair
t

Site Code:

Start Date: 05/09/2019

74.019545 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 1
Turning Movement Data
N Front St N Front St Fair St Fair St
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
et Left  Right UTum Peds 1PP | Let  Thau  Right Peds $PP | Peas £PP | Thu  Right U-Tum Peds Lol Tlgllé[
4:00 PM 14 39 0 12 53 9 35 2 4 46 15 0 16 6 0 10 22 121
4:15 PM 20 34 0 11 54 6 a2 0 9 48 5 0 18 15 0 3 33 135
4:30 PM 28 45 0 14 73 5 34 4 4 43 12 0 29 10 0 5 39 155
445 PM 18 36 0 9 54 12 36 3 9 51 7 0 23 5 0 5 28 133
Hourly Total 80 154 0 46 234 32 147 9 26 188 39 0 86 36 0 23 122 544
5:00 PM 26 40 0 12 66 11 33 2 14 46 5 0 22 10 0 7 32 144
5:15 PM 21 50 0 6 71 4 49 1 3 54 4 0 31 9 0 1 40 165
5:30 PM 15 32 0 47 3 46 2 3 51 5 0 20 7 0 5 27 125
5:45 PM 6 46 0 7 52 6 50 2 5 58 1 0 24 7 0 2 31 141
Hourly Total 68 168 0 30 236 24 178 7 25 208 15 0 97 33 0 15 130 575
6:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 ) 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Grand Total 148 322 0 76 470 56 325 17 51 398 54 0 183 69 0 38 252 | 1120
Approach % 315 685 0.0 . 14.1 81.7 4.3 - 726 274 0.0 - .
Tolal % 132 288 0.0 42.0 5.0 29.0 15 355 0.0 16.3 6.2 0.0 225 -
Lights 148 316 0 464 55 322 17 394 < 0 179 68 0 247 1105
% Lighls 1000 981 - 987 | 982 991 1000 . 99.0 . - 978 986 - 980 | 987
Buses 0 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3 6
% Buses 0.0 0.9 . 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 : . 16 0.0 - 1.2 05
Trucks 0 3 0 3 1 3 0 4 0 1 1 0 2 9
% Trucks 0.0 0.9 - 0.6 18 0.9 0.0 1.0 05 14 - 08 08
ok e 5 S 13 S . - E 20 00 S - - 3 105 s .
Ped s - = 75 - = - 50 - 54 - - - = 34 - -
% Pedesirians - - - a8 7 - - - - 98 0 - 100 0 - - - - 895 -




Kingston, NY

N.Front St & Fair St
Thursday, Maay 9, 2019

Location: 41.935234, -

TRI-ST TE

TRAFFIC

+ DATA

www. TSTData.com

184 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320

610-466-1469

Count Name: N Front St & Fair
St

Site Code:
Start Date: 05/09/2019

74 019545 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 3
Turning Movement Peak Hour Data (4:30 PM)
N Fronl SI N Franl SL Fair St Fair St
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
SierTime lefl  Right U-Tum Peds 492 | et  Thu Right Peds AP | Peds APP | Thu  Right U-Tum Peds PR | It
4:30 PM 28 45 0 14 73 5 34 4 4 43 12 0 29 10 0 5 39 155
4:45 PM 18 36 0 9 54 12 36 3 51 7 0 23 5 0 5 28 133
5:00 PM 26 40 0 12 66 11 33 2 14 46 5 0 22 10 0 7 32 144
5:15 PM 21 50 0 6 71 4 49 1 54 4 0 3 9 0 1 40 165
Total 93 171 0 41 264 32 152 10 30 194 28 0 105 34 0 18 139 | ser
Approach % 352 648 00 . 165 784 62 - - 755 245 00 ~
Total % 156 286 00 442 | 54 255 17 325 00 | 176 57 00 233 -
PHF 0830 0855  0.000 0904 | 0667 0776 0625 0.898 0000 | 0847 0850  0.000 0869 | 0.905
Lights 93 169 o 262 a2 152 10 194 0 103 34 0 137 | 593
% Lights 1000 988 z 992 | 1000 1000 1000 100.0 5 981 100.0 - 986 | 993
Busas 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 3
% Buses 00 06 - 04 00 0.0 0.0 00 : 19 0.0 E 14 05
Trucks 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
% Trucks 00 06 04 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 + 00 0.0 . 0.0 0.2
—
it : . . 24 . : . . 00 - 00 i i . : 56 . .
f i - . 40 - . - 30 - 28 - - 17 - -
% Pedestrians : F - 976 : - 1000 = 100.0 Z 944 . -




TRI-ST.'TE

TRAFFIC DATA

www. TSTData.com

Kingston, NY 184 Baker Rd Count Name: N Front St & Fair
N.Front St & Fair St ) ) . St
Thursday, Maay 9, 2019 Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320 Site Code:

Location: 41.935234, - 610-466-1469 Start Date: 05/09/2019
74.019545 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 4
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TRI-ST ‘TE

TRAFFIC DATA

www. TSTData.com

Kingston, NY 184 Baker Rd Count Name: N Front St & Wall
-'}'hirr‘;’(}ta?t ﬁa\;vglnzs&g Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320 S}te Code:
Location: 41.935165, - _ 610-466-1469 _ Start Date: 05/09/2019
74.020044 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 1
Turning Movement Data
N Front St N Front SL wall St
3 Eastbound Westbound Northbound
Start Time
Thru U-Tum Peds ‘“EP Tolal Thru U-Tum Peds App. Total Lell R_&ghl Peds App. Tolal | Int. Total
4:00 PM 40 0 24 40 46 0 13 46 45 12 18 57 143
4:15 PM 27 0 14 27 54 0 9 54 39 24 7 63 144
4:30 PM 42 0 15 42 46 0 10 46 47 33 12 80 168
4:45 PM 33 0 6 33 41 0 13 41 49 22 12 71 145
Hourly Total 142 0 59 142 187 0 45 187 180 o1 49 271 800
5:00 PM 39 0 13 39 44 0 14 44 68 27 4 95 178
5:15 PM 40 0 10 40 59 0 8 59 44 32 8 76 175
5:30 PM 37 0 15 37 56 0 4 56 45 10 5 55 148
5:45 PM 38 0 4 38 59 0 1 59 39 12 1 51 148
Hourly Total 154 0 42 154 218 0 27 218 196 81 28 277 649
6:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
Grand Total 296 0 101 296 405 0 72 405 377 172 77 549 1250
App % 100.0 0.0 - 100.0 0.0 - 68.7 31.3 - - .
Total % 237 0.0 237 324 00 324 302 13.8 - 439 .
Lights 295 0 295 402 0 402 367 167 . 534 1231
% Lights 99.7 . 99.7 99.3 - 99.3 97.3 97.1 97.3 98.5
Buses 1 ] 1 0 0 0 1 2 3 4
% Buses 03 - 0.3 0.0 - - 0.0 03 12 0.5 0.3
Trucks 0 0 0 3 0 3 9 3 12 15
% Trucks 0.0 - 0.0 07 . 0.7 24 17 22 1.2
Bicyeles on Crosswalk - 2 - - - 1 - 2 - -
e
Padastri A 99 - 71 - 75 = -
% Pedestrians 98.0 98 6 - - 97 4 - -«




Kingston, NY

N.Front St & Wall St
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Location: 41.935165, -

TRI-ST TE

TRAFFIC _ DATA

www.TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
610-466-1469

Count Name: N Front St & Wall
St

Site Code:

Start Date: 05/09/2019

74.020044 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 3
Turning Movement Peak Hour Data (4:30 PM)
N Front St N Front St Wall St
. Easlbound Westbound Northbound
Start Time )
Thru U-Turn Peds App. Tolal Thru U-Turn Peds App. Total Lefl Right Peds App. Tolal | Int. Total
4:30 PM 42 0 15 42 46 0 10 46 47 33 12 80 168
4:45 PM 33 0 ] 33 41 0 13 41 48 22 12 71 145
5:00 PM 38 0 13 39 44 ] 14 44 68 27 4 95 178
5:15 PM 40 0 10 40 59 0 8 59 44 32 8 76 175
Total 154 0 44 154 190 Q 45 180 208 114 36 322 666
Approach % 100.0 0.0 - - 100.0 00 . - 64.6 354 -
Total % 231 0.0 231 28.5 0.0 . 28.5 312 17.1 48.3
PHF 0917 0.000 0917 0.805 0.000 0.805 0.765 0.864 0.847 0.935
Lights 153 0 - 153 190 0 - 180 202 112 314 857
% Lights 99 4 - 99.4 100.0 - 100.0 97.1 98.2 97.5 98.6
Buses 1 Q0 1 Q0 0 0 1 1 2 3
% Buses 06 0.6 0.0 - - 00 05 09 06 0.5
Trucks 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 1 2] ]
% Trucks 0.0 - - 0.0 0.0 - - 0.0 24 09 19 03
Bicycles on Ci Ik - Q - - 0 - - - 0 -
%goczgs;f“ . . 0.0 s 00 . . s 00
Pedestrians - - 44 45 - - 36 @
% Pedasir 5 - 100.0 E - = 1000 - - - 100.0 - -




TRI-ST 'TE

TRAFFIC ,;"‘ DATA

www, TSTData.com

Kingston, NY 184 Baker Rd Count Name: N Front St & Wall
N.Front St & Wall St i . St
Thursday, May 9, 2019 Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320 Site Code:
Location: 41.935165, - . 610-466-1469 A Start Date: 05/09/2019
74.020044 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 4
= . Peak Hour Data 7 i ) i i
Eﬁaumncg occaooj_t] ‘——!gcocog glelol-|~]|E Il
& o
lela|-loleo|o|dFHB[-|c]o|o|2 poigerzgta 4:30PM alololalo|alHz|o|o[s|o|a]=|E
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Turning Movement Peak Hour Data Plot (4:30 PM)



Kingston, NY

Schwenk Dr & Fair St
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Location: 41.936411, -

DATA

TRI-ST TE

TRAFFIC

www. TSTData.com

184 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320

610-466-1469

Count Name: Schwenk Dr & Fair
St & Kingston Plaza

Site

Code:

Start Date: 05/09/2019

74.019825 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 1
Turning Movement Data
Schwenk Dr Schwenk Dr Fair St Kingston Piaza
Eastbound Weslbound Northbound Southbound
Time Leit Thru NP ey ol s P50 Lo T Righ Ton U- ped RER o o Rign 'Iz?r:' U Ped PE0 | i ey Rish ?:: U- ped fPR 150l
Red UM S | t Red Turn s | t Red Turn s \ L Red Tum s | |
400PM | B9 46 4 4 0 1 143| 0 46 2 7 0 10 55| 2 12 0 0 0 1 14|88 14 22 78 0 0 12233
415PM | 93 32 2 13 o0 o0 10| 0 58 6 11 0 5 75|10 9 0 1 0 2 20|10 17 26 75 0 0 128|363
430PM |96 42 7 9 0 3 154| 1 43 2 9 0 12 55|17 16 O 2 0 4 35|11 20 27 B4 O 2 142|386
445PM |91 20 2 9 o 2 13| 0 5 4 6 0 7 61| 7 14 0 1 0 2 22|10 18 30 66 0 1 124|337
HourlyTotal | 369 148 15 35 0 6 567) 1 198 14 33 O 34 246|36 51 0 4 0 9 9 |39 69 105 303 0 3 516|142
500 PM | B3 42 9 0 4 138|141 5 3 7 0 11 _e8[16 17 O 1 0 3 34|13 15 29 73 0 1 130367
515PM |98 47 2 9 0 0 15| 1 3 6 & 0 6 49| 5 15 1 2 0 1 23|15 26 46 79 0 2 166|394
53PM |77 49 3 7 o0 3 13| 0 5 8 2 0 3 60| 2 13 O 1 0 0O 16|10 18 57 79 0 2 164|376
545PM [ 82 33 4 12 0 1 13| 1 4 7 2 0 5 55| 4 4 O 2 0 0O 10|16 11 78 41 0 0 146342
HourlyTotal 1340 171 10 37 0 B 558) 3 188 24 17 0 25 232|27 49 1 6 0 4 83|54 70 210 272 0 5 6061479
60OPM | O 0 o0 0 ©0 o o0Jo o o o ©o o o0]o o o0 o0 o o o0o|lo o © o0 0o 0o o]lo
c.l;.ftgf 709 319 25 72 0 14 12| 4 38 38 50 O 59 478|63 100 1 10 O 13 174| 93 138 315 575 O 8 1122|2899
App.,"/‘:““ 630 284 22 64 00 - |08 608 79 105 00 - |362 575 06 57 00 - | 83 124 281 512 00 - | -
Tolal% |245 110 09 25 00 388[01 133 13 17 00 65|22 34 00 03 00 60|32 48 109 198 00 87| -
Lights | 696 316 24 69 0 105 4 383 38 50 0 47563 100 1 10 0 174 | 87 136 310 566 O 1099 | 2853
%% ngms 982 991 960 958 - 98.2 1000 99.2 1000 1000 - 99,4 (1000 1000 1000 1000 - 10001835 G768 984 084 - 98.0|98.4
Buses | 12 3 1 1.0 7/]o 1 0o 0o o 1/l0 o6 o 0o o0 0|6 3 5 B8 0 22 | 40
Y%Buses | 1.7 09 40 14 - 15/00 03 00 00 - 02|00 00 00 00 - 00|65 22 16 14 - 20| 14
Trucks 10 0 2 0 3|0 2 o o o 2|0 0o o o0 0 oJlo o o 1 o0 1] 86
% Trucks | 01 00 00 28 - 03|00 05 00 00 - 04|00 00 00 00 - 00|oo 00 00 02 0102
Bicycles
on - . s = s 0 - " - - 5 - - - 1 - - 0 - -
Cr
% Bicycles
on - - - - - 00 - - - - - 85 - - - - - Tal - - - - 00 - -
Crosswalk
Pedesslnan = . . : 14 : L % i 3 s 54 = 5 = 2 D D 12 S = = 3 = & 8 % e
%
Pedestrian| - - - - = 1000 = - - . - - 915 B - - = 923 - - - = 1000 = -
5




Kingston, NY
Schwenk Dr & Fair St

TRI-ST TE

DATA

TRAFFIC

www.TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd

Count Name: Schwenk Dr & Fair
St & Kingston Plaza

Thursday, May 9, 2019 Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320 Site Code:
Location: 41.936411, - , 610-466-1469 ) Start Date: 05/09/2019
74.019825 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 3
Turning Movement Peak Hour Data (4.30 PM)
Schwenk Dr Schwenk Dr Fair St Kingston Plaza
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
Slart - Righ A n Righ A - Righ A op Righ App. | Int
A gh Righ pp. igh . pp igh . pp gh . pp- | In
Time | e Thru R8N ton U Ped Tola| et Thu RGN ton U Ped Tola| Len T RN ton (U PRd Tola| Lot Thru RSN yon (- PEd Toia| Toia
Red 1 Red 'Y | Red 'Y S Red 'Y 1 1
430PM |96 42 7 9 0 3 154| 1 43 2 9 0 12 55017 16 0 2 0O 4 35|11 20 27 84 0 2 142|388
445PM |91 26 2 9 o0 2 13| o0 s 4 6 0 7 6|7 14 0 1 0 2 22|10 18 30 66 0 1 124|337
500PM |83 42 1 9 0 4 13| 1 57 3 7 0 11 68|16 17 O 1 0 3 34|13 15 29 73 0 1 130 367
515PM | 98 47 2 9 0 0 16| 1 3% 6 6 0 6 48| 5 15 1 2 0 1 23|15 26 46 79 0 2 166|394
Total |368 159 12 3 O 9 575| 3 187 15 28 O 36 233|45 62 1 6 0 10 114| 49 79 132 302 0 6 562 [1484
APF’,E/:"’C" 64.0 27.7 21 63 00 - |13 803 64 120 00 395 544 09 53 00 - | 87 141 235 537 00 - -
Tolal% [248 107 08 24 00 387/ 02 126 10 19 00 157| 30 42 01 04 00 77|33 53 89 204 00 379| -
PHF 0.993 0846 0423 1000 0000 0921|0750 0820 0825 0778 0000 - 0857|0662 0912 0250 0750 0000 0814|0817 0760 0717 0898 0000 0846 | 0942
Lights | 362 156 11 35 0 564| 3 186 15 28 0© 232|45 62 1 6 0O 114 | 46 77 129 299 © 551 | 1481
% Liﬂhli 984 981 917 972 98.1|1000 99,5 1000 100.0 996 {1000 1000 100.0 1000 1000938 975 97.7 99.0 - 98.0 | 98.5
Buses | 6 3 1 1 0 1Mo o o 0o o 0o/o0o o o o0 0 0|3 2 3 3 o0 1 | 22
%Buses | 16 19 83 28 - 1900 oo oo 00 00|00 00 00 00 00[61 25 23 10 20| 15
Tucks | 0 0 0 0 0 ojJo 1 o o o 1]0 0o o o0 o ofo o o o o0 o}
% Trucks | 00 00 00 00 - 00|00 06 00 00 - 04 |00 00 00 00 - 00|00 00 00 00 0.0 | 0.1
Bicycles
on S T B I = 1 =] o= = 2« 0 =] = = = 0 ==
- "
% Bicycles
on s - - - - 00 - - - = 28 = : - = - - 00 - B - - - 00 = -
Crosswalk
Pede:tnan . . . . 9 ' . . _ L L 35 - X . _ . N 10 N |- = 6
%
Pedesirian| - - - - - 1000 - - - - - 972 - - - - 1000 = B - B - 1000 -
S




TRI-ST TE

TRAFFIC ] DATA
www.TSTData.com
ginr?stor;(, BJY& Fai St 184 Baker Rd Count Name: Schwenk Dr & Fair
chwenk Dr & Fair St & Kingston Plaza
Thursday, May 9, 2019 Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320 Site Cé,dge;
Location: 41.936411, - ) 610-466-1469 ) Start Date: 05/09/2019
74.019825 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 4
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Turning Movement Peak Hour Data Plot (4:30 PM)



Kingston, NY

Scwhenk Dr & Clinton Ave
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Lacation: 41.934891, -

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320

TRI-ST TE

TRAFFIC DATA

www, TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd

610-466-1469

Count Name: Scwhenk Dr &

Clinton Ave

Site Code:

Start Date: 05/09/2019

74018129 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 1
Turning Movement Data
N Front St Clinton Ave Schwenk Dr
Eastbound Northbound Southbound
Start Time
Peds App. Total Left Thru U-Tumn Peds App. Total Thru Right U-Tum Peds App. Total | (ni Tolal
4:00 PM 0 0 47 55 0 0 102 53 0 0 0 53 155
4:15 PM 0 0 47 76 4] 0 123 44 0 0 0 44 167
4:30 PM 0 0 46 55 0 0 101 54 0 0 0 54 155
4:45 PM 0 0 49 62 0 0 111 38 0 0 Q 38 149
Hourly Total 0 0 189 248 0 0 437 189 0 0 0 189 626
5:00 PM 0 0 47 67 0 0 114 58 0 0 0 58 172
5:15 PM 0 0 56 47 0 Q 103 64 0 0 0 64 167
5:30 PM 0 0 33 60 0 0 113 60 0 0 0 60 173
5:45 PM 0 0 56 55 0 0 111 50 0 Q 0 50 161
Hourly Total 0 0 212 229 0 0 441 232 0 0 0 232 673
6:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 ]
Grand Total 0 0 401 477 0 0 878 421 0 0 0 421 1299
pp h % = 457 543 00 - 100.0 00 0.0 *
Total % 0.0 309 367 00 676 32.4 0.0 0.0 32.4
Lights 0 398 474 0 872 41 0 [ 411 1283
% Lights 99.3 99.4 - 99.3 97.6 - - 97.6 98.8
Buses 0 0 1 0 1 10 0 0 10 11
% Buses - 0.0 02 0.1 24 - 24 0.8
Trucks 0 3 2 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
% Trucks * 07 04 06 00 00 04
Bicycies on Crosswalk Q * = + 0 - - 0 - -
% Bicycles on = s z - = i =
Crosswalk
Pedeslrians 0 - - - 0 - - - - 0 - -

% Pedesltrians




TRI-ST TE

TRAFFIC DATA

www. TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd

Kingston, NY Count Name: Scwhenk Dr &
Scwhenk Dr & Clinton Ave . . . Clinton Ave
Thursday, May 9, 2019 Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320 Site Code:
Location: 41.934891, - _ 610-466-1469 . Start Date: 05/09/2019
74.018129 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 3
Turning Movement Peak Hour Data (5:00 PM)
N Front St Clinton Ave Schwenk Dr
. Eastbound Northbound Southbound
Start Time
Peds App. Total Left Thru U-Turn Peds App. Tolal Thru Right U-Turn Peds App. Total | Int. Tolal
5:00 PM 0 0 47 67 0 0 114 58 0 0 0 58 172
5:15 PM 0 0 56 47 0 0 103 64 0 0 0 64 167
5:30 PM 0 0 53 60 0 0 113 60 0 0 0 80 173
5:45 PM 0 0 56 55 0 0 1M1 50 0 0 0 50 161
Tolal 0 0 212 229 0 0 441 232 0 0 0 232 673
Approach % 48.1 51.9 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 - B
Total % 0.0 31.5 34.0 0.0 655 345 0.0 0.0 34.5 -
PHF 0.000 0.946 0.854 0.000 0.967 0.906 0.000 0.000 0.906 0.973
Lights 0 212 228 0 i 440 227 0 0 . 227 667
5 Lights 100.0 99.6 - 998 97.8 - . 97.8 99 1
Buses 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 a 5
% Buses 0.0 00 - 0.0 22 . . 22 0.7
Trucks 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
9% Trucks = 0.0 04 - 02 00 . 0.0 0.1
Bicycles on Crosswalk 0 - - - 0 - - - 0
% Bicycles on . N . N N
Crosswalk
Pad) 0 - 0 - - 0 -
% Pedestrians - - B + E




