CITY OF RYE

NOTICE

There will be a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Rye on Wednesday, April

19, 2017, at 7:30 p.m. in Council Chambers at City Hall. The Council will convene at 6:30 p.m. and
it is expected they will adjourn into Executive Session at 6:31 p.m. to discuss attorney client matters.

10.
11.

12.

AGENDA

Pledge of Allegiance.

Roll Call.

General Announcements.

Consideration of the election of the Chiefs of the Rye Fire Department.

Approval of the election of one new member to the Rye Fire Department.
Issues Update/Old Business.

Continuation of the Public Hearing to amend the Rye City Code: (a) local law Chapter 133,
“Noise”, by amending Section 8133-4, “Points and method for measuring intensity of sound”
to regulate placement and noise of telecommunication devices; (b) local law Chapter 167,
“Streets and Sidewalks”, to add a new 196, “Wireless Telecommunications Facilities”, by
amending Sections 8196-3 through 8196-8, 8196-14, §196-17, 8196-18, and 8196-22 to
regulate wireless facilities and structures regarding size, visual impact and permit process.

Continuation of the Public Hearing regarding the request submitted by Crown Castle to
amend their agreement with the City and for the installation of additional locations to their
existing wireless telecommunications located in the City of Rye.

Consideration of a resolution in connection with the request submitted by Crown Castle to
amend the Right of Way Use Agreement and the installation of additional locations to their
existing wireless telecommunications located in the City of Rye.

Residents may be heard on matters for Council consideration that do not appear on the agenda.

Authorization for the City Manager to enter into an agreement with BFJ Planning for the
corlrllpletlilon of a comprehensive update of the City of Rye Master Plan.
Roll Call.

Resolution to transfer funds donated to the Branching out for Rye Campaign to the General
Fund, Shade Tree cost center.

Roll Call.



13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Resolution to authorize expenditure of Police donations reserved for Police Programs for the
purchase of items for the Adopt-a-School Program.
Roll Call.

Resolution ratifying the appointment of one member to the Emergency Medical Services
Committee for a three-year term expiring on June 30, 2020.

Consideration of the proposed changes and additions to the Rules and Regulations of the City

of Rye Police Department:

e General Order #102.8 regarding the operational guidelines of the Bicycle Patrol Unit

e General Order #103.7 regarding the carry and use of Oleoresin Capsicum (O.C.) Spray

e General Order #103.10 regarding the training, deployment, use and aftercare of Conducted
Electrical Weapons

e General Order #115.3 regarding the procedures for the training of new police officers

during post-academy training

e General Order #116.2 regarding promotions and appointments

e General Order #118.2 regarding a new performance tracking software program entitled
Guardian Tracking

e General Order #118.10 establishing uniform guidelines on Training and Records

e General Order #120.10 establishing administrative and operational procedures to regulate
the collection, reporting, processing and dissemination of intelligence information.

Miscellaneous communications and reports.
New Business.

Adjournment.
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The next regular meeting of the City Council will be held on Wednesday, May 3, 2017 at the

Square House at 7:30 p.m. A Joint Meeting of the City Council of the City of Rye and the Rye City
School District Board of Education will be held on Saturday, April 22, 2017 at 9:00 a.m. in Rye City

Hall.

** City Council meetings are available live on Cablevision Channel 75, Verizon Channel 39, and on
the City Website, indexed by Agenda item, at www.ryeny.gov under “RyeTV Live”.

* Office Hours of the Mayor by appointment by emailing jsack@ryeny.gov or contacting the City
Manager’s Office at (914) 967-7404.


http://www.ryeny.gov/
mailto:jsack@ryeny.gov

&2/ CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

NO. 4 DEPT.: Fire Department DATE: April 19, 2017
CONTACT: Fire Department

AGENDA ITEM: Approval of the election of the Chiefs of FOR THE MEETING OF:

the Rye Fire Department. April 19, 2017

RYE CITY CODE,

CHAPTER
SECTION

RECOMMENDATION: Approve the election of David Larr as Chief of the Department and
Dan Bochicchio as 1% Assistant Chief. The 2"* Assistant Chief position remains vacant.

IMPACT: [ ] Environmental [ ] Fiscal [ ] Neighborhood [X] Other:

BACKGROUND: At the April 6, 2017 Rye Fire Department Annual Meeting the following
Chiefs were elected: David Larr was elected Chief and Dan Bochicchio as 1* Assistant Chief,
subject to the approval of the City Council in accordance with Article 13, Section 2 of the Rye
City Charter. The 2" Assistant Chief position remains vacant.




CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

NO. 5 DEPT.: Fire Department
CONTACT: Fire Department

DATE: April 19, 2017

AGENDA ITEM: Approval of the election of one new
member to the Rye Fire Department.

FOR THE MEETING OF:
April 19, 2017
RYE CITY CODE,

CHAPTER
SECTION

RECOMMENDATION: That the Council approve the election of Kevin Ramsey to the Milton

Point Engine and Hose Company.

IMPACT: [ ] Environmental [ ] Fiscal [ ] Neighborhood [X] Other:

BACKGROUND: The Board of Fire Wardens has advised that Ashish Mendiratta was elected
into membership to the Milton Point Engine and Hose Company and approved by the Board of

Fire Wardens at their April meeting.




< CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

NO. 6 DEPT.: City Council DATE: April 19, 2017
CONTACT: Mayor Joseph A. Sack

AGENDA ITEM: Issues Update/Old Business FOR THE MEETING OF:

April 19, 2017
RYE CITY CODE,

CHAPTER
SECTION

RECOMMENDATION: That an update be provided on outstanding issues or Old Business.

IMPACT: [] Environmental [ ] Fiscal [_] Neighborhood [_] Other:

BACKGROUND:




< CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

NO. 7 DEPT.: City Manager's Office DATE: April 19, 2017
CONTACT: Marcus Serrano, City Manager

AGENDA ITEM: Continuation of the Public Hearing to :
amend the Rye City Code: (a) local law Chapter 133, FOR THE MEETING OF:
“Noise”, by amending Section §133-4, “Points and April 19, 2017
method for measuring intensity of sound” to regulate RYE CITY CODE,
placement and noise of telecommunication devices; (b) CHAPTER
local law Chapter 167, “Streets and Sidewalks”, to add a SECTION
new Article IV “Placement of Permanent Facilities in the
Rights of Way”, Sections §167-66 through §167-71, to
regulate placement of devices in the right of way; and (c)
local law Chapter 196, “Wireless Telecommunications
Facilities”, by amending Sections 8196-3 through 8196-8,
8§196-14, 8196-17, 8196-18, and 8196-22 to regulate
wireless facilities and structures regarding size, visual
impact and permit process.

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council continue the Public Hearing to approve the
changes in the City Code regarding telecommunications devices.

IMPACT: [ ] Environmental [ ] Fiscal X] Neighborhood [ ] Other:

BACKGROUND: Local law Chapter 196, “Wireless Telecommunications Facilities was
adopted in 1997 with modifications in 2003. Due to the continuing evolution of
telecommunications technology and demands, the recommendation is to make changes to
Chapters 133, 167 and 196 of the Rye City Code to address telecommunications devices
regarding size, visual impact, placement and permit process.

See attached Draft Local Laws revised as of April 3, 2017.
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4CITY OF RYE
LOCAL LAW NO. 2017

A local law to amend Chapter 133 “Noise™ Section 3 “Permissible Intensity of Noise™ and Section
4 “Points and method for measuring intensity of sound”, Chapter 167 “Streets and Sidewalks™ by
adding a new Section VI “Placement of permanent facilities in the rights of way” and Chapter 196
“Wireless Telecommunications Facilities” to reflect changes in technology related to the
deployment of wireless services, to update the permitting process regarding new technology, and
to update the City’s land use provisions governing the time, place and manner of these facilities as
follows:

Section 1:

Chapter 133: Noise

o ,‘| Formatted: None

§133-1 Unnccessary noise prohibited., st [Fomnatted
Subject to the provisions of this chapter, the creation of any unreasonably loud, disturbing and- . {Formattad Font: Times New Roman, Pattern: c|ear(wr..¢e)
unnecessary noise is prohibited. Noise of such character, intensity and duration as to be detrimental " { Formatted: Pattern: Ciear )

to the life or health of any individual is prohibited. {Formaned Font: Times New e Bold, Font color: Black
£ {Format'ted. None

§.133-2 Prohibited acts. *** ‘Z;»{Fomaued i
Formatted

§;133-3 Permissible intensity of noise., S {Forrnamed Font: Times New Roman, Pargrn Clear (Whlte)

JAmended 8-21-1991 by L.L. No. 19-1991) _ - { Formattea: Patten: Ciear )

Except for noise emanaung from the operatlon of motor vehicles, the permissible mtenslty of noise* = ——

from any of the foregoing acts, whether such noise is intermittent, impulsive, sporadic or {::;?,:thagar]umred' indens et 0, arghg: 05

continuous, shall be limited as follows: ,’ _ { Formatted: Font: Times New Roman, Pattern: cTear(;thte) ]

A Maximum sound pressure [db(A)] shall be as follows: ‘f' <l ,EF;,;.},@TE&"EQS New Roman, Patter: Clear (Whlte)J

(1)-__Fifty-five db(A) for stationary sources and 70 db(A) for outdoor power tools. = { e )
(2)-___Portable air compressors and their related equipment are limited to 76 db(A). o e
» {Formatbed: Font: Times New Roman, Pattern: Clear (Whtte)_)

(3)___Lawn mowers, leaf blowers, and outdoor vacuum cleaners shall have a pcrmlttcd -

intensity of 85 db(A); use of this equipment is prohl[;lfc_d_bét}vééﬁ the hours of 8:00 [F""“a“e“' Font: Times New Roman, Pattem: Uea;ﬂ_m}_}
p.m. and 8:00 a.m. on weekdays and between the hours of 6:00 p.m. and 10:00 a.m. Formatted: Font: Times New Roman, Bold, Font color: Black
on weekends and holidays. The permitted intensity and hours described in this - ,’{ Formatted: Justified, None e
;ubsccti.ondwill apply to leaf blowers during months when the use of leaf blowers / " {Formaued 7 o m
is pcnmttc

color: Black, Pattgm: C‘:ear (White)

Formatted: Font: Times New Roman, No underline, Font ]

Formatted .[6]

Formatted: No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust space
between Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space between
Asian text and umbers

§,133-4 Points and method for measuring intensity of sound. =
A Exccpl for noise emanating from the operation of motor vehicles, the point at which thc-f

intensity of sound is to be measured shall be at a distance of 50 feet, except that noise fmm

d
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space between Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space
(N Alr-condltlonmg units and pool filters at a distance of 10 feet. Detvieani Al Sxtand matbers.

= {_Fomlamd: Font: Times New Roman, Nq@lne - j

property shall be mcasurcd at a distance of 50 feet. or, if less, the distance from the
facility or its supporting Supperting Strueturestructure to a sidewalk or the nearest
private residential property line, but no less than 10 feet. For any such facilities, the
measurements should include noise from that facility and all other stationary utility
or communications facilities located-en-or-within-10-feet-ofproximatelv associated
with the stationary utility or communications facility or its Supporting Structure.

______________________________ > '—i atted Font Trnes New Roman. Panem Clear (Whﬂe} ]

Formatted: Jusﬂﬁed Indent: Left: 0", Hanglng 0.5,
Pattern: Clear

Formatted: F_o?t Tlmes-r_lewkomar; Pa{te_m: Clear {\;ﬁ;it:)

meetmg ANSI S14- 197l Typc 2 standard. The measurement is to be made using a free- "~ b
field microphone directed at the noise source.
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Section 2: between Asian text and numbers

Chapter 167 — Street and Sidewalks

ADD-ANEWARTICLENV-PLACEMENT-OF PERMANENT FACH A FHES IN-THE-
RIGHTS OF WAY

167-66. Consent required for placement of permanent facilities. o e - Formatted: No underiine ]

Except as specifically provided in this Code, or where a consent has been granted by the States
and no consent may be required by the Citys: any person that wishes to place permanent facilities
in the rights of way must have-a consent from the City, which consent, if issued after the date of
the ordinance, must take the form of a franchise or license. Persons who own or control facilities
in the rights of way used to provide cable services to end users must obtain a video franchise
from the City as provided in Section 185, but a video franchise under Chapter 185 is not in licu
of the franchise or license described herein if facilities are placed in the rights of way to provide
other services.

e Powers Fanrehise-ordicense ax i striet-ther - — - Formatted: Justified _]
Thl. grant of a right to use or occupy nghts oi way is not i 1 Formatted: No underline

waiver of the City’s authonty to control the time, place or manner of placement of the facilities or
equipment of a licensee or franchisee, or the right to prohibit the placement of certain types of
equipment that present a hazard to persons or property, or that _may mcommodu the publac or
unduly interfere with use of the rights of way:-

way will be subject to-Chapter 196.

167.67.  Nowaiverofpolicepowers.. - {rormatted: Nounderine ]
No franchise or license may waive or restrict the City’s exercise of its police powers.

167.68. [Effect of loss of utility status. et e Formatted: No undeﬂré - 77—]
A person that claims the right to use the rights of way as a utility pursuant to New York law loses+ - - - Formatted: Justified —————

its franchise if the status of the company changes, or the particular facility installed is not covered
by the relevant provision of New York law.

