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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 a wider description ofthe public need, purpose and
intent of· the recommendations will be included 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, ifany. The following is intended to provide
the Town Board with an advance look of types ofdetailed recommendations the Reexaniination .
Report will include.

Recommendations applicable Townwide:

1. Boat storage was taken up early in the process of th
When the Town Board decided to address the i
However, because the ToWn Board has dec'
CPAC's recommendations. For boat stMa .
RV shall be permitted; the boat or RV m
and in operable condition; the boat may not
principal Structure on the lot; the boat or RV rna
offuel; and the boat or RV may t be stored in an
non-residential lots the Planning all approve
submission ofa site plan will not The PIIlllOl
upon reviewing a survey of the lot visit..
remain unchanged.

4. Mixed u ermitted in the BU zoning district as a means of giving owners of
commercial es a stable, non-seasonal source of revenue. This is especially
important giv increasing tax burden due to the Mirant case. Apartments added to
the commerci 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 ofthese types ofl1ses will require several protections to insure that
quality residential units 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 ofbedrooms and authorization for periodic inspection
by the Building Department.. .



, PO and LI districts
ly easier for applicants.

a few uses requiring
such as hotels and

7. The list ofSpecial Permit, Conditional and Permitted Use
should be revisited with attention to making the proce
Generally, more uses should be made permitted
conditional use review by the Planning Board.
cellular towers should require Town Board a

8. Auto-repair without gasoline sales shou
with gasoline sales. Currently the code does

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 zouing
districts, where no exterior site changes are required, the Building Inspector should be
allowed to give relief from parking requirements based on a sliding scale indexed to the
parking demand. This will allow a non-residential change of use that only requires
parking rellefto be approved quickly.

.rer schoolchildren than
ically located on private

.ash collection and therefore
school taxes, attached housing

district t current residential densities.· If a
hed homes on five one-acre lots, it should

ed residences on one five acre lot, a
ped. Additionally, density bonuses should

of the lot as undeveloped open space; for
from APRP, SR-R and RRzoned to the R-I, SRC or

re remote land as open space; and where a portion of
housing.

10. Ace ouid be permitted in certain single-family residential units as a
means residents to afford future tax increases as well as to allow seniors
and yOlln .ord to remain in the community. Again, to prevent abuse of this
new use rscourage impacts to established residential neighborhoods, the
following pro ons will be iriiplemented as well: owner occupancy will be required of
one of the 0 units; strnetures will remain metered as a single-family residence; a
special-permit ofthe Zoning Board ofAppeals will be required; a new application will be
required To continue the use afier·transfer of ownership; the existing residence must be
conforming to all requirements of the zoning district in which it is located; only a

l?etl:entage-illtlle-mustib:g resiUencemay1ie-poon:itted- as an accessory- apattmeh~ "tUe ­
front fayade of the residence shall maintain the appearance of a single-family residence;
additional parking will be requked; inspections at the discretion ofthe Building Inspector
must be permitted as a condition ofspecial permit issuance.

9.

Recommendations for Resldential Zon'



11. A tree preservation provision should be enacted that requires site-plan approval for the
removal ofexcessive amounts ofhealthy 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 ofscreening and street tree installation.
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13. Where requested by an applicant, Architectural Review
the application process.

15. The Planning Board attorney shoul
is warranted.

12. The Comprehensive Plan should not make recoJ:llDlendations to the development of the
Shore Road area but should explain the challenges that confront development in that area.
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