Kingston, NY

Scwhenk Dr & Clinton Ave
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Location: 41.934881, -
74.018129

TRI-ST ‘TE

TRAFFIC DATA

www.TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
610-466-1469
Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995

Count Name: Scwhenk Dr &
Clinton Ave

Site Code:

Start Date: 05/09/2019
Page No: 4
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Turning Movement Peak Hour Data Plot (5:00 PM)



TRI-ST TE

TRAFFIC DATA
www.TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd Count Name: Scwhenk Dr &
Kingston, NY ) . . Washington Ave
Scwhenk Dr & Washington Ave Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320 Site Code:
Thursday, May 9, 2019 ) 610-466-1469 ) Start Date: 05/09/2019
Location: 41.936416, -74.02551 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 1

Turning Movement Data

Hurley Ave Schwenk Dr Washington Ave Washington Ave
Eastbound Wesibound Northbound Soulhbound
Time Left Thr Righ on o Tl Lo o Righ fgn U- Pad RER o oq Rign FOY U ped APR ¢ q Rion FEY U pes 4PRJTL
Red Tum s ) b Red Tum s | t RQad Tumn s | ' paga TUM s ) |
4:00 PM 54 38 0 [} 0 0 92 | 25 48 84 10 1 1 148 | 20 138 6 0 0 2 164 | BO 145 35 11 0 0 271 | 675
4:15 PM 54 44 1 Q 0 0 96 | 24 42 80 22 0 0 168 | 256 118 8 0 0 0 151 | 73 134 28 17 0 0 252 | 667
4:30 PM 58 35 0 0 0 0 93 | 33 48 77 28 1 0 187 | 15 125 11 Qo 0 0 151 | 68 130 44 17 0 0 259 | 690
4:45PM | 59 46 1 0 0 0 106} 28 37 72 21 0 O 158 | 17 148 8 0 0 1 1731 65 130 35 16 0 2 248 | 683
Haurly Total | 225 160 2 0 0 0 387|110 176 293 81 2 1 661 | 77 529 33 0 0 3 639|286 539 142 61 0 2 1028 | 2715
5:00 PM 52 32 ] 0 0 0 84 | 30 40 96 51 1 O 218| 16 135 § 0 0 0 156 | 75 132 27 17 0 0 251]709
515PM | 53 36 1 0 0 o] 90 | 28 48 68 31 2 0 177 23 144 9 3 0 0 179 | 73 126 40 20 0 0 258 | 705
5:30 PM 52 44 0 0 0 o] 96 | 24 51 62 24 0 1 161 ] 22 134 14 1 0 0 171 | 66 135 28 26 0 2 255|683
5:45 PM 36 38 Q 0 0 0 74 | 24 55 60 21 0 0 160 | 19 136 7 0 0 0 1611 74 120 21 16 0 1 231 | 626
Houtly Total | 163 150 1 0 0 0 344|106 194 2868 127 3 1 716 | 80 548 35 4 0 Q0 667|288 513 116 79 0 3 996 |2723
6:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
C_-}rroalg? 418 310 3 0 0 0 731|216 369 579 208 5 2 1377 | 157 1079 68 4 0 3 1308 | 574 1052 258 140 0 5 2024 | 5440
AF’P.E/?’C" 572 424 04 00 00 - 157 268 420 151 04 - - |120 825 52 03 00 - - (284 520 127 69 00 - - | -
Tolal % 77 57 01 00 00 . 13440 68 106 38 01 . 253129 198 13 01 0.0 - 240(106 193 47 26 00 - 372| -
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% Lights | 993 98.7 1000 - - - 99.0/986 989 988 981 1000 987|975 989 971 1000 - 986 (878 681 884 893 - 982|985
Buses 0 3 0 0 0 3 3 4 2 3 0 12 3 2 2 0 0 - 7 9 10 3 0 0 - 22 | 44
%Buses [ 00 10 00 - - 04114 11 03 14 00 09119 02 29 00 - - 05|16 10 12 00 - - 11]08
Trucks 3 1 0 [o] [ - 4 0 0 5 1 0 . 6 1 10 0 0 Q 11 3 10 1 1 0 15 | 36
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TRI-ST TE

TRAFFIC DATA
www. TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd Count Name: Scwhenk Dr &
Kingston, NY ) . . Washington Ave
Scwhenk Dr & Washington Ave Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320 Site Code:
Thursday, May 9, 2019 . 610-466-1489 . Start Date: 05/09/2019
Location: 41.936416, -74.02551 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 3

Turning Movement Peak Hour Data (4:30 PM)
Hurley Ave Schwenk Dr Washington Ave Washington Ave
Eastbound Westbound Norihbound Southbound
Start R 4 i
A : igh - App. on Righ o App. on Righ App. n Righ ) App. | Ini
Time Left Thru R'lgh ten Tldr sd Tola | Left Thru R'lgh ton TU Ped “Tota | Left Thru thgh Len TU Ped Tota| Let Thru R8N yon TU Ped Tola | Tota
Red Reg UM S | Red UM Sy ' Red Tum s T
4:30 PM 58 35 0 0 0 0 93 | 33 48 77 28 1 0 187 | 15 125 11 0 0 0O 151 | 68 130 44 17 0 0 259 | 690
4:45 PM 59 46 1 0 0 0O 106| 28 37 72 21 Q 0 156 | 17 148 8 0 0 1 173 | 65 130 35 16 0 2 246 | 883
5:00 PM 52 32 0 ] 0 0 B4 | 30 40 96 51 1 0O 218| 16 135 5 0 0 0 156 | 75 132 27 17 0 O 251 | 709
5:15 PM 53 36 1 0 Q0 0 90 | 28 48 68 31 2 0 1771 23 144 9 3 0 0 179 | 73 126 40 20 0 0 259 | 705
Total 222 149 2 0 0 0 373|119 173 313 131 4 0O 740 71 552 33 3 0 1 659 | 281 518 146 70 0 2 1015 | 2787
APP{/‘:“"" 595 399 05 00 00 - - [161 234 423 177 05 - - |108 838 50 05 00 - - |277 510 144 69 00
Total % 80 53 01 00 00 134|143 62 112 47 01 266| 25 198 12 01 00 236|101 186 52 25 00 - 64| -
PHF °$4 0810 0500 0000 0000 0880(0902 0901 0815 0642 0500 0849(0772 0932 0750 0250 0000 - 0920|0937 0981 0830 0875 0000 0980 | 0983
Lights 220 147 2 0 0 369 [ 118 171 308 130 4 731 | 69 542 33 3 a 647 | 275 508 145 70 0 998 | 2745
% Lights | 99.1 98,7 1000 - - 98.9(99.2 988 984 992 1000 - 988|972 982 1000 1000 - 982|979 981 993 1000 - 983|985
Buses 0 2 0 0 0 - 2 1 2 2 0 0 - 5 2 2 0 Q0 0 - 4 5 5 1 0 0 . 11 22
% Buses | 00 13 00 - - 05|08 12 06 00 00 07|28 04 00 0O & 06|18 10 07 00 . 1.1 ] 08
Trucks 2 0 0 0 0 - 2 0 0 3 1 0 4 0 8 0 0 0 8 1 5 Q [¥] 0 [ 20
% Trucks [ 09 00 00 - - 05|00 00 10 08 0O - 05|00 14 00 00 - 1204 10 00 0O - - 06 |07
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Kingston, NY

Scwhenk Dr & Washington Ave
Thursday, May 9, 2019
Location: 41.936416, -74.02551

L 2 A

www.TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd

Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320
610-466-1469
Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995
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Page No: 4
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Kingston, NY
Washington Ave & N.Front St

TRI-ST TE

TRAFFIC DATA

www.TSTData.com
184 Baker Rd

Count Name: Washington Ave &
N Front St

Thursday, May 9, 2019 Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320 Site Code:
Location: 41.935105, - ) 610-466-1469 i Start Date: 05/09/2019
74.024852 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 1
Turning Movement Data
Grandma Brown Ln N Front St Washington Ave Washington Ave
Easibound Weslbound Northbound Soulhbound
Time Left Thru Righ ey na (Ged a1 - Righ o e A Rign ik o hed i [— Righ oy i 5% ol
Red i Red | Red | Red 1 1
400PM |35 13 ©0 1 0 0 49| 8 33 38 11 0 1 90| 6 8 7 4 O 4 105|221 65 57 44 0 2 187|431
415PM |42 20 0 0 0 O 62| 9 34 2 1 0 0 78| 5 83 11 13 0 0 11230 66 42 54 0 0 192 | 444
430PM |34 30 0 0 0 1 64| 6 41 22 14 0 0 8 | 3 81 12 9 0 2 105|31 70 55 26 0O O 182|434
w45PM | 47 19 2 1 0o o 69| 7 3 21 26 0 0 9|5 83 12 13 0 1 113|393 65 54 13 0 0 171|443
HouriyTotal | 158 82 2 2 0 1 24430 144 101 66 O 1 34119 335 42 39 0 7 435|121 266 208 137 0 2 732 [1752
500PM |48 23 2 o o0 3 73|11 3 5 17 0 0 109| 2 44 1 8 0 7 55|31 82 35 36 O 1 184|421
5165PM | 84 27 1 0 o0 ©0 79| 9 3 27 % 0 o0 81| 3 93 10 16 ©0 2 122|38 61 52 20 0 0 171|453
530PM |62 26 3 ©0 0 1 94| 8 4 31 14 O O 93| 5 6 5 B 0 2 B5|25 8 63 16 0 0 185|458
545PM | 78 25 2 0 0 1 105| 7 33 19 4 o0 o 63| 2 s8 5 4 0 1 69|30 67 23 41 0o 1 161|038
HouyTotal | 240 103 8 0 0 5 351 |35 133 128 44 O O 346| 12 262 21 36 0 12 331|124 282 173 113 0 2 702|170
600PM | 0 0 ©0 0 ©0 O0 O0OJO © 0 O 0O 0 ©0JOo O © 0o © 0o o0o|o o o o0 o0 0o o0olo
%’;2‘,1 398 185 10 2 O 6 595|65 283 229 110 O 1 687|341 597 63 75 0 19 766|245 558 381 250 O 4 1434 3482
APP{/‘:“" 669 311 17 03 00 - |95 412 333 160 00 - |40 779 82 98 00 - |171 389 266 17.4 00 .
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% Lights |99.2 98.9 1000 1000 - 992/969 996 965 98.2 - 98.1[1000 983 984 987 984|096 962 987 98.8 - - 979|983
Buses 0o 1 0 o0 o0 1]0 o 2 1 o 3 /o0 3 1 1 o 5 |1 7 5 1 0 14 | 23
%Buses |00 05 00 04 - 02|00 00 09 09 - 04|00 05 16 13 - 07]/04 13 13 04 - 10|07
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Kingston, NY