167.69. LConsent indivisible. A — _ - { Formatted: No underine

PR e )
)

No person may subdivide, sublease or grant any other person the right to install facilities in the- - - - Formatted: Justified
rights of way, including, without limitation, where the other person’s facilitics are enclosed
entirely within the facilities of a person authorized to occupy the rights of way

167.70. [Exceptions to requirement for franchise or license- for Wireless Facilities - - Formatted: No underiine )
Notwithstanding the foregoing, City may permit a person holding a license or franchise issued by+- - - 4 annatted:_lus_liﬂgd - - )
the City under this Section to allow another person who does not hold a franchise or license to

place facilities in the rights of way within a base-statienBase Station (as defined in Chapter 196) Formatted: No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust space
’| between La i
/" | Asian text

after the effective date of this provision where: tin and Asian text, Don't adjust space between
and numbers

4
/
’
;
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167.71.
otherwise:

of the initial authorization under Chapter 196, and the placement does not involve an
increase in the size or total volume of the base-statienBase Station:

The basestatienBase Station is wholly under the control and management of a person
holding a license or franchise, and that person is liable for all acts or omissions, and all
harms associated with the base-stationsBase Station and all its components whether the
same are its acts or omissions, or the acts or omissions of an owner of any component of
the base-statienBase Station;

The person holding the franchise or license must warran: and agree that it will not permit
the other person to take any action in the rights of way with respect to the basestationBase
Station or its components, including but not limited to, installing, physically modifying,
maintaining the facilities such person owns; all such activities shall be the sole
responsibility of the person holding the franchise or license.

The person for on whose behalf equipment has been installed must acknowledge and agree,
in a form acceptable to the City Attorney:

(3——+hat]) That the City has not granted it a franchise or consent to be in the
Rights of Way for any purpose:

(#}——that2) That it understand and is bound by Franchisee’s representations in
the Section 167.70(1)-(3);

(#—+hat3) That it shall have no rights or claims against the City of any sort
related to its facilities, but shall be jointly and severally liable for any acts
or omission of the holder of the license or franchise, or its own acts and
omissions that result in any harms to the City or to the public;

(#1i4) that City may treat any equipment owned by such entity as if it were owned
by the person holding the franchise or license for all purposes (including
but not limited to removal and relocation).

s s-tong-as(S). That if its equipment is in the rights of way, in lieu
of a franchise or consent fee, it will pay the fee required by Section 167.71,
or cause the person holding the franchise or license to pay on its behalf.

Compensation for use of the rights of way. Lal

PipsGiigebd, o

tH——HoranA, Unless a franchise or license provides otherwise: for a person that has

~51255.00002129666928, 24

facilities in the rights of way, except where compensation for that use is provided for under
a franchise or license with another person, or is prohibited by New York State law:

(1) For lines or conduit occupying the rights of way. and deesnot-itself-hold-a franchise - -

or-license-autherzing-placement-of faeilitiessupporting structures and associated
equipment cabinets for the lines or conduit that may be permitted in the rights of

trol, Don't adjust
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way-te-provide these serviees:5%, a pereentage of gross revenues derived from the between Asian text and numbers .

operation of itsthe facilities within the City— as defined by the fee schedule:

(2)—Foran-entity that-eperates-as-a-providerof-and(2) For Wireless Facilities as
defined in Chapter 196, a fee per annum for each Wireless Facility as defined by
the fee schedule. Where a Wireless Facility contains more than one radio unit. the
fee will be assigned per radio unit per Wireless Facility. Where a Wireless Facility
includes a new Supporting Structure as defined in Chapter 196 or ground-mounted
equipment, an additional rent equal to the square footage affected by the Supporting
Structure (taking into account separation distances required from other structures,
and including footage occupied by guy wires) times the average value of
unimproved property in the City, as determined by the Assessor. except for
Supporting Structures subject to the special state franchise tax,

B. For an entity which holds a franchise or license authorizing the use of the rights of way to* - - { Formatted: Justified, Indent: Left: 0", Hanging: 0.5" |
provide that service, the amount specified in the franchise or license, or if no amount is
specified, and a fee may be imposed, the amount specified in Section 167.71(1).

(3)C. The fee specified in this section is not in lieu of any other tax, fee or assessment. Without
limitation, an applicant shall bear costs associated with negotiating and issuing a franchise
or license.

¢4D. City may waive the fee or impose a different fee where the fee provided under Section
167.71(1) cannot reasonably be applied or is not reasonable in light of the right of way use.

Formatted: No wlgw]orpha;: control, Don't ad}ust space
,/ | between Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space between
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Chapter 196
MWIRELESS TELECOMMUNCATIONS FACH A HES

GENERALREFERENCES

§196-1-167.72 Registration Requirement.

A. Whether or not a franchise or license is required, any person placing permanent facilities
in the rights of way shall be required to register with the City beginning on October 1.
2017, identifying the nature and location of its facilities in_the rights of way. and the
location, by section block and lot, of major components associated with those facilities.
Wireless Facilities are considered major components, and anv powered facility is
considered a major component. In addition, by October 1. 2017, any person that is required
to register under Chapter 196 must identify the nature and location of its facilities and the
location of major components associated with those facilities.

B. A permanent facility is defined as any structure or equipment, other than a structure or
cquipment owned by the municipality or an agency or subdivision of the federal or state
government, that is (a) physically affixed to the ground, or to any structure affixed to the
ground in the rights of way: and (b) intended to remain in_place for more than one year.

This provision does not require any person to disclose information it is prohibited from
disclosing under state or federal law. However, a person_that would otherwise be subject
to this provision, but who may not disclose the location or nature of its facilities consistent
with state or federal law must register, and shall note the provisions of law which it claims
restrict disclosure.

D. The City shall develop registration forms by July 1. 2017, and may establish requirements
for the submission of information in a form that permits the City to locate and identify

facilities in its rights of way.

E. Each registrant shall pay such fees as the City may establish from time to time to recover
the cost of the registration system.

-51255.00002129666928. 20 .
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Section 3:

Chapter 196: “Wireless Telecommunications Facilities”

§ 196-1. Purpose and legislative intent.

The Telecommunications Act of 1996 affirmed the City of Rye’s authority concerning thes- - - ‘[Format'ted - i e 7]
placement, construction and modification of wireless telecommunications facilities. The City
Council finds that wireless telecommunications facilities and related equipment may pose a unique
hazard to the health, safety, public welfare and environment of the City and its inhabitants, and
may also have an adverse visual impact on the community, its character and thus the quality of life
in the City. The intent of this chapter is to ensure that the placement, construction or modification
of wireless telecommunications facilities and related equipment is consistent with the City’s land
use policies and Zoning Code'; to minimize the negative and adverse visual impact of wircless
telecommunications facilities; to assure a comprehensive review of environmental impacts of such
facilities; to protect the health, safety and welfare of the City of Rye; and to encourage shared use
of wireless telecommunication facilities.

§ 196-2.- Title.

This chapter may be known and cited as the “Wireless Telecommunications Facilities Siting and+ - - {Formatted B J
Special Use Permit Law for the City of Rye,” or may otherwise be known as the “Wireless

Facilities Law.”

§ 196-3.- Definitions; word usage.

For purposes of this chapter, and where not inconsistent with the context of a particular section,*- - - ’[fg{l]]g@_d; - =3
the defined terms, phrases, words, abbreviations and their derivations shall have the meanings

given in this section. When not inconsistent with the context, words in the present tense include

the future tense, words used in the plural number include words in the singular number and words

in the singular number include the plural number. The word “shall” is always mandatory and not

merely directory.

being used in conjunction with a Base Station and located on the same property or lot as the Base 3

Station, whether or not owned by the person who owns or controls the Base Station, including but

not limited to utility or transmission equipment storage sheds or cabinets; electric meters; and

fencing or shielding.

APPLICANT — Includes any individual, corporation, estate, trust partnership, joint-stock - { Fo_nnatta Font: Bold ]

company, association of two or more persons, limited liability company or entity submitting an

between Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space between
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{Fonnatted: No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust space
/
'

/
/
’

-51255,00002:29666928. 27 <



P

application to the City of Rye for a speeial-use permitSpecial Use Permit for a telecommunications
faethity Wireless Facility.

APPLICATION — The form appreved-by-the-Couneilas may be amended from time to time,
together with all necessary and appropriate documentation that an applicant submﬂsmust submit
in order to receive a speeial—use—permitSpecial Use Permit for a telecommunications
faeilityWireless Facility.

ANTENNA— — A device, dish, array, or similar device used for sending and/or receiving

clectromagnetic waves for FCC- licensed or authorized wireless communications.

BASE STATION - A facility or equipment at a fixed location that enables FCC- licensed or -

‘authorized wireless communications between user equipment and a communications network. The
term does not encompass a Tower as defined herein or any—equipmentAccessory Facility or
Structure associated with a Tower. The term Base Station includes, without limitation:

(1 Equipment associated with wireless communications services such as private, broadcast,« - -

and public safety services, as well as unlicensed wireless services and fixed wireless
services such as microwave backhaul.

(2) Radio transceivers, Antennas, coaxial or fiber-optic cable, regular and backup power
supplies, and comparable equipment, regardless of technological configuration (including
Distributed Antenna Systems (“DAS™) and small-cell networks); provided that, wireline
connections in the rights of way linking Antennas to other elements of a small cell, DAS
or similar network will not be treated as part of the Wireless Facility and instead their
placement shall be subject to review consistent with applicable provisions of the Rye City
Code, the applicable franchise:; and New York law.

(3) Any Supporting Structure, other than a Tower, that; at the time the relevant application is
filed with the City under this section, supports or houses equipment described in paragraphs
(1)-(2) that has been reviewed and approved for placement of such equipment under this
Chapter, or under another State or local regulatory review process, even if the Supporting
Structure was not built for the sole or primary purpose of providing that support. For
Supporting Structures that support equipment described in paragraphs (1)-(2), including
but not limited to the sides of buildings, water Towers, or utility poles, the term includes
only that portion of a Supporting Structure specifically approved to support the wireless
equipment described in paragraphs (1)-(2), and only relates to activities necessary to permit
the installation, maintenance, replacement or collocation of wireless equipment described
in the preceding paragraph. The exemption of a Supporting Structure from review is not
an approval.

BREAK POINT — The location on a telecommunieations- T ower-{Feower) which, in the event of+ .

a failure of the Tower, would result in the Tower falling or collapsing within the boundaries of the
property on which the Tower is placed.

CARRIER ON WHEELS or CELL ON WHEELS (“COW”) - A portable self

fdc1llly that can be moved to a location and set up to provide Personal Wireless Services.
A COW is normally vehicle-mounted and contains a telescoping boom to support the Antenna.

-51255,00002:20666928, 28 *
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COLLOCATION — The use of an existingExisting Tower or Base Station to install additional - { Formatted: Font: Bold ' o _]
]

transmission equipment Antennaor Antennas for the provision of wireless services.

COMMERCIAL IMPRACTICABILITY or COMMERCIALLY IMPRACTICABLE — - { Formatted: Font: Bold
The meaning in this chaptcr and any speetal-use-permitSpecial Use Permit granted hereunder as is
defined and applied under the United States Uniform Commercial Code (UCC).
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dndqcamng shleldmg r(.quu'ements and restrictions on ]ocatlon proportmns, or phySlLdl
dimensions in relation to the surrounding area or Supporting Structures that are intended to make
a Wireless Facility or any Supporting Structure supporting it less visible to the casual observer.

body of the commumty to whom apphcatlom for a SP@H:H—H&&—PEHHHSQLCM[ Use Permit for a
telecommunications—factlity Wireless Facility must be made, and that is authorized to review,
analyze, evaluate and make decisions with respect to granting or revoking speetal-use-permits—for
telecommunieations—faetlities:Special Use Permits for Wireless Facilities. The Council may, at its
discretion, delegate or designate other official agencies of the City to accept, review, analyze,
evaluate and make recommendations to the Council with respect to the granting or not granting,

recertifying or not recertifying or revoking speeial—use—permits—for—telecommunieations
faeihitiesSpecial Use Permits for Wireless Facilities,

EAF — The Environmental Assessment Form approved by the New York Department of - -{ Formatted: Font: Bold —-— j

Environmental Conservation.

WW@%MWHB(ﬂ#HWHWWEGHOW%

MTWWHHWMW%W
ELIGIBLE FACILITY PERMIT - The official document or permit by which an applicant meets

the criteria for administrative review of a Wireless Facility as granted by the City Engineer and
Corporation Counsel.

ENVIRONMENTALLY SENSITIVE AREA (“ESA™) — An area that has an exceptional or - _ - -{ Formatted: Font: Bold n ﬂ
unique character with respect to one or more of the following: a) a benefit (or threat) to human eratted j
health; b) a benefit (or threat) to wildlife: ¢) a natural setting (e.g. fish/wildlife habitat open space,
area of important aesthetics of scenic quality); ed) agricultural, social cultural, archeological,
recreational or educational values. The City Council shall determine what areas qualify as an ESA.

EXISTING -_In place as of the date an application is received for installation or modification of __ - - Formatted: Font: Bold =2
a Wireless Factluy

‘| between Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space between
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«- - - [ Formatted: Normal, No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust
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JFAA-_— The Federal Aviation Administration or its duly designated and authorized successor Helwessy Aslasi et sad mnbers:
agency. ~ = [ Formatted: Font: Bold B
JFCC — The Federal Communications Commission or its duly designated and authorized _ - { Formatted: Font: Bold
successor agency.

HEIGHT; TOWER — When referring to a Tower or Supporting Structure, the distance measured - [ Formatted: Font: Bold

from the prcextstmg grade level to the highest point on the Tower or Supporting Structure, even if
said highest point is an Antenna.

