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The following is a brief summary of the recommendations of the Stony Point Comprehensive
Plan Advisory Committee (CPAC) that were formulated over the course of several workshops
and discussion that were held between February and July of 2007. The details of how to
implement these recommendations as well as 2 wider description of the public need, purpose and
intent of the recommendations will be inchided in a forthcoming Comprehensive Plan
Reexamination Report. Under New York State Town Law, the Town Board of Stony Point is the
ultimate authority on what amendments are adopted, if any. The following is intended to provide
the Town Board with an advance look of types of detailed recommendations the Reexamination
Report will include.

Recommendations applicable Townwide:

submission of a site plan will not b
upon reviewing a survey of the lot ¢
remain unchanged.

¢s a stable, non-seasonal source of revenue. This is especially
ithe increasing tax burden due to the Mirant case. Apartments added to
the commercidl structures will have the added benefit of providing a supply of legal
rental units that will likely be more affordable than other residential offerings in the
Town. The institution of these types of uses will require several protections to insure that
quality residential unity are developed and maintained and that impacts to parking do not
proceed. These protections will include added parking requirements, outdoor recreational
area, separate entrances, prohibition on ground-floor residential spaces, minimum
apartment sizes, maximum number of bedrooms and authorization for periodic inspection
by the Building Department.. '



5. Parking standards should be reduced. Existing standards are overly onerous and result in
parking lots that are empty for most of the time. Parking standards should be brought
more in line with national and regional standards.

6. For a non-residential change of use to a use permitted in the BU, LI or PO zoning.
districts, where no exterior site changes are required, the Building Inspector should be
allowed to give relief from parking requirements based on 2 sliding scale indexed to the
parking demand. This will allow a non-residential change of use that only requires
parking reliefto be approved quickly.

0, PO and LI districts
ally easier for applicants.
Generally, more uses should be made pemntted a few uses requiring

conditional use review by the Planning Board. g

8. Auto-repair withbut gasoline éﬁles- shoulgd
w1th gasoline sales. Currently the code does

Recommenda‘tlons for Remdenual Zon ng Districts: -

9. qunhouse and condominiurm
comparable detached housing. The
streets, with private recreational fac
demand fewer Tov i i

*  should be permi E:S] g districtsfat current resxdennal densities. If a
2 ached homes on five one-acre lots, it should
ached mmdences on one five acre lot, a

glions will be lrnplcmaented as well: owner occupancy will be required of
one of the twWo units; structures will remain metered as a single-family residence; a
special-permit of the Zoning Board of Appeals will be required; a new application will be
required to continue the use after transfer of ownership; the existing residence must be
- conforming to all requirements of the zoning district in which it is located; only a
ot st et efeentage” of the existing Tesidence hay be permitied as Wil AtCEssory apartmient; the
: front fagade of the residence shail maintain the appearance of a single-family residence;
additional parking will be required; inspections at the discretion of the ‘Buﬂdmg Inspector

must be permitted as a condition of special permit issuance.




11. A tree preservation provision should be enacted that requires site-plan approval for the
removal of excessive amounts of healthy large trees (initially no more than 10 trees with
a diameter of eight inches or greater) in any calendar year. Such a provision will allow
for the Planning Board to require mitigation plantings and to set standards for the
installation of screening and street tree installation.

'.12. The Comprehensive Plan should not make recommendations to the development of the
Shote Road area but should explain the challenges that confront development in that area.

Recommendations on Administrative Procedures

13. Where requested by an apphcanL Architectural Revmw ho
the application process.

14. The Zoning Chaptcr should be revised to forma
to being beard by the Planning Board or aftex 3
staff reviews plans and suggests tech nig anges “butside of the
monthly schedule. This will allow a more Tapid procest
Planning Board involvement. The applicant wd
before. the Planning Board . if

initial hearing, the

g Board’s

15. The Planning Board attorney shoul
is warranted.

Other Recommendations;

As § : ing re
Robert Getiesl ikl possibly CPAC representatlves will meet with the Town Board
1o answer queshy, fecommendations. Afier the Town Board has made any required

implementing code dients will require a review under SEQRA and by Rockland County
Planning. Upen concifision of these reviews the Town Board may adopt the report and any
‘nnplementmg code chinges.