TRI-ST ' TE

TRAFFIC © DATA

www, TSTData,com
184 Baker Rd

Count Name: Washington Ave &

Washington Ave & N.Front St . . . N Front St
Thursday, May 9, 2019 Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320 Site Code:
Location: 41,935105, - i 610-466-1469 ) Start Date: 05/09/2019
74.024852 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 3
Turning Movement Peak Hour Data (4:45 PM)
Grandma Brown Ln N Front St Washington Ave Washington Ave
Eastbound Westbound Norihbound Soulhbound
Start - Righ App. - Righ App. - Righ App. - Righ App. | Int
Time | (oft Thu RN fon U- Ped BB, oy qno Righ g U- Ped TBEL o ppn Rish O U- Ped TEEL g ppe Rish ygn U- Ped RRET
l Red Tum s ) } Red Turn s | ' Red Tumn s | ] Red Tun s | |
445PM | 47 19 2 4 0 0 69| 7 3 21 2 ©0 O 90| 5 8 12 43 0 1 13|39 65 54 13 0 0 171|443
S5:00PM |48 23 2 0 o0 3 73|11 30 s 17 ©0 o0 109| 2 44 t 8 0 7 55|31 B8 35 36 0 1 184|421
515PM | 51 27 10 0 0 79 % 27 9 0 o0 8 |3 e 10 16 0 2 122|138 61 52 20 0 0 171|453
6:30PM | 63 28 3 0 0 1 94| 8 40 31 14 0 0 3|5 67 5 B8 0 2 85 |25 B2 63 16 0 0 186|458
Total [209 97 8 1 0 4 315|35 142 130 66 0 O 373| 15 287 28 45 0 12 375|133 290 204 85 0 1 712|175
APP{/‘;“" 663 308 25 03 00 94 381 349 177 00 - - |40 765 75 120 o0 187 407 287 11.9 00 . .
Total% |11.6 55 05 01 00 177/ 20 80 73 37 00 - 210|/08 162 16 25 00 211|75 163 115 48 00 401 -
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Ughts 207 96 8 1 0 312} 35 141 125 65 0 - 366| 15 283 27 44 0 369 [ 133 281 203 85 O 702 | 1748
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TRAFFIC | . DATA
www.TSTData.com
Kingston, NY 184 Baker Rd ﬁo[_ynt Ngme: Washington Ave &
i . ront St
w,ﬁg'é’ag,}f’”mﬁ‘}’%fg‘zgg°m St Coatesville, Pennsylvania, United States 19320 Site Code:
Location: 41.935105, - ) 610-466-1469 ) Start Date: 05/09/2019
74.024852 Serving Transportation Professionals Since 1995 Page No: 4
igion Ave [SB]
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Préject NE:2918-025 File Name : PM_Frog Alley-Front St_20190619

Counted By: PJA Site Code : 11802501
Location: Frog Alley/N. Front St Start Date : 6/19/2019
Comments: PM Peak Page No :1

Groups Printed- Passenger Veh - Heavy Veh - School Buses
Frog Alley N. Front St Green St N. Front St
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound
Start Time Left Thru Right wror  amres Left Thru Right rror  amsrew Left Thru Right Rror  asrm Left  Thru Right = RTOR | Agp Toml Int Total

04:00 PM 3 3 16 0 22 7 63 M 0 81 1 0 0 0 1 19 38 12 0 69 173
04:15 PM 2 5 3 0 10 3 65 4 0 72 0 0 1 0 1 19 47 6 0 72 155
04:30 PM 2 9 22 0 33 7 65 10 0 82 0 0 0 0 0 29 32 10 0 71 186
04:45 PM 1 6 6 0 13 5 61 10 0 76 0 0 0 0 0 22 27 6 0 55 144
Total| 8 23 47 0 781 22 254 35 o 311 1 0 1 0 2 89 144 34 0 267 658
05:00 PM 3 3 12 0 18 12 70 11 0 93 0 0 0 0 0 19 43 15 0 77 188
05:15 PM 2 6 3 0 11 6 55 5 0 66 0 0 0 0 0 11 44 10 0 65 142
05:30 PM 2 3 9 0 14 6 58 6 0 70 0 0 0 0 0 17 34 10 0 61 145
05:45 PM 6 6 8 0 20, 13 51 4 0 68 0 0 0 0 0 13 39 18 0 70 158
Total 13 18 32 0 63| 37 234 26 0 297 0 0 0 0 0 60 160 53 0 273 633
Grand Total , 21 41 79 0 141' 59 488 61 0 608 1 0 1 0 2 149 304 87 0 540 1291
Apprch % 149 291 56 0 9.7 803 10 0 50 0 50 0 276 563 16.1 0
Total% 16 32 6.1 0 108 46 378 47 0 471 01 0 01 0 02 15 235 67 0 418
Passengerven 21 41 72 0 134 59 487 60 0 606 1 0 1 0 2 148 303 87 0 538 1280
wrmerserves 100 100 911 0 95 100 ss8 984 0 99.7 100 0 100 0 100 993 997 100 0 996 99.1
HeawyVeh 0 0 7 0 7 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 11
% Heavy Veh 0 0 89 0 5 0 02 16 0 03, 0 0O 0 0 0 07 03 © 0 04 09
School Buses 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0/ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 Sichool Ouses 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



05 Saishion File Name : PM_Frog Alley-Front St_20190619
Site Code : 11802501
Start Date :6/19/2019

PageNo :2
Frog Alley N. Front St Green St N. Front St
Southbound Westbound Northbound Eastbound

Start Time Left Thru Right rior s rew Left | Thru Right  mror  ssrew Left Thru Right  mror  ase rew Left Thru Right Arog e Toml  Int Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 4:00:00 PM to 5:45:00 PM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 4:15:00 PM

41500PM ' 2 5 3 0 10 3 65 4 0 72 0 0 1 0 1 19 47 6 0 72 155
4:30:00 PM 2 9 22 0 33 7 65 10 0 82 0 0 0 0 0 29 32 10 0 71 186
4:45:00 PM 1 6 6 0 13 5 61 10 0 76 0 0 0 0 0 22 27 6 0 55 144
5:00:00 PM 3 3 12 0 18 12 70 11 0 93 0 0 0 0O 0 19 43 15 0 77 188
Total Volume 8 23 43 0 74 27 261 35 0 323 0 0 1 0 1 89 149 37 0 275 673
%aApp. Total 108 311 581 0 84 808 108 O 0 0100 O 324 542 135 0
PHF &87 639 489 .000 .561 563 .932 795 000 .B68,.000 .000 250 .000 .250 .767 .793 .617 .000 893: .895
Passenger Veh 8 23 40 0 71 } 27 261 34 0 322‘ 0 0 1 0 1 69 149 37 0 275 669
wrasangerven 100 100 93.0 0 959:100 100 971 0 99.7. 0O 0 100 0 100 100 100 100 0 100 994
Heavy Veh 0 0 3 0 3 0 0 1 0 1 : 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
% Heavy Veh 0 0 70 0 4.1 0 0 29 0 0.3} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.6
School Buses 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% School Buses 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 i 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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X Creightoh

Project No.: 118-025 File Name : 1118025pDrwy
Counted By: MF Site Code : 11802501
Location: Fair St, Kingston Start Date : 7/2/2019
Comments PageNo :1

Groups Printed- Pass Veh - Heavy Veh - School Bus

Fair St Fair St Driveway
Southbound Northbound Eastbound

Start Time Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Peds App. Total: Left Right Peds App. Total Int. Total

Factor 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
04:00 PM 36 0 0 36 0 17 0 17 2 1 0 3 56
04:15 PM 32 1 0 33 1 17 0 18 4 0 0 4 55
04:30 PM 28 1 0 29 0 19 0 19 3 5 0 8 56
04:45 PM 28 1 0 29 0 19 0 19 2 0 0 2 50
Total 124 3 0 127 1 72 0 73 11 6 0 17 217
05:00 PM | 30 1 0 31 2 33 0 35 9 6 0 15 81
05:15 PM . 27 1 0 28 0 19 0 19 2 1 0 3 50
05:30 PM 29 0 0 29 2 14 0 16 0 1 0 1 46
05:45 PM | 22 1 0 23 0 13 0 13 0 2 0 2 38
Total 1 108 3 0 111 4 79 0 83 1 10 0 21 215
Grand Total 232 6 0 238 5 151 0 156 22 16 0 38 432

Apprch % 97.5 25 0 32 96.8 0 57.9 421 0

Total % 53.7 1.4 0 55.1 12 35 0 36.1 51 37 0 8.8
Pass Veh 230 6 0 236 5 149 0 154 22 16 0 38 428
% Pass Veh 99.1 100 0 99.2 100 98.7 0 98.7 100 100 0 100 99.1
Heavy Veh 2 0 0 2 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 4
% Heavy Veh 0.9 0 0 0.8 0 1.3 0 1.3 0 0 0 0 09

School Bus 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% School Bus 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



‘ _..}‘ Cre:ight?n

Project No.: 118-025 File Name : 1118025pDrwy
Counted By: MF Site Code : 11802501
Location: Fair St, Kingston Start Date :7/2/2019
Comments Page No :2
Fair St Fair St Driveway
Southbound Northbound Eastbound
Start Time Thru Right Peds App. Total Left Thru Peds App. Total Left Right Peds App. Total Int Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 4:00:00 PM to 5:45:00 PM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 4:15:00 PM
4:15:00 PM | 32 1 0 33 1 17 0 18 4 0 0 4 55
4:30:00 PM ¢ 28 1 0] 29 0 19 0 19 3 5 0 8 56
4:45:00 PM 28 1 0 29 ; 0 19 0 19 2 0 0 2 50
5:00:00 PM 30 1 0 31 2 33 0 35 9 6 0 15 81
Total Volume 118 4 0 122 3 88 0 91 18 11 0 29 242
% App. Total  96.7 33 0 33 967 0 621 3789 0
PHF 922 1.00 000 924 375 .667 .000 .650 500 458 000 483 q47
Pass Veh 116 4 0 120 3 87 0 90 18 11 0 29 239
% Pass Veh 98.3 100 0 98.4 100 98.9 0 98.9 100 100 0 100 98.8
Heavy Veh 2 0 0] 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 3
% Heavy Veh 1.7 0 0 16 0 1.1 0 1.1 0 0 0 0 1.2
School Bus 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% School Bus 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0
Fair St
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Appendix C

Level of Service Analysis

Traffic Impact Study
The Kingstonian
City of Kingston, New York



LOS Definitions
The following is an excerpt from the 2010 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM).

Level of Service for Signalized Intersections

Level of Service (LOS) can be characterized for the entire intersection, each intersection
approach, and each lane group. Control delay alone is used to characterize LOS for the entire
intersection or an approach. Control delay and volume-to-capacity (v/c) ratio are used to
characterize LOS for a lane group. Delay quantifies the increase in travel time due to traffic
signal control. It is also a surrogate measure of driver discomfort and fuel consumption. The
v/c ratio quantifies the degree to which a phase's capacity is utilized by a lane group. The
following paragraphs describe each LOS.

LOS A describes operations with a control delay of 10 s/veh or less and a v/c ratio no greater
than 1.0. This level is typically assigned when the v/c ratio is low and either progression is
exceptionally favorable or the cycle length is very short. If it is due to favorable progression,
most vehicles arrive during the green indication and travel through the intersection without
stopping.