NIER — Nonionizing electromagnetic radiation. —— o - Formatted: Font: Bold

PERSON — Any individual, corporation, estate, trust, partnership, joint-stock company, _ - -{ Formatted: Font: Bold ) iy

‘association of two or more persons having a joint common interest or governmental entity.

PERSONAL WIRELESS SERVICES — Shall have the same meaning as defined and used in __ - -{ Formatted: Font: Bold )

‘the 1996 Federal Telecommunications Act and associated regulations.

SPECIAL USE PERMIT, FOWER — The official document or permit by which an applicant is __ - - Formatted: Font: Bold

allowed to construct and use a telecommunieationsFowerWireless Facility, as granted or-issued
by the City.

STEALTH FAClLlTY Any Wireless Facility that is mtegrated as an archltectura] feature of a+ . _ -

Formatted: Font: 12|:vt Buld

)
Formatted: Comment Text, Justiied _ 4
Forma&ed Font: 12pt B —
Formatted: Font: 12pt |
Formalmd: For;: 12 pt n S j

conccalcd $0 that the presence of the Wireless Facility is not readily-apparent to-a casualebserver.cither: Ry
(1) virtually invisible to the casual observer, such as an Antenna behind louvers on a building, or "
inside a steeple or similar structure; or (2) camouflaged, through stealth design. so as to blend in
with its surroundings to such an extent that it is indistinguishable by the casual observer from the
structure on which it is placed or the surrounding in which it is located. Examples of Stealth
Facilities include Wireless Facilities which are disguised as flagpoles, as indigenous trees, as
rocks, or as architectural elements such as dormers, steeples and chimneys. To qualify as “stealth”
design, the item in question must match the type of item that it is mimicking in size. scale, shape.
dimensions, color, materials, function and other attributes as closely as possible. The elements
that make a facility a Stealth Facility are Concealment Elements.

-
’

SUPPORTING STRUCTURE - Exeluding-a-Fower-anyAny building, mast, pole. Utility Pole* . _ - | Formatted: Font: Bold B g

or other facility capable of supporting or housing a Base Station. -Except as used in the definition Formatted —== = ]
of the term “Tower,” the term “Supporting Structure”™ does not include and is not used to refer to - . -

a Tower.

SUBSTANTIAL CHANGE - Substantial change has the same meaning the term “Substantial __ - { Formatted: Font: Boid

Change” as defined by Federal Communications Commission regulations, 47 C.F.R.
§1.40001(b)(7).

TELECOMMUNICATIONS — The transmission and reception of audio, video, data and other - F""ﬂﬂm Font: 50_"’ =

‘information by wire, radio frequency. light and other electronic or electromagncnc systems. Formatted: Font: Bold

[ L

Formatted: No widowlocphan control, Don‘t adjust space

TEMPORARY — In relation to all aspects and components of this chapter fewer than 90 days. - [behﬁeﬂ Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space between
*************** 5 Asian text and numbers
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supportlng any FCC liccnscd or authorwed Antennas Lzmd theirassociated faciliies-related Base
Station and Accessory Facilities or Structures), including Supperting—Strueturessupporting
structures that are constructed for FCC-licensed or authorized wireless communications-serviees
including, but not limited to, private, broadcast, and public safety services. as well as unlicensed
wireless services and fixed wireless services such as microwave backhaul, and the associated site.
This definition does not include wtiity-petes:-Utility Poles.

regu]ated by the New York State Dcpamncm of Public servieeService, which is pr1manly builtto
support lines, cables, or wires for telephone, cable television, or electricity, or to provide lighting:.

the provmon of any FCC-;hccnscd or authomed wireless GEFHeecommumcatmns, including the
Base Station (but excluding theany Existing Supporting Structure to which the Base Station is
attached or within which it is enclosed), Tower, if any, and Accessory Facilitics or Supperting
Structures serving that Base Station. The definition does not include facilities used for
governmental communications, including public safety.

§ 196-4—  Policy and goals for specialuse-permitsSpecial Use Permits. e

In order to ensure that the placement, construction and modification of Wireless Facilities* - -

conforms to the City's purpose and intent of this chapter, the Council creates a speeial-use
permitSpecial Use Permit for Wireless Facilities for the purpose of achieving the following goals:

A.  Implementing an application process for person(s) secking a

Permit for a Wireless Facility.

B.  Establishing a policy for examining an application for and issuing a speeial—use

permitSpecial Use Permit for a Wireless Facility that is both fair and consistent.

C.  Establishing reasonable time frames for granting or not granting a speetal—use

permt I)_U.ldl Use Permit for a Wireless Facility, or recertifying or revoking the speeial
use-permitSpecial Use Permit granted under this chapter.

E. Promoting and encouraging, wherever possible, the placement of a Wireless Facility in
such a manner as to cause minimal disruption to the land, property, buildings and other
facilities adjacent to, surrounding and in generally the same area as the requested location
of such a Wireless Facility and to minimize adverse aesthetic impacts to the community.

~51255.00002129666928, 211 .
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§ 196-5.- Special use permitUse Permit. S ey |beweenasantextandnumbers .
‘C\" Formatted: No underline e
A. A person who installs Wireless Facilities pursuant to this section must comply with all+ | Formatted o B

safety codes; comply with requirements for RF emissions; and must paintutilize ‘ { Formatted: Font: Bold B
Formatted: Indent: Hanging: 0.5" )

Concealment Elements and maintain facilities to minimize visibility of the Wircless
Facilities. Wireless Facilities that require a Special Use Permit or are subject to an
exemption under Section 196-2 or 195-4 (or if existing on June 1, 2017 would have
required a Special Use Permit or would have been exempt if installed after June 1, 2017);
and Wireless Facilities in the rights of way are subject to the registration requirements of
Section 167.72.

B.___This Chapter does not apply to any device designed for end-user over-the-gisreceptionair - { Formatted: Font:Bod — 1
reception, not transmission, of television broadeast signals, multi-channel multi-point
distribution service, or direct broadcast satellite service: or for end user reception of signals
from an Internet service provider and end user transmission of signals to an Internet service

provider.

except where the same are on or affect a historic property, or an envnronmcma]ly sensmve
area. Requirements that may apply to the underlying Supporting Structure to which a Base
Station is to be attached, as well as all other applicable laws and regulations continue to

apply. _

(1) Wireless Facilities that are less than I cu ft. in size, placed on existingExistings- - - { Formatted: Inc Indmt Left: 0.5%, Hanging: 0.5 ]
Supporting  Structures without increasing the physical dimensions of the
existingExisting Supporting Structures. The “cubic footage™ takes into account all
the elements of the Wireless Facility (including meters—and—power—supphies
required—H-anvAccessory Facilities or Structures).

}—WMMM&%HMWMWMMM
property—or-publie-property-off-theright ofway-where-the-installation-deesnetresultin-a
MM;W&M{MWmmuMW
24(2) Wireless Facilities placed on the rooftop of non-residential buildings; that are at+- - - -{Formatbed: Indent: Left: 05", Hanging: 0.5" ]

least 30 feet from any residential unit; and that includes Concealment Elements so
that the Wireless Facilities are not visible from the street.

443) Wireless Facilities within existingExisting Supporting Structures (other thans- - - { Formatted: Indent: Left: 0.5", Hanging: 0.5"
historical properties) that are not visible from outside the Supporting Structure and
do not change the physical dimensions or appearance of the Supporting Structure
within which they are placed.
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74) Carriers on Wheels where the placement is permitted, and complies with, applicables~ _ — -
FCC regulations for temporary placement of Wireless Facilities. _ Formatted: Indent: Left: 0.5", Hanging: 0.5" ]

8(5) Routine maintenance, or replacement of clements of a Wireless Facility or
Supporting Structure that do not change the dimensions or visibility of a Wireless
Facility_or Supporting Structure.

The City Engineer or his/her designee shall prepare application forms that must be used by
persons seeking to place Wireless Facilities in the City and which shall require submission
of at least the information required by the City Code, and may require information that the
City may consider in acting upon an application. Prior to completion of those forms,
persons seeking a Special Use Permit must submit at least the information required by the
City Code. The City may seek additional information from a person seeking to place
Wireless Facilities in the City even is not required by the application form.

I=

For eligible facilities requests, as defined in the Federal Communications regulation 47+~ - - - Formatted: Indent: Hanging: 0.5" )
C.F.R. §1 4000](b)(3) lmplememmg !edcral !aw 47 U SiC. 61455—(-65}1-81‘—{‘}*39—}:&(1&9"%
- - . a Eligible
qulttv Pcrmu is_required prior to installation (mc]udmg mndmcdtmm) of Wireless
Facilities or modification of Existing Support Structures in connection with the installation
of Wireless Facilities.

(1)  A—cenditional—special—use—pemmitAn Eligible Facility Permit may be issueds- - - { Formatted: Indent: Left: 05", Hanging: 05"

administratively by the Butdingtnspeetor-City Engineer and Corporation Counsel
jointly. The conditionaluse permitEligible Facility Permit shall specifically provide

that it is-net being issued at the direction of the federal government and without the
consent of the City, and shall be of no further force and effect when the permit for
the underlying facility expires, or the federal law changes so that the permit as
issued is no longer required.

(2) Wlﬁt%mumm@wmmmmi*diﬂg
Inspector—may—require—The application for any permit must contain at least the

information required to permit the BuHding—IaspeetorCity Manager and
Corporation Counsel to determine whether the application is an eligible facilities

request, including (i) the underlying approval for the existing Tower and base
statten—andBase Station: (ii) any approved modifications to the same where the
modifications were approved prior to February 22, 2012:; and (iii) dectailed
information about the physical dimensions of Tower and base-statierBase Station
as the same exist on the date of the application, and as proposed to be modified.

(3) ‘The application shall be dcnicd if it is ot an eligiblc f'aci]ities request. If an
uﬂf:IEF—Seefmﬂ 6409facilities request, the appllcam may rcqu(;;_t that the application
be treated as a request for special permit by submitting all the information required
for a special permit within ten (10) days of the denial of application-subsmitted-under

Formatted: No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust space
| between Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space between
;| Asian text and numbers
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DF, Al other Wireless Facility installations (including modifications)), or_construction, Lemmm"ma"dnumbm .

Fonnaﬂed?ionnal, No widow/orphan control, Don't adj;st
space between Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space

modification or replacement of Support Structures in connection with the installation of

Wireless Facilitics require a speeial-use-permit:Special Use Permit.

(n Special use-permitsUse Permits may be granted where applicant shows:

(a)

(b-)

(e

(d:)

(ex)

The Wireless Facility proposed is not being built speculatively (that is, there«
is a customer for the Wireless Facility), and it will be built promptly upon
approval.

The applicant and any entity whose equipment would be included in the
installations has all the authorizations required to place the Wireless
Facilities from the state, or the City, or the owner of the property, and to
modify, replace or attach to a Supporting Structure.

The Wireless Facility is designed and placed to minimize the visual impact
on the community.

The Wireless Facility does not significantly impact the site upon which it
will be located or the properties that will be disturbed as a result of its
installation.

If Applicant claims the status of a utilitv under New York law, it must
shewdemonstrate that the Wireless Facility is necessary for the provision of
services—which—showing—must—include a—showing.  As part of that
#demonstration, the Applicant must show that the proposed installation is
the least intrusive alternative for providing service. If the applicant claims
a right as a provider of wireless services or facilities under 47 U.S.C. §
332(c)(7), it must show that absent approval, there will be a prohibition in
the provision of wireless services within the meaning of federal law.

(2) City may approve a speeial-use-permitSpecial Use Permit without the showing
required by Section BF(1)(¢) where the facility is not located in or does not atfect

historic properties or environmentally sensitive areas and the Wireless Facility:

()
(b:)

- - Formatted: Biock Text, Indent: Left: 0"

—
~(rormattes )

" { Formatted: Font: Bold

)
(Fomattea B

Is a Stealth Facility that otherwise satisfies the provisions of this ordinance.+- - - { Formatted w

Contains Concealment Elements, and is to be placed or shielded on an
Existing Supporting Structure in such a way such that the Wireless Facility
is not readily visible to surrounding properties, and is not subject to
modification except at the discretion of the City.

(3)%:) Notwithstanding the foregoing, City may require the showing under Section
BF(1)(¢) where the City determines installation or modification of the Wireless
Facility substantially alters the size, proportions or dimensions of an Existing
Supporting Structure. —

EG. Demonstration of least intrusive alternative.

-51258. 0000229666928, 214
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(H As part of showing that it has proposed the least intrusive alternative for

placement, an applicant is required-to-show-that;

(a—H)

il

b———(b) Toshow that it is otherwise installing facilities in the highest priority

(<)

locations that are available and necessary to the provision of service or to
avoid a prohibition. _As part of its application, an applicant must describe
in detail its efforts to place a Wireless Facility at a higher priority location,
including what properties were contacted, and the reasons why applicant
claims the Wireless Facility cannot be placed at a higher priority location.

To submit RF engineering data identifving areas where a Wireless Facility

(d)

could be placed that would serve the areas where applicant believes that
service 1s required. and describing the Wireless Facility required to provide
such services:

To submit a written explanation as to why it claims its proposed Wireless

Facility is the least intrusive alternative, considered individually, and as part
of any project of which it is a part that involves installation of more than
one Wireless Facility.

space between Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space

between Asian text and numbers

e gonnatted: Normal, No widow/orphan control, Don't adjusq

To show that it is installing Stealth Facilities to the extent possible;+~ - - - Formatted

)

(2)  Thehighest priority locations are, in order of priority: <+ — = - Formatted: Indent: Left: 0.5, Hanging: 0.5" j
(a:)  Existing Towers serving Rye, <~ — { Formatted: Body Text, Indent: Left: 1", Fanging: 05" |

(<)

Faerl-l-ﬂe-i-efhmeﬁequRooﬂon or en—building exteriors_that support
Existing Wireless Facilitics approved under Chapter 196, including

municipally-owned Supporting Structures. (netinetuding

Zoning Arcas B-4. B-5 and B-6, where service can be provided using an+- - - { Formatted: Body Text, Indent: Hangang 05" N

(ed)

-51255,00002129666928. 215

existing Supporting Structure or a replacement Supporting Strueturestisted
ir-Seetion196-5-BH-(2)-Structure of similar height and design: or a new
Supporting Structure whose height does not exceed 50 feet above ground
level provided that the Wireless Facility is at least 50 feet from the nearest
residential unit.

«- - - { Formatted: Indent: Left: 1.2", Hanging: 0.3" )
Other municipally-owned property (other than the rights of way) wheres - - ’Fonnatted Justified

service can be provided using an existing Supporting Structure or a
replacement Supporting Structure of similar height and design; or a new
Supporting Structure whose height does not exceed 40 feet above ground
level.

MR
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(3)  An applicant is further required to show that its proposed installation or belween Asian text and numbers
modification:

(a—minimizes)  Minimizes the visual impact of the Wireless Facilities and+- - - - Formatted: Justified, Indent: Left: 1.2", Hanging: 0.3 |
associated Supporting Structures pastieslary-remupon the community. and N
in particular upon residential units, as proposed and under any modification
that could be made to that installation as of right; and

(b—is) Is designed to be consistent with the overall characteristics of the
area where the facilities are located; and

(c—has)  Has minimized the new Supporting Structures proposed, and the
impact of those Supporting Structures.

(d:) In considering the visibility of faeilitiesWireless Facilities, City may
consider the mass and size of the facilities. the scale of the facilities (or the
effect of the placement on the mass, size and scale of Supporting Structures
to which or within which the Wireless Facilitiecs may be attached or
concealed) , and any other factor that may affect the impact on the
community, It may consider the elements of a Wireless Facility separately,
or collectively, and may require a showing the visibility of each element of
the Wireless Facility, and the effect on any Supporting Structure to which
the Wireless Facility will be attached, has been minimized.
« - - { Formatted: Justifed — )

(5)4) The City may approve or require placement in a location that is not the highest
priority where the record shows a proposed installation at a different location will
result in less impact on the community, considering the specific installation that is
proposed and any project of which it is a part that :nvolves installation of more than
one Wireless Facility.

(6)5) In considering whether a proposal represents the least restrietiveintrusive
alternative, the City will consider the impact of a planned project as a whole, and
may-eonsidertaking into account the impaet-ilf-itis Hieb-that-othersfactors specified
above, and the rights granted by virtue of approval.

H. Demonstration of need.

As part of its showing of necessity or effective prohibition applicant shall:

(H Submit information verified by the wireless providers efthat have agreed to utilize
the proposed Wireless Faeilities—er-Facility with_respect to necessity or effective
prohibition, as applicable.

(2) Specifically identify the geographic areas that are to be served by the proposed
installation, and explain why the proposed installation is necessary.
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(3) Describe any deficiencies in service it claims exists in the area to be served; and<~ _ lbet“'ee_“ Aslan text and numbers
the signal levels across all frequencies used by the wireless providers identified in “[Formatted: Body Text
subsection H(1) for the geographic areca. Without limiting the obligation under
subsection H(2), if there is coverage within the area to be served, applicant must

explain what wireless services-may-require-simitarfaeilities—, if any. cannot be

provided given the existing coverage.

8§ 196-6.- Special wse—permitUse Permit, and Special Cenditional-UseEligible Facﬂm*ﬁ_ ’EFormatted Font: Bold i

Permit Appllcatlon Requirements, . B Y \‘\*| Formatted: Font: Bold
A All applicants for a i itSpecial Use Permit for a Wireless Facility or any L :‘\‘@nm’w
; a speetri-tse-perit se Pe 3 P e

modi?lr::ation of such facility shall comply with the requirements sct forth in this section, ‘wam' Con: 2o
In addition to the information required by Section 196-5:G5(E). an applicant for a special
conditional use permit must comply with the requirements of subsections 196-6:(B-D; E
(2)-(6),(10), (14)-(18) and (22): G; H:): and where the Wireless Facilities that are being
modified are Stealth Facilities or subject to Concealment Elements, the visual impact
analysis required by subsections I-]J so that the City may determine whether the
Concealment Elements or Stealth Facility characteristics are defeated.

sss

|
|
L

', | Formatted: Font: Bold
qunatted: Font: Bold

‘ ‘
| S-S,

: Font: Bold . B ]

the app]lcant by thc person preparmo the same and with knowledgc ot the contents and
representations made therein and attesting to the truth and completeness of the information.
The landowner, if different than the applicant, shall also sign the application. At the
discretion of the Council, any false or misleading statement in the application may subject
the applicant to denial of the application without further consideration or opportunity for
correction, or to revocation of the permit if the permit is issued.

U

C.  Applications not meeting the requirements stated herein or which are otherwise incomplete - { Formatted: Font: Bold -
may be re]ected by the Council.

The applicant shall include a statement in writing that: - | Formatted: Font: Bold

U U

(1 The applicant’s proposed Wireless Facility will be maintained in a safe manner and=- - - {_Fon-natted: Indent: Left: 0.5", Hanging: 0.5"
in compliance with all conditions of the speeial-use—permitSpecial Use Permit,
without exception, unless specifically granted relief by the Council in writing, as
well as all applicable and permissible local codes, ordinances and regulations,
including any and all applicable county, state and federal laws, rules and
regulations.

2) The construction of the Wireless Facility is legally permissible, including but not
limited to the fact that the applicant is authorized to do business in New York State.

E._ MMW@H—M&%MWEM} application shall+- _ - {Formattegi: Font: Bold
include a complete plan effor the site proposed, and if the application is submitted as part  ~ { Formatted
of a larger project that will include multiple sites, a description of that project, and the
number and type of installations required. For Spcc.nl Use Permlts the site p]an shall bL

reviewed and approved by the Council &

|
k_.m_)
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pld&prmr to issuance of the permit. Where a certification is reviewed-and-approved-by-the {mm Abkdi ik 30d numiiers

Formatted: Normal, No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust
space between Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space

tons—tor—the—eonstruction—or—instaHation—ofd—pew

WMe%FaeHﬂy—%lﬂMe—aeeempaﬂfed—hy equired, the certification shall be in the form of
a report containing the information hereinafier set forth—The repert-shalt-be-, signed by a
licensed professional engineer registered in the state and shall-ceontain—the—folowing
sHermntor—Where-thirsector—vall Ao certifeation—uch—certifieaton—shal-be by
qualified-NewYork-State licensed professional-engineer-acceptable to the City, unless
otherwise noted. The application shall include, in addition to the other requirements for the

speeial-use-permitSpecial Use Permit, the following information:

(N

(2)

3)

(G
(5
(6)

(N
(8)
9)

(10

(n
(12)

Documentation that shows applicant satisfies the requirements of Section 196-5:5-«- - - { Formatted: Indent: Left: 0.5", Hanging: 0.5" )

E-Wireless-Faeility€-(H). as applicable.

Name and address of the person-preparingenginger or engineers submitting any
certifications, and to whom questions regarding the repertcertification should be
submitted.

Name and address of the property owner, operator and applicant, to include the

legal form of the applicant. Name and address of any person who will own

equipment associated with the Wireless Facility.

Postal address and Tax Map parcel number of the property. «- - - { Formatted ' )

Zoning district or designation in which the property is situated.

Size of the property stated both in square feet and lot line dimensions and a diagram=- - - '[_Formatted: Indent: Left: 0.5", Hanging: 0.5" j
showing the location of all lot lines where the facility is proposed to be located :
outside of the right of way, and within the rights of way, the location of the proposed

facility in relation to the right of way, pedestrian and non-motorized vehicle

pathways and cross-walks, and the location in relation to driveways and-residentiat

struetures-on the same right of way and within 750 feet.

Location of all residential structures within 750 feet. «- - - { Formatted - - 7]
Location of all habitable structures within 750 feet.

Location of all structures on the property which is the subject of the application, or+- - - {Eﬂathd: Indent: Left: 0.5, Hanging: 0.5 _}
for the right of way, within 250 feet of the proposed facility.

Location, size and height of all proposed and existing-orExisting Wireless Facilities
and Supporting Structures at the proposed site.

Type, size and location of all proposed and existing landscaping. +- - - { Formatted B 4

The number, type and design of the Wireless Facility(s) Antenna¢s)-proposed and=- - - - Formatted: Indent: Left: 0.5", Hanging: 0.5" I

the basis for the calculations of the Wireless Facility’s capacity to accommodate

multiple users. Formatted: No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust space
between Latin and Asian text, Don't ad;ust space between
Aslan text and numbers



(13)

(14)

(13)

(16)
(17

(18)

Formatted: Normal, No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust
space between Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space

The make, model and manufacturer of each of the elements of the Wireless Facility L"t““*‘“ﬂ'“_ text and numbers
and-Antennats ),

A detailed description of each clement of the proposed Wireless Facility _and al
related—fitures;any  Existing Support Structure which will be utilized. which
description shall include. but not be limited to. a description of the Supporting
Structures, appurtenances and apparatus, including height above preexisting grade,
materials, color and lighting. For a modification to a facility, applicant must
describe precisely any change in physical dimensions to any portion of the
faeilityWireless Facility or and describe in detail any additional equipment installed
as part of the modification and any modifications required to the Supporting
Structure (including, but not limited to, modifications to meters, pewerpowers
supplies, cabling, and guys).

The frequency, modulation and class of service of radio or other transmitting
cquipment.

Transmission and maximum effective radiated power of the Antenna(s). + - - { Formatted )

Direction of maximum lobes and associated radiation of the Antenna(s).

Certification by a qualified RF engineer that NIER levels at the proposcd site are* - - - Formatted: Indent: Left: 05", Har;ging:_[).s"
within the threshold levels adopted by the FCC. Fhe-certifiring-engineerneed-not

2H19)A copy of the FCC license applicable for the use of the Wireless Facility, if any,*~ - - { Formatted: Indent: Left: 0.5", Hanging: 0.5" )

and a copy of any certificate issued by the State of New York for the facility; and
proof that applicant and any person who will own facilities associated with the
proposed Wireless Facility are authorized to place the facilities at the location
proposed.

(2220) For a Tower, certification that a topographic and geomorphologic study and

analysis has been conducted and that taking into account the subsurface and
substrata, and the proposed drainage plan, that the site is adequate to assure the
stability of the proposed s Tower on the proposed site. The certifying engineer need
not be approved by the City.

(2321) Propagation studies of the proposed site and all adjoining proposed or in-service or

existing sites.

(2422) The applicant shall disclose, in writing, any agreement in existence prior to

-31255,00002129666928, 219 -

submission of the application that would limit or preclude the ability of the

applicant to share any new Wireless Facility that it constructs. Formatted: No widow/orphan contral, Don't adjust space
‘| between Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space between

+ | Asian text and numbers
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—-- T Fo
(2524) The applicant shall provide a notarized affidavit that either the proposed installation between Asian text and numbers
meets all laws, codes and ordinances or that it meets the same except as specifically
listed on said affidavit.

demonstrating its efforts to secure shared use of existing Wireless Facility(s). Coplcs of = tted - == B ]
written requests and responses for shared use shall be provided to the Council. =

In the case of a new Wireless Facility, the applicant shall be required to submit a report= :|| Formatted: Font: Bold = )
Forma

Supnonmg Structure both are dcstgm.d and constructed (“as buﬂt”) to mcct all county, stat(.
and federal structural requirements for loads, including wind and ice loads.

After construction and prior to receiving a certificate of compliance, certification that the _ - -{ Formatted: Font: Bold )|
Wireless Facility and related facilities are grounded and bonded so as to protect persons
and property and installed with appropriate surge protectors.

The applicant shall submit a completed long form EAF and a completed Visual EAF - { Formatted: Font: Bold )
addendum. The Council may require submission of a more detailed visual analysis based '

on the results of the Visual EAF addendum. Applicants are encouraged to seek pre-

application meetings with the City Council to address the scope of the required visual

assessment,

A visual impact assessment shall be provided with cach application which shall include: - { Formatted: Font: Bold

U U

(1) A Zone of Visibility Map, which shall be provided in order to determine locations=- - - { Formatted: Indent: Left: 0.5", Hanging: 0.5"
where the facility may be seen.

(2) P1ctor|a| n.pn.sentatlonh of bcfore and afu.r views from key viewpoints—to-be

- shiteetural-Review, including but

not limited to state highways and other major roads: state and local parks; other

public lands; historic districts; environmentally sensitive areas: preserves and

historic sites normally open to the public; and from any other location where the

site is visible to a large number of visitors or travelers. .The City will provide

guidance concerning the appropriate key sites at a preapplieationpre-application
meeting,

(3) An assessment of the visual impact of the facility base, guy wires and accessory
buildings from abutting and adjacent properties and streets.

4) Scaled and dimensioned photo simulations of the before and after images of the
project and project site from at least three different angles and showing the
maximum _silhouette, viewshed analysis, color and finish palette and proposed
screening for the Wireless Facility.