LOS B describes operations with control delay between 10 and 20 s/veh and a v/c ratic no
greater than 1.0. This level is typically assigned when the v/c ratio is low and either progression
is highly favorable or the cycle length is short. More vehicles stop than with LOS A.

LOS C describes operations with control delay between 20 and 35 s/veh and a v/c ratio no
greater than 1.0. This level is typically assigned when progression is favorable or the cycle
length is moderate. Individual cycle failures (i.e., one or more queued vehicles are not able to
depart as a result of insufficient capacity during the cycle) may begin to appear at this level.
The number of vehicles stopping is significant, although many vehicles still pass through the
intersection without stopping.

LOS D describes operations with control delay between 35 and 55 s/veh and a v/c ratio no
greater than 1.0. This level is typically assigned when the v/c ratio is high and either
progression is ineffective or the cycle length is long. Many vehicles stop and individual cycle
failures are noticeable.

LOS E describes operations with control delay between 55 and 80 s/veh and a v/c ratio no
greater than 1.0. This level is typically assigned when the v/c ratio is high, progression is
unfavorable, and the cycle length is long. Individual cycle failures are frequent.

LOS F describes operations with control delay exceeding 80 s/veh or a v/c ratio greater than
1.0. This level is typically assigned when the v/c ratio is very high, progression is very poor, and
the cycle length is long. Most cycles fail to clear the queue.

A lane group can incur a delay less than 80 s/veh when the v/c ratio exceeds 1.0. This
condition typically occurs when the cycle length is short, the signal progression is favorable, or
both. As a result, both the delay and v/c ratio are considered when lane group LOS is
established. A ratio of 1.0 or more indicates that cycle capacity is fully utilized and represents
failure from a capacity perspective (just as delay in excess of 80 s/veh represents failure from a
delay perspective).



Level of Service Criteria for Unsignalized Intersections

Level of service (LOS) for Two-Way Stop-Controlled (TWSC) intersections is determined by the
computed or measured control delay. For motor vehicles, LOS is determined for each minor-
street movement (or shared movement) as well as major-street left turns by using criteria given
in Exhibit 19-1. LOS is not defined for the intersection as a whole or for major-street
approaches for three primary reasons: (a) major-street through vehicles are assumed to
experience zero delay; (b) the disproportionate number of major-street through vehicles at a
typical TWSC intersection skews the weighted average of all movements, resulting in a very low
overall average delay for all vehicles; and (c) the resulting low delay can mask important LOS
deficiencies for minor movements. LOS F is assigned to the movement if the volume-to-
capacity (v/c) ratio for the movement exceeds 1.0, regardiess of the control delay.

The LOS criteria for TWSC intersections are somewhat different from the criteria used in
Chapter 18 for signalized intersections, primarily because user perceptions differ among
transportation facility types. The expectation is that a signalized intersection is designed to
carry higher traffic volumes and will present greater delay than an unsignalized intersection.
Unsignalized intersections are also associated with more uncertainty for users, as delays are
less predictable than they are at signals, which can reduce users' delay tolerance.

The LOS criteria for All-Way Stop-Controlled (AWSC) intersections are given in Exhibit 20-2.
LOS F is assigned if the v/c ratio of a lane exceeds 1.0, regardless of the control delay. For
assessment of LOS at the approach and intersection levels, LOS is based solely on control
delay.

Exhibits 19-1/20-2:
Level-of-Service Criteria for Stop Controlled Intersections

Control Delay (s/veh) LOS by Volume-to-Capacity Ratio

vic<1.0 vic>1.0
10.0 A F
>10.0and < 15.0 B F
>15.0 and < 25.0 C F
>25.0 and < 35.0 D F
>35.0 and < 50.0 E F
>50.0 F F




HCM 6th Signalized Intersection Summary 1: Washington Ave & Hurley Ave/Schwenk Dr

118-025 Bonura Kingston 2019 Existing_PM Peak
Ay v AN ALY

Movement EBL. EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations N AL ] 4 'l L ¥ % 4 'l
Traffic Volume (veh/h) 222 149 2 119 173 444 71 552 36 281 518 216
Future Volume (veh/h) 222 149 2 119 173 444 71 552 36 281 518 216
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj{A_pbT) 1.00 1.00 1.00 100 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parking Bus, Adj 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1.00
Work Zone On Approach No No No No

Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/in 1885 1885 1885 1885 1885 1885 1856 1870 1870 1870 1870 1900
Adj Flow Rate, veh/h 227 162 2 121 177 319 72 563 34 287 529 149
Peak Hour Factor 098 098 098 098 098 098 098 098 098 098 098 098
Percent Heavy Veh, % 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 2 2 2 2 0
Cap, veh/h 428 927 12 482 390 631 109 743 45 336 645 753
Arrive On Green 012 026 026 007 021 021 006 022 022 019 034 034
Sat Flow, veh/h 1795 3620 48 1795 1885 1593 1767 3405 205 1781 1870 1610
Grp Volume(v), veh/h 227 75 79 121 177 319 72 293 304 287 529 149
Grp Sat Fiow(s),veh/h/In 1795 1791 1876 1795 1885 1593 1767 1777 1833 1781 1870 1610
Q Serve(g_s), s 7.2 25 25 3.9 62 115 30 M7 118 118 196 4.1
Cycle Q Clear(g c), s 72 25 25 39 62 115 30 M7 118 118 196 4.1
Prop In Lane 1.00 003 1.00 1.00  1.00 0.11 1.00 1.00
Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h 428 459 481 482 390 631 109 388 400 336 646 753
VIC Ratio(X) 053 016 016 025 045 051 066 076 076 085 082 020
Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h 469 591 619 564 696 890 350 586 605 494 765 856
HCM Platoon Ratio 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Upstream Filter(l) 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1.00
Uniform Delay (d), siveh 194 219 219 211 26.3 173 348 277 2718 297 227 1138
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 1.0 0.2 0.2 03 08 0.6 6.6 3.0 3.0 95 6.1 0.1
Initial Q Delay(d3),s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

%ile BackOQfQ(50%),veh/In 3.0 1.0 1.1 1.6 28 4.0 1.5 5.1 5.3 5.7 9.1 14
Unsig. Movement Delay, s/veh

LnGrp Delay(d),s/veh 204 220 220 213 271 180 414 308 308 392 288 120
LnGrp LOS C C C C C B D C C D C B
Approach Vol, veh/h 381 617 669 965
Approach Delay, siveh 211 21.3 319 29.3
Approach LOS C C C &

Timer - Assigned Phs 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s 193 215 105 244 97 31 143 207

Change Period (Y+Rc), s 50 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0

Max Green Seffing (Gmax), s 210 250 90 250 150 310 110 280
Max Q Clear Time (g_c+l1),s 13.8 138 59 45 50 216 92 135

Green Ext Time (p_c), s 0.5 28 0.1 0.7 0.1 28 0.1 19

Intersection Summary

HCM 6th Ctrl Delay 26.9

HCM 6th LOS C
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HCM 6th Signalized Intersection Summary 2: Washington Ave & N. Front St

118-025 Bonura Kingston 2019 Existing_PM Peak
Ay v ANt A2 S

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations b T & r ) d % 4 f
Traffic Volume (veh/h) 209 97 9 35 142 196 15 287 73 133 290 289
Future Volume (veh/h) 209 97 9 35 142 196 15 287 73 133 290 289
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT) 0.99 099 098 097 1.00 099 1.00 1.00
Parking Bus, Adj 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1.00
Work Zone On Approach No No No No

Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/In 1885 1885 1885 1885 1885 1856 1885 1885 1856 1900 1856 1900
Adj Flow Rate, veh/h 215 100 8 36 146 134 15 296 29 137 299 210
Peak Hour Factor 097 097 097 097 097 097 097 097 097 097 097 097
Percent Heavy Veh, % 1 1 1 1 1 3 1 1 3 0 3 0
Cap, veh/h 491 738 59 118 358 488 4l 420 362 367 751 840
Arrive On Green 012 043 043 023 023 023 023 023 023 009 041 041
Sat Flow, veh/h 1795 1720 138 206 1579 1531 36 1808 1559 1810 1856 1602
Grp Volume(v), veh/h 215 0 108 182 0 134 3N 0 29 137 299 210
Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/In 1795 0 1858 1785 0 1531 1845 0 1559 1810 1856 1602
Q Serve(g_s), s 51 0.0 21 0.0 0.0 39 1.4 0.0 09 3.2 6.9 43
Cycle Q Clear(g_c), s 5.1 0.0 2.1 5.0 0.0 3.9 9.2 0.0 0.9 3.2 6.9 4.3
Prop In Lane 1.00 007 020 100 0.05 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h 491 0 797 477 0 488 491 0 362 367 751 840
VIC Ratio(X) 044 000 014 038 000 027 063 000 008 037 040 025
Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h 636 0 797 744 0 726 1117 0 907 505 1079 1123
HCM Platoon Ratio 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1.00
Upstream Filter(l) 100 000 100 100 000 100 100 000 100 100 100 1.00
Uniform Delay (d), siveh 13.7 00 104 199 00 154 212 00 181 147 127 79
Incr Delay (d2), siveh 0.6 0.0 0.1 0.5 0.0 0.3 14 0.0 0.1 0.6 03 0.2
Initial Q Delay(d3),s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

%ile BackOfQ(50%),veh/In 1.9 0.0 0.8 21 0.0 1.3 39 0.0 0.3 1.2 26 1.3
Unsig. Movement Delay, s/veh

LnGrp Delay(d),s/veh 14.3 00 105 204 00 157 226 00 182 154 130 8.0
LnGrp LOS B A B C A B c A B B B A
Approach Vol, veh/h 323 316 340 646
Approach Delay, s/veh 13.0 18.4 222 11.9
Approach LOS B B C B

Timer - Assigned Phs 1 2 4 6 7 8

Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s 104 190 30.8 204 121 18.7

Change Period (Y+Rc), s 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 50

Max Green Sefting (Gmax),s 100  35.0 23.0 350 120 230

Max Q Clear Time (g_ctl1),s 52 112 41 8.9 71 7.0

Green Ext Time (p_c), s 0.1 2.0 0.5 26 0.3 1.3

Intersection Summary

HCM 6th Ctrl Delay 15.5

HCM 6th LOS B
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HCM 6th TWSC 3: Frog Alley & N. Front St

118-025 Bonura Kingston

2019 Existing_PM Peak

Intersection

Int Delay, s/veh 27

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations P Y & i S

Traffic Vol, veh/h 89 149 37 35 261 27 0 0 0 8 23 43

Future Vol, veh/h 89 149 37 3% 261 27 0 0 0 8 23 43

Conflicting Peds, #hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Sign Control Free Free Free Free Free Free Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop

RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None

Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -

Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 16974 - - 0 -

Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -

Peak Hour Factor 9 90 90 9 9% 90 90 9 9% 9% 90 90

Heavy Vehicles, % 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7

Mvmt Flow 99 166 41 39 290 30 0 0 0 9 26 48

Maijor/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor2

Conflicting Flow All 320 0 0 207 0 0 768 788 305
Stage 1 - - - - - - 383 383 -
Stage 2 - - - - - - 385 405 -