The applicant shall identify any eoncealmentelementsConcealment Elements proposed fors - _ - { Formatted: Font: fioid . — 3

the Wireless Facility, and Supperting Strueturefor a Stealth Facility, shall specifically show {Fﬂlﬂiﬂﬂd - —- )

that the proposed Wireless Facility qualifies as a Stealth Facility. Formatted: No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust space
between Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space between
Asian text and numbers



- ‘[ Formatted: Normal, No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust
space between Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space
L=.  Wherepossible, for Wireless Facilitics located outside of the rights of way wiring and other between ASlan texiand nibers B
components shall be located within buildings. Wireless Facilities installed on the exterior '[ﬂimaﬂed: Font: Bold ]
of existingExisting buildings/Supporting Structures shall be integrated into the design of
such buildings/Supporting Structures. The intent of this provision is to make the installation
invisible or indistinguishable from other existing architectural features. Both the Wireless
Facility and any and all accessory or associated facilities shall maximize the use of building
materials, colors and textures designed to blend with the Existing Supporting Structure to
which it may be affixed and with the natural surroundings. Where possible, for facilities in
the rights of way, when existing Utility Poles are replaced, the Wireless Facility will be
placed within a pole approved by the City and the utility.

M.  An access road and parking to assure adequate emergency and service access shall be - '(Formaed.' Font: Bold ]

provided, should such be deemed necessary by the Council. Maximum use of existing
roads, whether public or private, shall be made to the extent practicable. Road construction
shall at all times minimize ground disturbance and vegetation cutting. Road grades shall
closely follow natural contours to assure minimal visual disturbance and reduce soil
crosion potential.

N.  Every Wireless Facility. and the Existing Support Structures to which Wireless Facilities _ - { Formatted: Font: Bold )
are attached shall be constructed, operated, maintained, repaired, modified or restored
WirelessFaethity in strict compliance with the then-current version of all technical, safety
and safety-related codes adopted by the City, county, state or United States, including but
not limited to the most recent editions of the National Electrical Safety Code and the
National Electrical Code, as well as accepted and responsibly workmanlike industry
practices and recommended practices of the National Association of Tower Erectors. The
codes referred to are codes that include, but are not limited to, construction, building,
electrical, fire, safety, health and land use codes. The applicant is responsible for ensuring
compliance with the foregoing for the Wireless Facility and any portion of an Existing
Supporting Structure affected by the Wireless Facility. In the event of a conflict between
or among any of the preceding, the more stringent shall apply.

~_ Every person constructing or owning a Wireless Facility shall obtain, at its own expense, - { Formatted: Font: gold - - _]
all permits and licenses rcqum:d by applicable law, rule, regulation or law and must
maintain the same, in full force and effect, for as long as required by the City or other

governmental entity or agency having jurisdiction over the applicant.

=

) The Council intends to be the lead agency. pursuant tpisEQRA The Council shall conduct  _ - ( Formatted: Font: Bold

a review of the pmposed project in combination with its review of the application under
this chapter.

Q. Anapplicant shall submit to the BuildingInspeeterCity Engincer the number of completed _ - -{ Formatted: Font: Bold — 1
applications determined to be needed at the pre-application meeting. A copy of the
notification of application shall be provided to the legislative body of all adjacent

municipalities and to the Westchester County Planning Board.

. { Formatted: Font: Bold ) )
If lhc apphcam is proposing the construction of a Tower or installation on an _- L e
/

~
|
|

Formatted: No mdow,' han control Dontadusts ce
e/Suppertine—StructureExisting Tower or_building, the applicant shall between Latin and As,an°{§n Dontad;ustspacelbethaen

Asian text and numbers
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examine the feasibility of designing the installation to accommodate future demand for at

between Asian text and numbers

- ‘[Fomltad:Nonﬂa[No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust

least two additional commercial applications, e.g., future collocations. The scope of this
examination shall be determined by the Council. The Wireless Facility shall be structurally
designed to accommodate at least two additional Antenna arrays equal to those of the
applicant and located as close to the applicant’s Antenna as possible without causing
interference. This requirement may be waived, provided that the applicant, in writing,
demonstrates that the provisions of future shared usage of the Wireless Facility is not
technologically feasible, or is commercially impracticable and creates an unnecessary and
unreasonable burden, based upon:

(1) The number of FCC licenses foreseeably available for the area.

2) The kind of Wireless Facility andFewerproposed, or Existing Supporting Structures- - - '&g@@@: Indﬁm;'t@", Hanging: 0.5 j

prepesedthat would be utilized.

(3)  Available space on existing and approved telecommunications-Towers. s -Eon_r;a&ed -

S. Unless waived by the Council, there shall be a preapplieatienpre-application meeting _ - -{ Formatted: Font: Bold

required for every speeial—use—permit-Special Use Permit. The purpose of the

preapphieationpre-c application meeting will be to address issues which will help to expedite
the review and permitting process. Where the application is for the shared use of an

existingExisting Tower/_or Supporting Structure, the applicant can seek to waive any
application requirements that may not be applicable. At the preapplicationpre-application
meeting, the waiver requests, if appropriate, will be decided by the City. Costs of the City's

consultants to prepare for and attend the preapphieationpre-application meeting will be
borne by the applicant.

Wireless Facility
J.. Without limiting the foregoing, except where it is demonstrated that denial would result in- . -~ { Formatted: Font: Bold Bod
a prohibition of the provision of wireless services within the meaning of federal law: {Formam -

(1:)  In the rights of way, no Towers are permitted except as part of a Stealth Facility.

'
a8

{(2) No Wircless Facilities are permitted within underground areas except Stealths- - - { Formatted: Indent: Left: 05", Hanging: 05° |

Facilities.

(3:) A new or replacement Supporting Structure, other than a Stealth Facility, street
lighting or traffic control structure may not be epproved that is greater in height
from ground level than the average height of existing distribution utility poles in
the same area. No extension of an existing Supporting Structure (other than street
lighting or traffic control structures) to permit installation of a Wireless Facility
may be approved that unless the addition complies with subsection 5 and increases
the height of the supporting structure by the lesser of 20% or six feet.

(4:)  Except for cabling_within _a conduit, the lowest edge of any component of the

Wireless Facility (including meters) on a Utility Pole must be 8 feet above the | Formatted: No widoyf,rorpﬂén control, Don't adjust space
ground unless concealed within the pole. Y mﬁm m:‘m" IR, DORT Adjust Space betwien
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(5:)  All Wireless Facilities mounted to the side of a Supporting Structure in the right of
way, other than in the communications space, must be flush-mounted, sized and
painted so that the facility to the extent possible the facility is concealed;

(6:)  All faeihitiesWireless Facilities mounted to the top of a pole must be designed so
that the facilities form a continuous line with the pole, and as a Concealment
Element, are no more than 10% greater in diameter than the pole itself.—

(72) Any indicator lights should be recessed or otherwise designed so that they present
no hazard to traffic or interfere with enjoyment of properties from which the lights

may be visible.

Fnrma?ted: Non;a[N; wid;w,:o;phan control, Don't adjust
space between Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space
between Asian text and numbers

(8)  Inplacing faeilitiesWireless Facilities, following rules apply: <« -~ { Formatted ) -

) Wireless Facilities should be at least 2530 feet from any residential
structure, and located so that the facilities are not directly in front of any
front window or door of a residential Straeturestructure,

(a-

(b:)  Locations that are less visible from a residential structure are preferred over
locations that are more visible.

§ 196-7. Failure to pursue an application.

_ s ‘{r ted [1]: This section is replaced - 7
_J

Applicants shall respond to all requests or notices from the City with respect to an application+ - - ‘[?onnamed: Body Text

promptly, so that City may meet anv applicable deadlines for action on an application. Where an
applicant fails to promptly respond, the Corporation Counsel is authorized to notify an applicant
that its application is denied for failure to pursue that application, without prejudice to resubmittal
of an application. Without limiting the foregoing, if an applicant is notified that its application is
incomplete, and there is fails to complete the application within sixty (60) days of the date of the
notice, the Corporation Counsel is authorized to notify an applicant that its application is denied
for failure to pursue that application, without prejudice to resubmittal of an application even if

there is no deadline applicable to action on the application. , [ Formatted: Font color: Auto -}
§ 196-8.- Height of wireless telecommunications facilities. «- - - - Formatted: Justified ' =

Wireless Facility-and/or-Antenna and-the basis- therefor-Such-justification-shall be-to-provide

B:A.  Wireless—telecommunications—facthitiesFacilities shall be no higher than the minimum< - -

height necessary. Unless watvedan arca variance for height is granted by the Counetlupon
good-eauseshewnBoard of Appeals, the maximum height of faeilitiesWireless Facilities
located outside the rights of way shall be 90 feet, based on three collocated Antenna arrays
and ambient tree height of 70 feet. Height shall be measured from ground level. to the
highest point on the Wireless Facility, or if higher, the highest point on any extension to an
Existing Supporting Structure required to support the Wireless Facility,

~51253.00002129666928, 223 2
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€:B. __The maximum height of any Wireless Facility-and-attached-Antennas constructed after the

§ 196-9.- Visibility of facilities.

A.

§ 196-10.- Security of facilities.

All

effective date of this chapter shall not exceed that which shall permit operation without
artificial lighting of any kind in accordance with municipal, county, state and/or any federal
law and/or regulation,,

Wireless—telecommunications—faeilitiesExcluding indicator lights  satisfying  thes- -

requirements_of Section 196-6, Wireless Facilities shall not be artificially lighted or
marked, except as required by law.

Except where inconsistent with concealment elements, Towers shall be of a galvanized
finish, or painted with a rust-preventive paint of an appropriate color to harmonize with the
surroundings as approved by the Council and the Board of Architectural Review, and shall
be maintained in accordance with the requirements of this chapter.

HExcluding indicator lights satisfyving the requirements of Section 196-6. if lighting is
required, the applicant shall provide a detailed plan for sufficient lighting of as unobtrusive
and inoffensive an effect as is permissible under state and federal regulations, and an
artist’s rendering or other visual representation showing the effect of light emanating from
the site on neighboring habitable structures within 1,500 feet of all property lines of the
parcel on which the Wireless Facility is located.

ities-Antennae-Wireless Facilities shall be locatedfenced-ope -

eﬂm‘-m».e-secured in a manner which prevents unauthorized access:_to hazardous components.

Specifically:

A.

B.

§ 196-11.- Signage:

Where possible, Wireless Facilities Antennas:-TFowers-and ethermodifications to Existings- - - { Formatted: Justified, Indent: Left: 0, Hanging: 0.5"

Supporting Structures, including guy wires, shall be made inaccessible to individuals and
constructed or shielded in such a manner that they cannot be climbed or run into;
andTowers will be fenced and shielded to prevent unauthorized access to the structure
unless the Tower is a Stealth Facility or the fencing or shielding is inconsistent with
required Concealment elements: and

To the extent possible, Wireless Facilities shall be installed so that powered elements are
readily accessible only to persons authorized to operate or service them.

be inconsistent with lmmmlzmg visual impact, wireless-telecommunications—faeilitesWireless
Facilities shall contain a sign no larger than four square feet to provide adequate notification to
persons in the immediate area of the presence of an Antenna that has transmission capabilities.
The sign shall contain the name(s) of the owner(s) and operator(s) of the Antenna(s) as well as
emergency phone number(s). The sign shall be located so as to be visible from the access point of
the site. No other signage, including advertising, shall be permitted on any wireless

-51255.0000229666928, 224 -
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. ications—faeilities; z tenna—Supperting—Structures—or—Antenna between Asian text and numbers
FewersWireless Facilities, unless required by law, or unless the signage is part of a concealment
element. Signs shall be approved by the Board of Architectural Review. Nothing in this section
affects rules with respect to signage that may apply to Existing Support Structures.

. ‘y Formatted: Normal, No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust

§ 196-12.- Lot size and setbacks, [Amended 10-1-2003 by L.L. No. 7-2003] - B ’Eirmgiit;ad: Font: Not Bold - S—— )
" { Formatted: Justified b
A. All proposed Towers shall be set back from abutting parcels, recorded rights-of-way and<+ - - { Formatted: Justified, Indent: Left: 0, Hanging: 05" _}

road and street lines a distance sufficient to substantially contain on site all ice-fall or debris
from a Tower or Tower failure and to preserve the privacy and sanctity of any adjoining
properties.

B. Towers, other than Towers placed on an existing Supporting Structure shall be setback
from any property line at least a distance equal to the height of the facility plus 10 feet, or
the existing setback requirement of the underlying zoning district, whichever is greater.
Further, any aceessory-SuppertingAccessory Facility or Structure shall be located so as to
comply with the minimum zoning setback requirements for the principal building on the
property on which it is situated.

C. Where a Wireless Facility involves an attachment to an existingExisting building or
Supporting Structure other than a Supporting Structure in the rights of way, the facility,
including but not limited to Antennas, accessory Supporting Structures, and/or other
appurtenances, shall be setback from any property line the distance of the setback
requirement of the underlying zoning district.

. —_—

A. The Council may hire any consultant and/or expert necessary to assist the Council in+ -~ Forlrrtra}!:gq:rlusﬁﬁed,”;d;nt; Left: 0", Hanging: 0.5" ]
reviewing and evaluating the application and any requests for recertification.