Critical Hdwy 4.1 - - 41 - - 64 65 6.27

Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - - - - - 54 55 -

Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - - - - - b4 55 -

Follow-up Hdwy 22 - - 22 - - 3.5 4 3.363

Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 1251 . - 1376 - - 373 326 T3
Stage 1 - - - - - - 694 616 -
Stage 2 - - - - - - 692 602

Platoon blocked, % - - - -

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 1251 - - 1376 - - 327 0 723

Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - - - 327 0 -
Stage 1 - - - - - - 632 0 -
Stage 2 - - - - - - 668 0

Approach EB WB SB

HCM Control Delay,s 2.6 0.8 11.8

HCM LOS B

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBRSBLn1

Capacity (veh/h) 1251 - - 1376 - - 608

HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.079 - - 0.028 - - 0135

HCM Control Delay (s) 8.1 0 - 17 0 - 118

HCM Lane LOS A A - A A - B

HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.3 - - 041 - - 05

Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP
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HCM 6th AWSC 4: Wall St & N. Front St

118-025 Bonura Kingston 2019 Existing_PM Peak
Intersection

Intersection Delay, siveh 10.9

Intersection LOS B

Movement EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR
Lane Configurations 4 4 W

Traffic Vol, veh/h 154 0 0 200 208 114
Future Vol, veh/h 154 0 0 200 208 114
Peak Hour Factor 093 093 093 093 093 093
Heavy Vehicles, % 1 0 0 0 3 2
Mvmt Flow 166 0 0 215 224 123
Number of Lanes 1 0 0 1 1 0
Approach EB WB NB
Opposing Approach WB EB

Opposing Lanes 1 1 0
Conflicting Approach Left NB EB
Conflicting Lanes Left 0 1 1
Conflicting Approach Right NB wB
Conflicting Lanes Right 1 0 1

HCM Control Delay 87 102 119

HCM LOS A B B

Lane NBLn1 EBLn1 WBLn1

Vol Left, % 65% 0% 0%

Vol Thru, % 0% 100% 100%

Vol Right, % 35% 0% 0%

Sign Control Stop Stop  Stop

Traffic Vol by Lane 322 164 200

LT Vol 208 0 0

Through Vol 0 154 200

RT Vol 114 0 0

Lane Flow Rate 346 166 215

Geometry Grp 1 1 1

Degree of Util (X) 0461 0233 0297

Departure Headway (Hd) 4793 505 4977

Convergence, Y/N Yes Yes Yes

Cap 748 704 716

Service Time 285 3132 3.049

HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0463 0.236 0.3

HCM Control Delay 1.9 97 102

HCM Lane LOS B A B

HCM 95th-tile Q 24 0.9 1.2
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 5: Fair St/Fair St Ext & N. Front St

118-025 Bonura Kingston 2019 Existing_PM Peak
Ay ¢ ANt ALY

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations i % 'S T

Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop

Traffic Volume (vph) 94 0 174 35 166 " 0 0 0 0 105 34

Future Volume (vph) 94 0 174 35 166 1 0 0 0 0 105 34

Peak Hour Factor 091 091 091 091 091 091 091 091 091 091 091 09

Hourly flow rate (vph) 103 0 191 38 182 12 0 0 0 0 115 37

Direction, Lane # EB1 WB1 WB2 SB1

Volume Total (vph) 294 38 194 152

Volume Left (vph) 103 38 0 0

Volume Right (vph) 191 0 12 37

Hadj (s) 031 050 -004 -0.12

Departure Headway (s) 44 5.7 51 5.0

Degree Utilization, x 036 006 028 021

Capacity (veh/h) 793 610 677 666

Control Delay (s) 9.8 7.8 88 93

Approach Delay (s) 9.8 8.7 9.3

Approach LOS A A A

intersection Summary

Delay 9.3

Level of Service A

Intersection Capacity Utilization 50.8% ICU Level of Service A

Analysis Period (min) 15
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HCM 6th AWSC 6. Fair St Ext/Kingston Plaza & Schwenk Dr

118-025 Bonura Kingston 2019 Existing_PM Peak
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 36.4

intersection LOS E

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations % 4 d > & % 4 d
Traffic Val, veh/h 367 173 48 3 187 43 45 62 8 53 79 434
Future Vol, veh/h 367 173 48 3 187 43 45 62 8 53 79 434
Peak Hour Factor 094 094 094 094 094 094 094 094 094 094 094 094
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 2 1
Mvmt Flow 390 184 51 3 199 46 48 66 9 56 84 482
Number of Lanes 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1
Approach EB WB NB SB

Opposing Approach WB EB SB NB

Opposing Lanes 1 3 3 1

Conflicting Approach Left SB NB EB WB

Conflicting Lanes Left 3 1 3 1

Conflicting Approach Right NB SB WB EB

Conlflicting Lanes Right 1 3 1 3

HCM Control Delay 38.4 26.2 18 42.3

HCM LOS E D C E

Lane NBLn1 EBLn1 EBLn2 EBLn3 WBLn1 SBLn1 SBLn2 SBLn3

Vol Left, % 39% 100% 0% 0% 1%  100% 0% 0%

Vol Thru, % 54% 0% 100% 0% 80% 0% 100% 0%

Vol Right, % 7% 0% 0% 100% 18% 0% 0% 100%

Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop  Stop  Stop

Traffic Vol by Lane 115 367 173 48 233 53 79 434

LT Vol 45 367 0 0 3 53 0 0

Through Vol 62 0 173 0 187 0 79 0

RT Vol 8 0 0 48 43 0 0 434

Lane Flow Rate 122 390 184 51 248 56 84 462

Geometry Grp 8 7 7 7 8 7 7 7

Degree of Util (X) 0342 0908 0402 0102 0628 0134 018 0.929

Departure Headway (Hd) 10063 837 7856 7471 9121 857 7985 7.247

Convergence, Y/N Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Cap 357 433 458 499 397 421 452 503

Service Time 783 6.124 5609 4924 689 627 5685 4.947

HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.342 0901 0402 0102 0625 0.133 018 0918

HCM Control Delay 18 526 1568 107 262 126 125 513

HCM Lane LOS C F o B D B B F

HCM 95th-tile Q 15 99 19 03 41 0.5 07 111
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HCM 6th TWSC

118-025 Bonura Kingston

7: Clinton Ave/N. Front Street & Schwenk Drive
2019 Existing_PM Peak

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 47
Movement WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT
Lane Configurations L T
Traffic Vol, veh/h 234 0 212 233 0 0
Future Vol, veh/h 234 0 212 233 0 0
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 0 - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 0 - - 16979
Grade, % 0 - 0 - - 0
Peak Hour Factor 97 97 97 97 971 9
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 0 0 0 0 0
Mvmt Flow 241 0 219 240 0 0
Major/Minor Minor1 Major1
Conflicting Flow All 339 339 0 0

Stage 1 339 - -

Stage 2 0 - -
Critical Hdwy 642 6.2
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 542 - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3518 33 - -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 657 708 -

Stage 1 722 - -

Stage 2 - -
Platoon blocked, % -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 657 708 - -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 657 - - -

Stage 1 722 - - -

Stage 2 - - - -
Approach WB NB
HCM Control Delay, s 13.6 0
HCM LOS B
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBT NBRWBLn1
Capacity (veh/h) - 857
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - 0.367
HCM Control Delay (s) - 13.6
HCM Lane LOS - - B
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) - 17

Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 8: Clinton Ave & John St

118-025 Bonura Kingston 2019 Existing_PM Peak
2 N

Movement EBL EBR NBL NBT SBT SBR

Lane Configurations ¥ i T

Traffic Volume (veh/h) 30 139 0 415 234 0

Future Volume (Veh/h) 30 139 0 415 234 0

Sign Control Stop Free  Free

Grade 0% 0% 0%

Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 092

Hourly flow rate (vph) 33 151 0 451 254 0

Pedestrians 3 1

Lane Width (ft) 12.0 12.0

Walking Speed (ft/s) 35 35

Percent Blockage 0 0

Right turn flare (veh)

Median type None  None

Median storage veh)

Upstream signal (ft)

pX, platoon unblocked

vC, conflicting volume 709 257 257
vC1, stage 1 conf vol

vC2, stage 2 conf vol

vCu, unblocked vol 709 257 257
tC, single (s) 6.4 6.2 4.1
tC, 2 stage (s)

tF (s) 35 33 22
pO queue free % 92 81 100
cM capacity (veh/h) 402 782 1316
Direction, Lane # EB1 NB1 SB1
Volume Total 184 451 254
Volume Left 33 0 0
Volume Right 151 0 0
cSH 669 1316 1700
Volume to Capacity 028 000 015
Queue Length 95th (ft) 28 0 0
Control Delay (s) 124 0.0 0.0
Lane LOS B

Approach Delay (s) 124 0.0 0.0
Approach LOS B

Intersection Summary

Average Delay 26
Intersection Capacity Utilization 38.7% ICU Level of Service A
Analysis Period (min) 15
Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP Synchro 10 Report
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 9: Clinton Ave & Westbrook Ln

118-025 Bonura Kingston 2019 Existing_PM Peak
YR BV

Movement WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT

Lane Configurations % i 1 &

Sign Control Stop Stop Stop

Traffic Volume (vph) 216 66 349 217 40 333

Future Volume (vph) 216 66 349 217 40 333

Peak Hour Factor 094 094 094 094 094 094

Hourly flow rate (vph) 230 70 371 231 43 354

Direction, Lane # WB1 WB2 NB1 SB1

Volume Total (vph) 230 70 602 397

Volume Left (vph) 230 0 0 43

Volume Right (vph) 0 70 231 0

Hadj (s) 052 -067 020 005

Departure Headway (s) 7.7 6.4 55 6.0

Degree Utilization, x 049 013 091 066

Capacity (veh/h) 456 535 646 576

Control Delay (s) 16.6 92 399 198

Approach Delay (s) 14.8 399 198

Approach LOS B E C

Intersection Summary

Delay 28.0

Level of Service D

Intersection Capacity Utilization 69.8% ICU Level of Service C

Analysis Period (min) 15
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HCM 6th TWSC 10: Clinton Ave & Main St

118-025 Bonura Kingston 2019 Existing_PM Peak
Intersection
Int Delay, sfveh 7.1
Movement EBL EBR NBL NBT SBT SBR
Lane Configurations d b
Traffic Vol, veh/h 0 0 145 566 510 39
Future Vol, veh/h 0 0 145 566 510 39
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 15 8§ 29 0 0 29
Sign Contro! Stop Stop Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 2 - - 0 0 -
Grade, % 0 - - 0 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 9% 9% 96 96 9% 96
Heavy Vehicles, % 0 0 1 1 1 5
Mvmt Flow 0 0 151 590 531 41
Major/Minor Major1 Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 29 0 921 58
Stage 1 - -2 -
Stage 2 - - 892 -
Critical Hdwy 411 - 651 6.25

Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - 551 -
Follow-up Hdwy 2.209 - 4009 3.345
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 1591 - ~272 1000
Stage 1 - - -
Stage 2 - - ~362 -
Platoon blocked, % -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 1647
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver -
Stage 1 - -
Stage 2 - -

946

OO OO

Approach NB 3B

HCM Control Delay, s 1.5 14.4
HCM LOS B

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT SBLn1
Capacity (veh/h) 1547 - 946
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.098 - 0.605
HCM Control Delay (s) 76 0 144
HCM Lane LOS A A B
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.3 - 42

Notes
~: Volume exceeds capacity ~ $: Delay exceeds 300s  +: Computation Not Defined  *: All major volume in platoon

Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP Synchro 10 Report
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HCM 6th Signalized Intersection Summary 1: Washington Ave & Hurley Ave/Schwenk Dr

118-025 Bonura Kingston 2025 No-Build_PM Peak
T N N VS 2R

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations LT S L] 4 i L T N % 4 f
Traffic Volume (veh/h) 250 169 2 134 196 500 80 622 M 316 583 243
Future Volume (veh/h) 250 169 2 134 196 500 80 622 41 316 583 243
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT) 1.00 1.00  1.00 100 1.00 1.00  1.00 1.00
Parking Bus, Adj 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1.00
Work Zone On Approach No No No No

Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/In 1885 1885 1885 1885 1885 1885 1856 1870 1870 1870 1870 1900
Adj Flow Rate, veh/h 255 172 2 137 200 376 82 635 39 322 595 177
Peak Hour Factor 098 098 098 098 098 098 098 098 098 098 098 098
Percent Heavy Veh, % 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 2 2 2 2 0
Cap, vehh 43 973 1 492 42 678 106 772 47 30 690 793
Arrive On Green 012 027 027 008 022 022 006 023 023 020 037 037
Sat Flow, vehth 1795 3626 42 1795 1885 1593 1767 3401 209 1781 1870 1610
Grp Volume(v), veh/h 255 85 89 137 200 376 82 331 343 322 59 177
Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/In 1795 1791 1877 1795 1885 1593 1767 1777 1833 1781 1870 1610
Q Serve(g_s), s 9.5 3.2 3.3 5.1 82 158 41 158 158 157 26.2 56
Cycle Q Clear(g_c), s 9.5 3.2 33 5.1 82 158 41 158 158 157 262 5.6
Prop In Lane 1.00 0.02 1.00 100  1.00 011 1.00 1.00
Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h M3 481 504 492 4 678 106 403 416 360 690 793
V/C Ratio(X) 062 018 018 028 048 055 077 082 082 083 08 022
Avail Cap(c_a), vehth 413 502 526 533 592 823 297 498 514 420 690 793
HCM Ptatoon Ratio 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1.00
Upstream Filter(l) 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Uniform Delay (d), s/veh 221 250 250 236 301 193 413 327 328 346 260 129
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 2.8 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.8 0.7 114 8.8 87 191 109 0.1
Initial Q Delay(d3),s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

%ile BackOfQ(50%),veh/In 42 14 14 2.2 3.8 57 21 7.6 7.9 86 132 20
Unsig. Movement Delay, s/veh

LnGrp Delay(d),s/veh 249 252 252 239 309 200 524 415 414 538 369 130
LnGrp LOS C C C C C B D D D D D B
Approach Vol, veh/h 429 713 756 1094
Approach Delay, s/veh 25.0 238 427 38.0
Approach LOS C C D D

Timer - Assigned Phs 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s 230 252 120 289 104 379 160 249

Change Period (Y+Rc), s 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0

Max Green Setfing (Gmax), s 21.0 250 90 250 150 310 110 280
Max Q Clear Time (g_c*!1),s 17.7 178 71 53 61 282 15 178

Green Ext Time (p_c), s 0.3 24 0.1 0.8 0.1 1.2 0.0 1.9

Intersection Summary

HCM 6th Ctrl Delay 339

HCM 6th LOS c
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HCM 6th Signalized Intersection Summary 2: Washington Ave & N. Front St

118-025 Bonura Kingston 2025 No-Build_PM Peak
A ey v At A2/

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations % T & ol 4 i b1 4 [l
Traffic Volume (veh/h) 235 110 10 39 161 221 17 323 82 150 327 325
Future Volume (veh/h) 235 110 10 39 161 21 17 33 82 150 327 325
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT) 0.99 099 098 097 1.0 099 1.00 1.00
Parking Bus, Adj 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1.00
Work Zone On Approach No No No No

Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/In 1885 1885 1885 1885 1885 1856 1885 1885 1856 1900 1856 1900
Adj Flow Rate, veh/h 242 13 9 40 166 160 18 333 39 155 337 247
Peak Hour Factor 097 097 097 097 097 097 097 097 097 097 097 097
Percent Heavy Veh, % 1 1 1 1 1 3 1 1 3 0 3 0
Cap, veh/h 471 731 58 14 337 468 70 452 393 352 776 880
Arrive On Green 013 042 042 022 022 022 025 025 025 009 042 042
Sat Flow, veh/h 1795 1721 137 214 1562 1529 41 1794 1560 1810 1856 1602
Grp Volume(v), veh/h 242 0 122 206 0 160 351 0 39 155 33y 47
Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/In 1795 0 1858 1776 0 1529 1834 0 1560 1810 1856 1602
Q Serve(g_s), s 6.2 0.0 26 14 0.0 5.2 22 0.0 1.2 3.8 8.2 5.2
Cycle Q Clear(g_c), s 6.2 0.0 26 6.3 0.0 52 111 0.0 1.2 38 8.2 5.2
Prop In Lane 1.00 007 019 100 0.05 1.00  1.00 1.00
Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h 471 0 789 451 0 468 521 0 393 32 776 880
V/C Ratio(X) 051 000 015 046 000 034 067 000 010 044 043 028
Avail Cap(c_a), vehh 574 0 789 700 0 690 1048 0 87 477 1019 1090
HCM Platoon Ratio 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1.00
Upstream Filter(1) 100 000 100 100 000 100 100 000 100 100 100 1.00
Uniform Delay (d), siveh 15.0 0.0 113 220 0.0 172 219 00 183 154 13.2 1.7
Incr Delay (d2), siveh 0.9 0.0 0.1 0.7 0.0 04 15 0.0 0.1 0.9 0.4 0.2
Initial Q Delay(d3),s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

%ile BackOfQ(50%),veh/in 24 0.0 1.0 26 0.0 1.7 47 0.0 0.4 1.5 31 15
Unsig. Movement Delay, s/veh

LnGrp Delay(d),s/veh 15.8 00 14 227 00 177 235 00 184 162 136 78
LnGrp LOS B A B C A B C A B B B A
Approach Vol, veh/h 364 366 390 739
Approach Delay, s/veh 14.3 205 229 12.2
Approach LOS B C C B

Timer - Assigned Phs 1 2 4 6 7 8

Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s 106 210 321 317 133 188

Change Period (Y+Rc), s 5.0 5.0 50 5.0 5.0 5.0

Max Green Setting (Gmax),s 100  35.0 230 350 120 230

Max Q Clear Time (g_ctl1),s 58  13.1 4.6 10.2 8.2 8.3

Green Ext Time (p_c), s 0.1 23 05 3.0 0.3 1.5

Intersection Summary

HCM 6th Ctrl Delay 16.5

HCM 6th LOS B
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HCM 6th TWSC

118-025 Bonura Kingston

3: Frog Alley & N. Front St

2025 No-Build_PM Peak

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 28
Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations & i S 8
Traffic Vol, veh/h 00 1863 42 39 295 30 0 0 0 9 26 48
Future Vol, veh/h 100 163 42 39 295 30 0 0 0 9 26 48
Conflicting Peds, #fhr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Free Free Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - 0 - 16974 0
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 90 9 90 90 9 90 90 90 9 9% 9% 90
Heavy Vehicles, % 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
Mvmt Flow 1M1 181 47 43 328 33 0 0 0 10 29 53
Major/Minor Major1 Maijor2 Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 361 0 0 228 0 0 858 881 345
Stage 1 - - - - - 431 43 -
Stage 2 - - - - - - 427 450 -
Critical Hdwy 41 - - 41 - 64 65 6.27
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - - - - 54 55 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - - - - 54 55 -
Follow-up Hdwy 22 - 22 - 35 4 3.363
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 1209 1352 - 330 288 687
Stage 1 - - - 660 586 -
Stage 2 - - - 662 575 -
Platoon blocked, % -

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 1209 - 1352 - 283 0 687
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 283 0 -
Stage 1 - - - - - - 590 0
Stage 2 - - - - - - 636 0

Approach EB WB SB
HCM Control Delay,s 2.7 0.8 12.7
HCM LOS B

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR SBLn1
Capacity (veh/h) 1209 - 1352 561
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.092 - - 0.032 - - 0.164
HCM Control Delay (s) 8.3 0 - 78 0 - 127
HCM Lane LOS A A - A A - B
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 03 - 0.1 - 0.6

Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP
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HCM 6th AWSC 4: Wall St & N. Front St

118-025 Bonura Kingston 2025 No-Build_PM Peak
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 12.3

Intersection LOS B

Movement EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR
Lane Configurations 4 4 W

Traffic Vol, veh/h 174 0 0 226 234 128
Future Vol, veh/h 174 0 0 226 234 128
Peak Hour Factor 093 093 093 093 093 093
Heavy Vehicles, % 1 0 0 0 3 2
Mvmt Flow 187 0 0 243 252 138
Number of Lanes 1 0 0 1 1 0
Approach EB WB NB
Opposing Approach WB EB

Opposing Lanes 1 1 0
Conflicting Approach Left NB EB
Conflicting Lanes Left 0 1 1
Conflicting Approach Right NB WB
Conflicting Lanes Right 1 0 1

HCM Control Delay 10.4 1.1 13.9

HCM LOS B B B

Lane NBLn1 EBLn1 WBLn1

Vol Left, % 65% 0% 0%

Vol Thru, % 0% 100% 100%

Vol Right, % 35% 0% 0%

Sign Control Stop Stop  Stop

Traffic Vol by Lane 362 174 226

LT Vol 234 0 0

Through Vol 0 174 226

RT Vol 128 0 0

Lane Flow Rate 389 187 243

Geometry Grp 1 1 1

Degree of Util (X) 0.544 0277 0.354

Departure Headway (Hd) 5033 5336 524

Convergence, Y/N Yes Yes Yes

Cap 720 674 688

Service Time 3.033 3.367 3.268

HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.54 0.277 0.353

HCM Control Delay 139 104 111

HCM Lane LOS B B B

HCM 95th-tile Q 3.3 1.1 1.6
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 5: Fair St/Fair St Ext & N. Front St