§ 196-13.- Retention of expert assistance and reimbursement by applicant. - - = { Formatted: Justified

B. An applicant shall deposit with the City funds sufficient to reimburse the City for all
reasonable costs of consultant and expert evaluation and consultation to the Council in
connection with the review of any application. _The initial deposit shall be $7.500 for a
facility application and $5,000 in the case of collocation. These funds shall accompany the
filing of an application, and the City will maintain a separate escrow account for all such
funds. The City’s consultants/experts shall bill or invoice the City no less frequently than
monthly for its services in reviewing the application and performing its duties. If at any
time during the review process the balance of this account falls below $2,500, additional
funds must be submitted to the City to bring the balance of the account to $5,000, or in the
case of collocation, $5.000, or upon request from the applicant, a lesser amount to be set
by the City Council, before any further action or consideration is taken on the application.
In the event that the amount held in escrow by the City is more than the amount of the
actual billing or invoicing, the difference shall be promptly refunded to the applicant.

Gl The total amount of the funds set forth in Subsection B of this section may vary with the
scope and complexity of the project, the completeness of the application and other -
information as may be needed by the Council or its consultant/expert to complete the Formatted: No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust space

Asi

o S, # = e R . F N ’| between Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space between
necessary review and analysis. _Additional funds, as required, shall be paid by the Lokt o e
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applicant. _The initial amount of the escrow deposit shall be established at a between Asian text and numbers

preapphieationpre-application meeting with the City.__ Notice of the hiring of a
consultant/expert shall be given to the applicant at or before this meeting.

rmatted: Normal, No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust ]

§ 196-14.___ Existing Facilities. «- - - { Formatted: Justified )
All wireless telecommunications facilities existing on or before the effective date of this+ - - | Formatted: Indent: Left: 0", First line: 0, Font Alignment: ]
chapter shall be allowed to continue as they presently exist; provided, however, that any Aito, Tab stops: blot at 0.35"

modification to existing facilities must comply with this chapter,

§ 196-15.- Public hearing required for special-use-permitSpecial Use Permit. «- - - { Formatted: Justified )

A, Public hearing and public notification by applicant. Before the City Council acts on any=- - - Formatted: Justified, Indent: Left: 0", Hanging: 0.5" j
application for a speeialusepermitSpecial Use Permit, it shall hold a public hearing thereon
in accordance with the General City Law._To facilitate notification of the public, a public
notification list shall be prepared by the applicant, using the most current City of Rye Tax
Maps and Tax Assessment Roll, showing the Tax Map sheet, black and lot number, the
owners name and owner’s mailing address for each property located wholly or partially
within 750300 feet of the perimeter of the property that-islinearly measured along the
subjeetright of the-apphieation-way. Ifa property on the public notification list is also listed
as a cooperative or an apartment on a list entitled “Apartment List City of Rye,” maintained
by the City Assessor’s office, the notice shall only be mailed to the property owner of
record. When the public hearing is required by the City Council, the applicant shall deliver
a copy of the public notice provided by the City Planner to all of the property owners
contained on the public notification list by certified mail with certificate of mailing.

The above mailing and posting notice requirements must be performed in accordance with- - - { Formatted: Indent: Left: 0.5 1
the following requirements:

= n The delivery of mailing shall be limited solely to the public notice provideds- - - E‘hatted: Normal, Justified, Indent: Left: 0.5", Hanging: J
by the City Planner. 037, No builets ornisnbering s

L (2) _ The public notice shall be mailed to all property owners by-certified-mail+ - - ﬁ Formatted: Normal, Justified, Indent: Left: 0.5, Hanging: }
with a certificate of mailing (no return receipt necessary) at a post office or official sl — ——
depository of the Postal Service, at least 4014 calendar days prior to the date of the
public hearing.

-3 (3) At least five business days prior to the public hearing, the applicant shall+- - - ‘Fnﬂalﬁeﬁﬁlomal, Justified, Indent: Left: 0.5", Hanging: }
provide to the City Planner all certificates of mailing. B e

At

-+

(4)  For Towers, at least one week preceding the date of the public hearing, at+- - - ﬁnam: Normal, Justified, Indent: Left: 0.5", Hanging: j
least one sign, a minimum of two feet by three feet in size and carrying a legend L = ——

prescribed by the City Council announcing the public hearing, shall be posted on

the property. The height of the lettering on the sign shall be no less than two inches,

except that the words “PUBLIC NOTICE" appearing at the top of the sign shall

have no less than five-inch-high lettering. The sign shall be in full public view from — s
Formatted: No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust space
/| between Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space between
Asian text and numbers
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the street and not more than 30 feet therefrom. The sign shall be removed from the Tber‘”‘*—“ Asiantextand numbers

property within two days after the public hearing.

Et-:rmatted: Normal, No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust

B ln-cases-ofreview by the Board-of-Architectural -Reviev-or the-Planning Commission—the
aotice rulesHorthese bodiesshall apply-tor-the properties-within-theseven-hundred-Hifty-foot
periineteras-previous v set-forth:

C:B. _The Council shall schedule the public hearing referred to in Subsection A of this section*- - - - Formatted: Justified, Indent: Left; 0, Hanging: 0;_" ]
once it finds the application is complete. The Council, at any stage prior to issuing a special
use—permitSpecial Use Permit, may require such additional information as it deems

necessary.

BC,  Council may waive any requirement hereof and of Section 196-16 as required tp_cglpplr' e { Formatted: lndenEIeft: 0", Hanging: 05" ]
with state or federal law. ~ o Formatted: Font: Bold

§ 196-16.____Action on application for speeial-use permitSpecial Use Permit, ~ + -~ - { Formatted: Justified )

o . L. ) ~ - Formatted: Font: Not Bold J
A, The Council will undertake a review of an application pursuant to this chapter in a timely= - - ,{?D_rmned Justified, Tndent: Left: 0" Hangmg o5 )

fashion and shall act within a reasonable period of time given the relative complexity of
the application and the circumstances, with due regard for the public’s interest and need to
be involved, and the applicant’s desire for a timely resolution.

B. The Council shall refer any application or part thereof to the Board of Architectural Review
(BAR) and may refer any application or part thereof to the Planning Commission for their
advisory review and comment prior to the public hearing. This referral shall not preclude
any final approvals of these or other City boards or departments required by this chapter or
other law.

C. After the public hearing and after formally considering the application, the Council may
approve and issue or deny a speeial-use-permit-Special Use Permit. Its decision shall be in
writing and shall be based on substantial evidence in the record. The burden of proof for
the grant of the permit shall always be upon the applicant.

D. If the Council approves the speeial-use-permitSpecial Use Permit for a Wireless Facility,
then the applicant shall be notified of such approval, in writing, within 10 calendar days of

the Council’s action, and the speeiat-use-permitSpecial Use Permit shall be issued within
30 days after such approval.

E. If the Council denies the speeial-use-permitSpecial Use Permit for a Wireless Facility, then
the applicant shall be notified of such denial, in writing, within 10 calendar days of the
Council’s action.

F. The City’s decision on an application for a speeial-use-permitSpecial Use Permit for a
Wireless Facility shall be supported by substantial evidence contained in a written record.,
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§ 196-17.___ Recertification of special-usepermitSpecial Use Permit. 852, (Loaiween ailind andnniers . =
Fom'lathed Jusﬁﬁed o
A. Atany time between 12 months and six months prior to the five-year anniversary date after« - - { Formatted: Justified, Invent: Left: 0", H Hanging: 0. 5

the effective date of the permit and all subsequent fifth anniversaries of the original speeial

use—permitSpecial Use Permit for a Wireless Facility, the holder of a speeial-—use
permitSpecial Use Permit for such Tower shall submit a written request for recertification.
In the written request for recertification, the holder of such speeial-use permitSpecial Use

Permit shall note the following:

=

(1) The name of the holder of the special-use permitSpecial Use Permit for thes- - - -{ Formatted: Normal, Justified, Indent: First line: 0.5", No J
bullets or numbering

Wireless Facility, dollli | EO— —

o B

Permit.

A
Permit.

4

2

-51255,00002.29666928, 228 .

(2) __If applicable, the number or title of the speeial-use-permitSpecial Uses - - - Formatted: Normal, Justified, Indent: First lne: 05" |

(3)___The date of the original granting of the speeial-use-permitSpecial Uscs- - - - Formatted: Normal, Justified, Indent: First line: 05"

{4)  Whether the Wireless Facility has been moved, relocated, rebuilt, repaired=- - - | Formatted: Normal, Justified, Indent: Left: 0.5", Hanging: ]
or otherwise modified since the issuance of the speeial-use-permitSpecial Use bE

Permit.

(5) If the Wireless Facility has been moved, relocated, rebuilt, repaired or- - - -| Formatted: Normal, Justified, Indent: Left: 0.5", Hanging:
otherwise modified, then whether the Council approved such action, and under 9.5 = e

what terms and conditions, and whether those terrns and conditions were complied

with and abided by.

(6) Any requests for waivers or relief of any kind whatsoever from thes - - Formatted: Normal, Justified, Indent: Left: 0.5", Hanging:
requirements of this chapter and any requirements for a speeial-use-permitSpecial 03 =

(7). That the Wireless Facility is in compliance with the special—use - - | Formatted: Normal, Justified, Indent: Left: 0.5", Hanglngj

permitSpecial Use Permit and compliance with all applicable codes, laws, rules and S —
regulations.

(8)  Whether the facility is still being used; and whether it can be reduced in+- - - - Formatted: Normal, Justified, Indent: Left: 0.5", Hanging: —]
sized, combined with or replaced by other facilities or otherwise altered to make it L S —

less visible.

(9)_ Whether it complies with then applicable requirements of the City Code for+- - - ﬁr_mam Normal, Justified, Indent: Left: 0.5, Hanging: ]
placement of Wircless Facilities. i E— =

(10) _ Whether there have been any changes in the legal status of the applicant or« - - '[Formatted Normal, Justified, Indent: Left: 0.5, Hanging:
any entity whose facilities are part of the Wireless Facility; and whether all required 05
authorizations and consents are still in full force and effect.
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B. If, after such review, the Council determines that the permitted Wireless Facility is in @“ﬁ" Astan textiand uimbers
compliance with the speeial-use-permitSpecial Use PermitSpecial Use Permit and all
applicable codes, laws and rules; that it continues to be used in the provision of wircless
services; that all relevant entities continue to have all necessary authorizations; and that the
facility cannot be modified or replaced so that it is less visible, then the Council shall issue
a recertification speetal-use-permitSpecial Use PermitSpecial Use Permit for the Wireless
Facility, which may include any new provisions or conditions that are-mutualy-asreed
upenmay be lawfully imposed, or that are required by codes, law or regulation. -

C. If the Council does not complete its review, as noted in Subsection B of this section, prior
to the five-year anniversary date of the speeial-use-permitSpecial Use PermitSpecial Use
Permit, or subsequent fifth anniversaries, then the applicant for the permitted Wireless
Facility shall receive an extension of the speeial-use-permitSpecial Use PermitSpecial Use
Permit for up to six months, in order for the Council to complete its review.

D. It the holder of a speeial-use-permitSpecial Use PermitSpecial Use Permit for a Wireless
Facility does not submit a request for recertification of such specialuse-permitSpecial Use
PermitSpecial Use Permit within the time frame noted in Subsection A of this section, or
if the Council finds that the Wireless Facility has been moved, relocated, rebuilt, or
otherwise modified without approval of such having been granted by the Council under
this chapter, or that the conditions for recertification have not been met, then such speeial
use-permitSpecial Use PermitSpecial Use Permit and any authorizations granted thereunder
shall cease to exist on the date of the fifth anniversary of the original granting of the speeial
wse-permitSpecial Use PermitSpecial Use Permit, or subsequent fifth anniversaries. unless
the holder of the speeial-use-permitSpecial Use PermitSpecial Use Permit adequately
demonstrates to the Council that extenuating circumstances prevented a timely
recertification request. If the Council agrees that there were legitimately extenuating
circumstances, then the holder of the speeial-use-permitSpecial Use PermitSpecial Use
Permit may submit a late recertification request. Council may also recertify subject to
additional conditions that it establishes, and contingent on satisfaction of those conditions.

§ 196-18.- Extent and parameters of special-use-permitSpecial Use PermitSpecial Use+ - - - Formatted: Justified - j
Permit and specinl-conditionnl-usepermits—APPLY TO-SPECIAL USE-PERMITS-AND __ _ { Formatted: Font: Bold -
CONDITIONALSPECIAL-USE PERMITS]Eligible Facility Permit, { Formatted: Font: Bold = __]
The extent and parameters of a speeial-use-permitSpecial Use PermitSpecial Use Permit or an+- - - - Formatted ) ] —

Eligible Facility Permit for a Wireless Facility shall be as follows:

A. Such speetabuse-permit shall be nonexclusive. e {_Fo_rmatte_d: Justified, Indent: Left: 0"

B. Such-speeial-use permit shall not be assignable or transferable without the express written+- - - *[ Formatted: Justified, Indent: Left: 0", Hanging:_()-.S" ]
consent of the Council.

C. Such-speeial-use permit may be revoked, canceled or terminated for a violation of the
conditions and provisions of the speeial-use-permitSpecial Use PermitSpecial Use Permit
for a Wireless Facility, or for a material violation of this chapter or applicable law. [F—

ormatted: No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust space
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D. Such permit shall be valid for a period of five (5) vears. or such longer period as is required between Aslan textandnumbers =~ o

by state law. but the permit may be recertified upon application, which application must
demonstrate:

gl The Wireless Facility is still in use: and for facilities where a demonstration of need
or_effective prohibition was required, that the facility remains necessary or that
recertification is required to avoid an effective prohibition: and

(2) The impact of the Wireless Facility cannot reasonebly be further minimized.

§ 196-19.-___ Application fee. < - - - Formatted: Justified N

As At the time that a person submits an application for a special-use-permitSpecial Uses - - - Formatted: Justified, Indent: Left: 0", Hanging: 0.5" ;’
PermitSpecial Use Permit for a new Wireless Facility, such person shall pay an application
fee to the City of Rye £$5:000as set forth in the fee schedule. If the application is for a
speeial-use-permit-Special Use Permit for collocating on an existingExisting Wireless
Facility, the feeapplicant shall be-$3;000also pay a fee as set forth in the fee schedule.

B. No application fee is required in order to recertify a speeial-use-pesmitSpecial Use Permit
for a Wireless Facility, unless there has been a modification of the Wireless Facility since
the date of the issuance of the existing speeial-use-permitSpecial Use Permit for which the

In the case joff any modification, the fees provided in Subsection A shall apply. - { commented [2]: This s up o you. =t
§ 196-20.- __ Performance security. «- = - { Formatted: Justified ) )
The applicant and the owner of record of any prepesedportion of 2 Wireless Facility, and the owner+- - - - Formatted _7 - )

of real property siteon which the Wireless Facility is located (unless the property is publicly
owned) shall be jointly required to exccute and file with the City a bond, or other form of security
acceptable to the City as to type of security and the form and manner of execution, in an amount
and with such sureties as are deemed sufficient by the Council to assure the faithful performance
of the terms and conditions of this chapter and conditions of any speeial-use-permitSpecial Use
Permit issued pursuant to this chapter. The full amount of the bond or security shall remain in full
force and effect throughout the term of the special-use-permitSpecial Use Permit and/or until the
removal of the Wireless Facility and any necessary site restoration is completed. The failure to pay
any annual premium for the renewal of any such security shall be a violation of the provisions of
the special-use-permitSpecial Use Permit and shall entitle the Council to revoke the speeial-use
permitSpecial Use Permit after prior written notice to the applicant and holder of the permit.

§ 196-21.___ Reservation of authority to inspect wireless—telecommunientionss - - | Formatted: Justied -
faeilitiesWireless Facilities.

A. In order to verify that the holder of a speeial-use permitSpecial Use Permit for a Wireless+- - - { Formatted: Justified, Indent: Left: 07, Hanging: 05"
Facility and any and all lessees, renters and/or licensees of a Wireless Facility place and
construct such facilities, including Towers and Antennas. in accordance with all applicable
technical, safety, fire, building and zoning codes, laws, ordinances and regulations and .
other applicable requirements, the City may inspect all facets of said permit holder’s, Formatted: No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust space
b Y ; 5 B i s \ 2 " | between Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space between
renter’s, lessee’s or licensee’s placement, construction, modification and maintenance of | agian text and numbers
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such facilities, including but not limited to Towers, Antennas and buildings or other DETWeen. A H tExt el NDMOETS o= =

Supporting Structures constructed or located on the permitted site.

B. The City shall pay for costs associated with such an inspection, except for those
circumstances occasioned by said holder’s, lessee’s or licensee’s refusal to provide
necessary information, or necessary access to such facilities, including Towers, Supporting
Structures, Antennas and appurtenant—or-asseeiatedfaeilitiesAccessory Facilities and
Structures, or refusal to otherwise cooperate with the City with respect to an inspection, or
if violations of this chapter are found to exist, in which case the holder, lessee or licensee
shall reimburse the City for the cost of the inspection.

. Payment of such costs shall be made to the City within 30 days from the date of the invoice
or other demand for reimbursement. In the event that the finding(s) of violation is (are)
appealed in accordance with the procedures set forth in this chapter, said reimbursement
payment must still be paid to the City, and the reimbursement shall be placed in an escrow
account established by the City specifically for this purpose, pending the final decision on

appeal.

§ 196-22.___ NIER certification. + ~ { Formatted: Justified, Font Alignment: Auto

A. Every Wireless Facility must meet FCC RF emission standards as the same may be [Forrnatmd:[ndent: Left: 0, Hanging: 0.5, Font Alignment:
amended from time to time. At

[Formatted Font color: Black
- -{ Formatted: Font color: Black
< { Formatted: Font color: Black

B. ExccQL

Fae#maFacnhtv to prov1de— nmot that the Wireless Facility satlshes ECE RF emission

|
|

standards. pr——
‘{Formatted Font color: Black
C. An applicant for a special use or Eligible Facility Permit, shall: {Formatted Font color: Black

(N At the time of an application provide information sufficient to show that the facility
will comply with FCC RF standards; and

——2) Immediately after installation, submit field test measurements sufficient to show

compliancc? with FCC RF standards at full operational power. Measurements-should

Faemtyanuxtw meekF@GRF—em1waﬂ—siﬂndﬁd~ﬂ+ﬂa&same-may—b&ameﬁdﬂHﬁ)m
time-to-time:

+—The City-shatrequire-unv-person-installing Wireless Facilitestoprovide:
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4—Measurements should be cumulative, and not just based on facilitics that a<. _ [Dbetween Asian textand numbers -
particular person may own or install at a location. ‘ Formatted: Justified, Space Before: 0 pt, After: 12 pt, Line
spacing: single )
§ 196-23.-___ Liability insurance. =~ - - { Formatted: Font Alignment: Auto -
A, A holder of a speeial-use permitSpecial Use Permit for a Wireless Facility shall secure and=- - - - Formatted: Justified, Indent: Left: 0", Hanging: 0.5"
at all times maintain public liability insurance, property damage insurance and umbrella
insurance coverage for the duration of the speeial-usepermitSpecial Use Permit in amounts
as set forth below:
(N Commercial general liability: $1.000,000 per occurrence, $2,000,000 aggregate. <+ - - - Formatted: Justified, Font Algnment: Auto
(2) Automobile coverage: $1,000,000 per occurrence, $2,000,000 aggregate.
B. The commercial general liability insurance policy shall specifically include the City and+- - - | Formatted: Justified, Indent: Left: 0", Hanging: 0.5",

Qutline numbered + Level: 2 + Numbering Style: A, B, C, ... +
Start at: 1 + Alignment: Left + Aligned at: 1.06" + Indent at:
1.06"

its officials, employees and agents as additional insureds.

C. The insurance policies shall be issued by an agent or representative of an insurance
company licensed to do business in the state.

D. The insurance policies shall contain an endorsement obligating the insurance company to
furnish the City with at least 30 days’ written notice in advance of the cancellation of the
insurance.

E. Renewal or replacement policies or certificates shall be delivered to the City at least 15
days before the expiration of the insurance which such policies are to renew or replace.

F. Before construction of a permitted Wireless Facility is initiated, but in no case later than
15 days after the grant of the speeial-use permitSpecial Use Permit, the holder of the speeial
use-permitSpecial Use Permit shall deliver to the City a copy of each of the policies or
certificates representing the insurance in the required amounts.

§ 196-24.___Indemnification. «- - - { Formatted: Justified

Any speeial-use-permitSpecial Use Permit issued pursuant to this chapter shall contain a provisions- - - { Formatted
with respect to indemnification. Such provision shall require the holder of the special-use
permitSpecial Use Permit, to the extent permitted by the law, to at all times defend, indemnify,
protect, save, hold harmless and exempt the City, officials of the City, its officers, agents, servants,
and employees from any and all penalties, damage or charges arising out of any and all claims,
suits, demands, causes of action, or award of damages, whether compensatory or punitive, or
expenses arising therefrom, either at law or in equity, which might arise out of, or are caused by,
the construction, erection, modification, location, products performance, operation, maintenance,
repair, installation, replacement, removal or restoration of a Wireless Facility within the City-
(including, by way of example and not limitation, the same resulting from modification to an
Existing Supporting Structure). With respect to the penalties. damages or charges referenced
herein, reasonable attorneys’ fees, consultants’ fees, and expert witness fees are included in those
costs that are recoverable by the City. (
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§ 196-25.-

A.

§ 196-26.-

A,

-

Penalties for offenses.

{ Forruatted Justified

| Formatted: Normal, No widow/orphan control, Don't adjust

space between Latin and Asian text, Don't adjust space
between Asmn text and numbers

Civil sanctions. Any person who violates any of the provisions of this chapter shall bes - - -[Formatted Justified, Indent: Left: o, Hanglng 0.5" )

liable for a civil penalty of not more than $3,000 for every such violation. Each consecutive
day of violation will be considered a separate offense. Such civil penalty may be released
or compromised by the City Council. In addition, the City Council shall have power,
following a hearing, to direct the violator to comply with the provisions of this chapter.

Criminal sanctions. Any person, firm or corporation who or which willfully violates any
of the provisions of this chapter or permits promulgated thereunder, excluding provisions
set forth in the rules and regulations promulgated thereunder, upon conviction thereof of
the first offense, shall be guilty of a violation punishable by a fine of not less than $500
and not more than $1,000 and, for a second offense and each subsequent offense, shall be
guilty of a violation punishable by a fine of not less than $1,000 nor more than $2,000 or a
term of imprisonment of not more than 15 days, or both. Each consecutive day of violation
will be considered a separate offense.

Notwithstanding anything in this chapter, the holder of the speeial-use-permitSpecial Use
Permit for a Wireless Facility may not use the payment of fines, liquidated damages or
other penalties to evade or avoid compliance with this chapter or any section of this chapter.
An attempt to do so shall subject the holder of the specialuse-permitSpecial Use Permit to
termination and revocation of the speeial-use permitSpecial Use Permit. The City may also
seek injunctive relief to prevent the continued violation of this chapter.

—____Default and/or revocation.

If a Wireless Facility is repaired, rebuilt, placed, moved, relocated, modified or maintained= .
in a way that is inconsistent or not in compliance with the provisions of this chapter or of
the speeial-use-permitSpecial Use Permit, then the Council shall notify the holder of the
speetal-use-permitSpecial Use Permit, in writing, of such violation. Such notice shall
specify the nature of the violation or noncompliance and that the violations must be
corrected within seven days of the date of the postmark of the notice, or of the date of
personal service of the notice, whichever is earlier. Notwithstanding anything to the
contrary in this subsection or any other section of this chapter, if the violation causes,
creates or presents an imminent danger or threat to the health or safety of lives or property,
the Council may, at its sole discretion, order the violation remedied within 24 hours.

If within the period set forth in Subsection A above the Wireless Facility is not brought
into compliance with the provisions of this chapter, or of the speeial-use-permitSpecial Use
Permit, or substantial steps are not taken in order to bring the affected Wireless Facility
into compliance, then the Council may revoke such speeial-use-permitSpecial Use Permit
for a Wireless Facility and shall notify the holder of the speeial-use-permitSpecial Use
Permit within 48 hours of such action.

Without limiting the foregoing, if a Supporting Structure or Tower no longer complies with

-51235,00002129666928 233 .

applicable codes, and may no longer be safely used to support other elements of a Wireless
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against the owner of the Supporting Structure or Tower.

§ 196-27.- Removal of wireless-telecommunieationsfaeilitiesWireless Facilities.

A.

-31235,00002: 29666928, 234

+- - - - Formatted: Justified

)

Under the following circumstances, the Council may determine that the health, safety and+- - - { Formatted: Justified, Indent: Left: 0", Hanguq_g 0.5 j

welfare interests of the City warrant and require the removal of a Wireless Facility:

1= (1) A Wireless Facility with a permit has been abandoned (i.c., not used as a
Wireless Facility) for a period exceeding 90 days or a total of 180 days in any three-
hundred-sixty-five-day period, except for periods caused by force majeure or acts
of God.

S

(2) A permitted Wireless Facility falls into such a state of disrepair that it
creates a health or safety hazard.

3. 3) A Wireless Facility has been located, constructed or modified without first

obtaining the required speetatuse-permitSpecial Use Permit, or any other necessary
authorization.

If the Council makes such a determination as noted in Subsection A of this section, then
the Council shall notify the holder of the speeial-use-permitSpecial Use Permit for the
Wireless Facility within 48 hours that said Wireless Facility is to be removed. The Council
may approve an interim temporary use agreement/permit, such as to enable the sale of the
Wireless Facility.

The holder of the speeiat-use-permitSpecial Use Permit. or its successors or assigns, shall
dismantle and remove such Wireless Facility, and all associated Supporting Structures and

faeilitiesor portions of Supporting Structures and Accessory Facilities and Structures used
solely by it, from the site and restore the site to as close to its original condition as is
possible, such restoration being limited only by physical or commercial impracticability,
within 90 days of receipt of written notice from the Council. However, if the owner of the
property upon which the Wireless Facility is located wishes to retain any access roadway
to the Wireless Facility, the owner may do so with the approval of the Council.

If a-Wireless-Faeility-is-not remevedremoval. or substantial progress to complete removal
has not been-made-to-remove-the-Wireless-Faeilityoccurred within 90 days after the permit

holder has received notice, then the Council may order officials or representatives of the
City to remove the Wireless Facility and associated structures at the sole expense of the
owner or permit holder.

If the e wner of the
Wurele-.q—Faerm-ynmncrw lhal is removed does not claim the propt.ny and remove the
faethityproperty from the site to a lawful location within 10 days, then the City may take
steps to declare the faeihityproperty abandoned and sell it and its components.

Notwithstanding anything in this section to the contrary, the Council may approve a
temporary use agreement/permit for the Wireless Facility, for no more 90 days, during

e ‘Formatted: Normal, Justified, Indent: Left: 0.5", Hanging: J
0.5"
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Facility shall be developed by the holder of the permit, subject to the approval of the
Council, and an agreement to such plan shall be executed by the holder of the permit and
the City. If such a plan is not developed, approved and executed within the ninety-day time
period, then the City may take possession of and dispose of the affected Wireless Facility
in the manner provided in this section.