118-025 Bonura Kingston 2025 No-Build_PM Peak
A ey v A b ALY

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations s % 1s T

Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop

Traffic Volume (vph) 106 0 197 39 188 12 0 0 0 0 118 38

Future Volume (vph) 106 0 197 39 188 12 0 0 0 0 118 38

Peak Hour Factor 091 091 091 091 091 091 091 091 091 091 091 091

Hourly flow rate (vph) 116 0 216 43 207 13 0 0 0 0 130 42

Direction, Lane # EB1 WB1 WB2 SB1

Volume Total (vph) 332 43 220 172

Volume Left (vph) 116 43 0 0

Volume Right (vph) 216 0 13 42

Hadj (s) 031 050 -004 -012

Departure Headway (s) 45 5.8 5.2 5.1

Degree Utilization, x 042 007 032 025

Capacity (veh/h) 763 596 661 631

Control Delay (s) 10.7 8.0 9.5 9.8

Approach Delay (s) 10.7 9.2 98

Approach LOS B A A

Intersection Summary

Delay 10.0

Level of Service A

Intersection Capacity Utilization 53.8% ICU Level of Service A

Analysis Period (min) 15
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HCM 6th AWSC 6. Fair St Ext/Kingston Plaza & Schwenk Dr

118-025 Bonura Kingston 2025 No-Build_PM Peak
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 60.1

Intersection LOS F

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations % 4 ol &> & % 4 if
Traffic Vol, veh/h 414 196 54 3 212 49 51 70 9 61 89 489
Future Vol, veh/h 414 196 54 3 212 49 51 70 9 61 89 489
Peak Hour Factor 094 094 094 094 094 094 094 094 094 094 094 094
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 2 1
Mvmt Flow 440 209 57 3 226 52 54 74 10 65 95 520
Number of Lanes 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1
Approach EB WB NB SB

Opposing Approach WwB EB SB NB

Opposing Lanes 1 3 3 1

Conflicting Approach Left SB NB EB WB

Conflicting Lanes Left 3 1 3 1

Conflicting Approach Right NB SB WB EB

Conflicting Lanes Right 1 3 1 3

HCM Control Delay 62.8 36 20.9 75.2

HCM LOS F E C F

Lane NBLn1 EBLn1 EBLn2 EBLn3 WBLn1 SBLn1 SBLn2 SBLn3

Vol Left, % 39% 100% 0% 0% 1% 100% 0% 0%

Vol Thru, % 54% 0% 100% 0% 80% 0% 100% 0%

Vol Right, % 7% 0% 0% 100% 19% 0% 0% 100%

Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop  Stop  Stop

Traffic Vol by Lane 130 414 196 54 264 61 89 489

LT Vol 51 414 0 0 3 61 0 0

Through Vol 70 0 196 0 212 0 89 0

RT Vol 9 0 0 54 49 0 0 489

Lane Flow Rate 138 440 209 57 281 65 95 520

Geometry Grp 8 7 7 7 8 7 7 7

Degree of Util (X) 0402 1.055 0469 0118 0738 0157 0.214 1.086

Departure Headway (Hd) 11.004 8984 8466 7.776 9922 9033 8445 7.703

Convergence, YIN Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Cap 329 405 427 464 368 400 428 473

Service Time 8704 6684 6166 5476 7.622 6.733 6.145 5403

HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0419 1086 0489 0123 0764 0163 0222 1.099

HCM Control Delay 209 905 184 115 36 134 134 941

HCM Lane LOS C F C B E B B F

HCM 95th-tile Q 1.9 14 24 04 57 0.6 08 165
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HCM 6th TWSC

118-025 Bonura Kingston

7: Clinton Ave/N. Front Street & Schwenk Drive
2025 No-Build_PM Peak

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 53
Movement WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT
Lane Configurations % T
Traffic Vol, veh/h 266 0 240 264 0 0
Future Vol, veh/h 266 0 240 264 0 0
Conlflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 0 - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - 0 - - 16979
Grade, % 0 - 0 - - 0
Peak Hour Factor 979 97 97 97 97 97
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 0 0 0 0 0
Mvmt Flow 274 0 247 272 0 0
Major/Minor Minor1 Major1
Conflicting Flow All 383 383 0 0

Stage 1 383 - -

Stage 2 0 - -
Critical Hdwy 642 6.2 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 542 - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3518 33 -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 620 669 -

Stage 1 689 - - -

Stage 2 - - -
Platoon blocked, % -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 620 669 - -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 620 - - -

Stage 1 689 - - -

Stage 2 - - -
Approach WB NB
HCM Control Delay, s 15.3 0
HCM LOS C
Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBT NBRWBLn1
Capacity (veh/h) - 620
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - 0.442
HCM Control Delay (s) - 15.3
HCM Lane LOS - C
HCM 95th %file Q(veh) - 2.3
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis 8: Clinton Ave & John St

118-025 Bonura Kingston 2025 No-Build_PM Peak
N N

Movement EBL EBR NBL NBT SBT SBR

Lane Configurations *r 4 1>

Traffic Volume (veh/h) 34 158 0 470 266 0

Future Volume (Veh/h) 34 158 0 470 266 0

Sign Control Stop Free  Free

Grade 0% 0% 0%

Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 092

Hourly flow rate (vph) 37 172 0 511 289 0

Pedestrians 3 1

Lane Width (ft) 12.0 12.0

Walking Speed (ft/s) 3.5 3.5

Percent Blockage 0 0

Right turn flare (veh)

Median type None None

Median storage veh)

Upstream signal {ft)

pX, platoon unblocked

vC, conflicting volume 804 292 292
vC1, stage 1 conf vol

vC2, stage 2 conf vol

vCu, unblocked vol 804 292 292
tC, single (s) 6.4 6.2 441
tC, 2 stage (s)

tF (s) 3.5 3.3 22
p0 queue free % 90 77 100
cM capacity (veh/h) 354 747 1278
Direction, Lane # EB1 NB1 SB1
Volume Total 209 511 289
Volume Left 37 0 0
Volume Right 172 0 0
cSH 624 1278 1700
Volume to Capacity 033 0.00 017
Queue Length 95th (ft) 37 0 0
Control Delay (s) 13.6 0.0 0.0
Lane LOS B

Approach Delay (s) 13.6 0.0 0.0
Approach LOS B

Intersection Summary

Average Delay 28
Intersection Capacity Utilization 43.0% ICU Level of Service A
Analysis Period (min) 15
Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP Synchro 10 Report
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HCM Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis

118-025 Bonura Kingston

9: Clinton Ave & Westbrook Ln

2025 No-Build_PM Peak

"R BV
Movement WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL S8BT
Lane Configurations b 'l B &
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop
Traffic Volume (vph) 243 74 396 244 45 378
Future Volume (vph) 243 74 396 244 45 378
Peak Hour Factor 094 094 094 094 094 094
Hourly flow rate (vph) 259 79 421 260 48 402
Direction, Lane # WB1 WB2 NB1 SB1
Volume Total (vph) 259 79 681 450
Volume Left (vph) 259 0 0 48
Volume Right (vph) 0 79 260 0
Hadj (s) 052 -067 -020 005
Departure Headway (s) 78 6.6 5.8 6.2
Degree Utilization, x 05 015 109 077
Capacity (veh/h) 441 525 628 573
Control Delay (s) 19.2 96 855 269
Approach Delay (s) 17.0 855 269
Approach LOS C F D
Intersection Summary
Delay 518
Level of Service F
Intersection Capacity Utilization 71.7% ICU Level of Service
Analysis Period (min) 15

Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP
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HCM 6th TWSC 10: Clinton Ave & Main St

118-025 Bonura Kingston 2025 No-Build_PM Peak

Intersection

Int Delay, s/veh 8.1

Movement EBL EBR NBL NBT SBT SBR

Lane Configurations d P

Traffic Vol, veh/h 0 0 164 640 577 44

Future Vol, veh/h 0 0 164 640 577 44

Conflicting Peds, #/hr 15 8 29 0 0 29

Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Stop Stop

RT Channelized - None - None - None

Storage Length - - - - - -

Veh in Median Storage, # 2 - - 0 0 -

Grade, % 0 - - 0 0 -

Peak Hour Factor 9% 9% 9% 9 96 96

Heavy Vehicles, % 0 0 1 1 1 5

Mvmt Flow 0 0 171 667 601 46

Major/Minor Major1 Minor2

Conflicting Flow Al 29 0 1038 58
Stage 1 - - 29 -
Stage 2 - - 1009 -

Critical Hdwy 4.1 - 651 625

Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - - -

Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - 551 -

Follow-up Hdwy 2.209 - 4.009 3.345

Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 1591 - ~232 1000
Stage 1 - - - -
Stage 2 - - ~319

Platoon blocked, % -

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 1547 - 0 946

Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - 0 -
Stage 1 - - 0 -
Stage 2 - - 0

Approach NB SB

HCM Control Delay, s 1.6 16.6

HCM LOS c

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT SBLn1

Capacity (veh/h) 1547 - 948

HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.11 - 0.684

HCM Control Delay (s) 7.6 0 166

HCM Lane LOS A A c

HCM 95th %file Q{veh) 04 - 586

Notes
~: Volume exceeds capacity ~ $: Delay exceeds 300s  + Computation Not Defined  *: All major volume in platoon

Creighton Manning Engineering, LLP Synchro 10 Report
2025 No-Build.syn Page 4



HCM 6th Signalized Intersection Summary 1. Washington Ave & Hurley Ave/Schwenk Dr

118-025 Bonura Kingston 2025 Build_PM Peak
A ey v AN b ALY

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations % 4% % L [l N A % 4 i
Traffic Volume (veh/h) 250 177 2 161 206 527 80 622 41 335 583 243
Future Volume (veh/h) 250 177 2 161 206 527 80 622 4 335 583 243
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT) 1.00 1.00  1.00 100 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parking Bus, Adj 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1.00
Work Zone On Approach No No No No

Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/in 1885 1885 1885 1885 1885 1885 1856 1870 1870 1870 1870 1900
Adj Flow Rate, veh/h 255 181 2 164 210 404 82 635 39 342 595 177
Peak Hour Factor 098 098 098 098 098 098 098 098 098 098 098 098
Percent Heavy Veh, % 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 2 2 2 2 0
Cap, veh/h 400 947 10 505 436 706 106 761 47 376 701 794
Arrive On Green 012 026 026 009 023 023 006 022 022 021 037 037
Sat Flow, veh/h 1795 3629 40 1795 1885 1593 1767 3401 209 1781 1870 1610
Grp Volume(v), veh/h 255 89 94 164 210 404 82 331 343 342 595 177
Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/In 1795 1791 1878 1795 1885 1593 1767 1777 1833 1781 1870 1610
Q Serve(g_s), s 10.0 36 36 6.3 90 176 43 165 166 174 271 5.8
Cycle Q Clear(g_c), s 10.0 3.6 3.6 6.3 90 176 43 165 166 174 274 5.8
Prop In Lane 1.00 002 1.00 100 1.00 0.11  1.00 1.00
Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h 400 468 490 506 436 706 106 398 410 376 701 794
VIC Ratio(X) 064 019 019 032 048 057 077 083 083 091 08 022
Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h 400 482 505 519 568 817 285 478 493 403 701 794
HCM Platoon Ratio 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Upstream Filter(l) 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1.00
Uniform Delay (d), s/veh 235 267 267 236 309 193 430 344 344 358 266 134
Incr Delay (d2), s/veh 33 0.2 0.2 04 08 07 M2 103 102 234 9.6 0.1
Initial Q Delay(d3),s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0