§ 196-28.- Applicability of application requirements and permit conditions. += - = { Formatted: Justified
A. Any applicant can request the waiver of application requirements that are inapplicable to+ - - - Formatted: Justified, Indent: Left: o

their permit application. Such request shall be in writing. Requests should be discussed at the pre-
application meeting. The applicant shall have the burden of supporting such requests.
Determinations as to applicability of application requirements shall be made by the City.

B. In determining permit conditions, the City Council can waive inapplicable permit+
requirements, consistent with the policy goals and priorities of this chapter. The applicant shall
have the burden of supporting such requests. Determinations as to applicability of permit condition
requirements shall be made by the City Council.

§ 196-29.- Adherence to state and/or federal rules and regulations.

A. To the extent that the holder of a speeial-use-permitSpecial Use Permit for a Wireless+
Facility hafa not reccivcd reliuf or is othcrwisc excmpt from appropriatc state and/or fedcrdl
adhere to and comply with a]l appllcablc rules, regulatmns, standdrds and provisions of any any statn.
or federal agency, including but not limited to the FAA and the FCC. Specifically included in this
requirement are any rules and regulations regarding height, lighting, security, electrical and RF
emission standards.

B. To the extent that applicable rules, regulations, standards and provisions of any state or+- -

federal agency, including but not limited to the FAA and the FCC, and specifically including any
rules and regulations regarding height, lighting and security, are changed and/or are modified
during the duration of a speeial-use-permitSpecial Use Permit for a Wireless Facility, then the
holder of such a speeial-use-permitSpecial Use Permit shall conform the permitted Wireless
Facility to the applicable changed and/or modified rule, regulation, standard or provision within a
maximum of 24 months of the effective date of the applicable changed and/or modified rule,
regulation, standard or provision, or seenercarlier as may be required by the issuing entity.

§ 196-30.- Conflict with other laws.

Where this chapter differs or conflicts with other laws, rules and regulations, unless the right to do+- -

so is preempted or prohibited by the county, state or federal government, the more restrictive or
protective of the City and the public shall apply.

§ 196-31.- Severability. -

If any phrase, sentence, part, section, subsection or other portion of this chapter or any application= ~

thereof to any person or circumstance is declared void, unconstitutional or invalid for any reason,

/
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then such word, phrase, sentence, part, section, subsection or other portion, or the proscribed between Asian text and numbers
application thereof, shall be severable, and the remaining provisions of this chapter, and all
applications thereof, not having been declared void, unconstitutional or invalid, shall remain in
full force and effect.

§ 196-32.- Enforcement. - == Formatted: Justified

I

This chapter shall be enforced by the Building Inspector or the City Engineer in the same manner=- - - - Formatted B
as provided in Chapter 197, Zoning, and subject to the same penalties as set forth therein.

§ 196-33.-____ Authority. <= - - - Formatted: Justified - )
This chapter is enacted pursuant to the Municipal Home Rule Law. This chapter shall supersede+- - - 1 FgmatM?Ncm:ai, Justified, Space Before: 1.55 pt, No
the provisions of City law to the extent it is inconsistent with the same, and to the extent permitted Micow/orphan control

by the New York State Constitution, the Municipal Home Rule Law or any other applicable statute.

- - - { Formatted: Normal, Justified, Right: 0.5", Space Before:
1.55 pt, No widow/orphan control

Section 4: Severability.

If any clause, sentence, paragraph. section or part of any section of this title shall be adjudged by any
court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, such judgment shall not aftect, impair or invalidate the
remainder thereof. but shall be confined in its operation to the clause, sentence, paragraph. section or
part thereof directly involved in the controversy and in which such judgment shall have been rendered.
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Section 5: Effective date.

This local law will take effect immediately on filing in the office of the Secretary of State.
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< CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

NO. 8 DEPT.: City Manager DATE: April 19, 2017
CONTACT: Marcus Serrano, City Manager

AGENI_DA ITEM: Continuatipn of the Public Hearing FOR THE MEETING OFE:
regarding the request submitted by Crown Castle to .

amend their agreement with the City and for the April 19, 2017
installation of additional locations to their existing RYE CITY CODE,
wireless telecommunications located in the City of Rye. CHAPTER

SECTION

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council continue the Public Hearing regarding Crown
Castle’s request regarding an agreement amendment and the placement of additional
attachments.

IMPACT: [] Environmental [ ] Fiscal [X] Neighborhood [_] Other:

BACKGROUND: The City Council approved an agreement with NextG Networks, Inc. at their
January 12, 2011 City Council Meeting to conduct business as a telecommunications company
operating with infrastructure located in the City's public ways. Crown Castle purchased NextG
in December 2011. Crown Castle is seeking an amendment to the agreement with the City to
change the language to “Con Edison approved shroud,” as Con Edison is the local utility who
owns most of the poles in the right-of-way in the City.

Crown Castle currently has nine (9) facilities in the City of Rye. They are seeking to add
approximately seventy (70) additional locations within the City’s right-of-way.

The City Council referred the application for additional locations to the Board of Architectural
Review (BAR) at their April 13, 2016 meeting. The BAR approved the application at their May
9, 2016 meeting.

Documents regarding Crown Castle are available on the City website at www.ryeny.gov.



http://www.ryeny.gov/

< CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

NO. 9 DEPT.: City Manager DATE: April 19, 2017
CONTACT: Marcus Serrano, City Manager

AGEND_A IT_EM: Consideratiqn of a resolution in FOR THE MEETING OFE:
connection with the request submitted by Crown Castle to .

amend the Right of Way Use Agreement and the April 19, 2017
installation of additional locations to their existing RYE CITY CODE,
wireless telecommunications located in the City of Rye. CHAPTER

SECTION

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council make a determination on the Full Environmental
Assessment Form (EAF) submitted by Crown Castle.

IMPACT: [X] Environmental [ | Fiscal [X] Neighborhood [ ] Other:

BACKGROUND:

The City Council issued the SEQRA Notice of Intent to serve as Lead Agency for Crown
Castle’s request to amend the Right of Way Use Agreement at their at their October 5, 2016
City Council meeting. Crown Castle submitted the Full Environmental Assessment Form (EAF)
at the City Council meeting on October 19, 2016. Under the State Environmental Quality
Review (SEQR) Act, the City Council must review the EAF and make a determination of
environmental significance.




Z2/CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

NO. 11 DEPT.: City Manager’s Office DATE: April 19, 2017

CONTACT: Marcus Serrano, City Manager
ACTION: Autho_rlzatlon for the_ City Manager to er_lter into FOR THE MEETING OFE:
an agreement with BFJ Planning for the completion of a i
comprehensive update of the City's Master Plan. April 19, 2017
RYE CITY CODE,

CHAPTER
SECTION

RECOMMENDATION: That the Mayor and Council authorize the City Manager to enter into
the agreement.

IMPACT: [] Environmental [ ] Fiscal [_] Neighborhood Other: [ ]

BACKGROUND:

See attached Master Plan Committee Consultant Recommendation Memo and the proposal
from BFJ Planning.




Joe Sack, Mayor Planning Department

Julie Killian 1051 Boston Post Road
Terrence McCartney ) e Rye, New York 10580
Andy Ball CITYo RYE w1942 Tel: (914) 967-7167
Laura Brett Fax: (914) 967-7185
Nick Everett WWW.ryeny.gov
CITY OF RYE
Master Plan Committee
Memorandum
To: Rye City Council
From: Master Plan Committee
cc: Marcus Serrano, City Manager
Kristen K. Wilson, Esq., City Manager
Date: April 13, 2017
Subject: Task Force Recommendation Regarding Consultant Selection for the

Completion of the Comprehensive Update of the City Master Plan

The Master Plan Committee unanimously recommends that the Rye City Council retain
the services of BFJ Planning for the completion of a comprehensive update of the City’s
Master Plan. A copy of their proposal is attached hereto.

Background and Selection Process

Last year, the Master Plan Committee was tasked with soliciting proposals for the
completion of a comprehensive update to the 1986 City’s Master Plan. The $150,000 in
funding for the master plan update was authorized as part of the 2016 Budget.

Throughout the year, the Committee, working with the City Planner, reviewed other plans
in the region, considered the types of services that might best meet the needs of the
community and drafted a request for proposals (RFP). A copy of the RFP was circulated
to the City Council prior to its issuance in January. The RFP was advertised nationally
on the American Planning Association website, the City’s website and the City Planner
solicited interest from regional planning firms. Five firms responded with detailed
proposals in advance of the February 3, 2017 deadline.

The Committee reviewed each proposal and unanimously agreed that of the five
respondents, three should be interviewed by the Committee. Prior to the interviews last
month the City Council was provided with copies of the proposals and invited to attend
the consultant interviews. After the interviews were conducted on March 16 the

p:\new planner 2001\special projects\comprehensive plan\committee consultant recommendation memo to council.docx



Master Plan Consultant Selection
April 13, 2017
Page 2 of 2

Committee directed the City Planner, Nick Everett and Andy Ball to follow-up on
references.

On April 10, the Committee met again to review and discuss the summaries of follow-up
references conducted by Committee members. After considerable deliberation, the
Committee agreed that BFJ Planning and its sub-consultants Urbanomics and Stantec
had the extensive comprehensive planning experience and local familiarity to successfully
facilitate a master plan update. It is expected that BFJ's inclusive public engagement
process will successfully identify policies and implementation strategies that will advance
the City’s vision for the future.

Thank you for the opportunity to assist the City Council. The Master Plan Committee
looks forward to working with you as this important project moves forward.

p:\new planner 2001\special projects\comprehensive plan\committee consultant recommendation memo to council.docx
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COMPREHENSIVE MASTER PLAN UPDATE

Rye, New York

February 3, 2017

Susan Favate, AICP, PP
Principal
s.favate@bfjplanning.com
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BEJ Planning

February 3, 2017

Christian K. Miller, City Planner
City of Rye

1051 Boston Post Road

Rye, NY 10580

Dear Mr. Miller,

BFJ Planning is pleased to submit our proposal for professional services for updating Rye's 1985
Development Plan. We are uniquely qualified to undertake this project, given our strong history of
comprehensive planning throughout the region, and our familiarity with the City’s local conditions,
issues and opportunities from our past work on the Central Business District Parking Study and
Boston Post Road “road diet.” In the past five years, BFJ has completed comprehensive plans for
each of Rye's adjacent communities, and has also undertaken Local Waterfront Revitalization
Programs (LWRPs) for both Mamaroneck and Port Chester. In addition, as you may know, we
have been on-call planners for the Village of Mamaroneck for more than 20 years. This gives us
unique insight into many of the issues, both local and regional, that Rye faces, such as the health
and vitality of its downtown, the future of its office areas, and the resilience of its Long Island
Sound coastline.

For this project | would act as Principal-in-Charge, and would oversee all aspects of the project, with
Simon Kates, AICP, LEED AP as project manager. Mr. Kates has recently completed comprehensive
plans for New Rochelle and Nyack, and also worked in several coastal communities in the region
under Governor Cuomo’s NY Rising post-Sandy storm recovery program. We have also included
on our team BFJ Principal Georges Jacquemart, PE, AICP, for transportation, and Senior Associate
Jonathan Martin, Ph.D., AICP, for urban design focusing on the central business district and office
areas.

In addition, BFJ has teamed with our affiliate Urbanomics, a Women-Owned Business Enterprise
(WBE) for socioeconomic analysis and economic development, and with Stantec, a full-service
engineering, planning and landscape architecture firm, for environmental and open space issues.
We have a long history of work with both firms on comparable projects, and we note that Stantec
has completed planning and engineering projects in Rye and several nearby municipalities.

We strongly believe we can produce a comprehensive master plan that provides the City of Rye
with a clear set of policies and a realistic implementation strategy, and that is based on a robust
and inclusive public engagement process that ensures the various viewpoints of the community are

fully considered. We look forward to having an opportunity to discuss this project with you further.

Please call me ot 212-353-7458 or email me at s.favate@bfjplanning.com if you have any
questions.

Sincerely,

e L

Susan Favate, AICP
Principal

WWW.BFJPLANNING.COM









1.0 Firm Profiles - BFJ Planning

Firm Overview

BFJ Planning is a consulting firm providing professional expertise in planning and related
fields since its establishment in 1980. BFJ provides the following services for public,
private, and non-profit clients throughout the country and overseas:

® Planning

= Urban design

® Environmental analysis
® Real estate consulting

® Transportation planning

This range of services enables BFJ to bring a project from the initial feasibility stage,
through planning and approvals, to site design and implementation.

Principals and staff provide expertise in many areas, which is highly beneficial for
complex development projects that require informed, innovative thinking from different
professional points of view. This inclusive approach ensures that BF)’s planning and
design recommendations are realistic and achievable within project constraints.

BFJ's expertise includes developer negotiations, impact mitigation, and government
programs. The firm also has extensive experience with consensus building and the public
participation process, conducting public meetings, workshops, and other community
liaison programs aimed at public participation and review. These programs allow the
firm to provide innovative solutions that fulfill the needs of clients and communities. BFJ
has successfully completed more than 1,000 projects in the U.S., East Asia, Europe, and
South America.

BFJ is a corporation and affiliate of Perkins Eastman Architects. BFJ is supported by its
affiliate, Urbanomics. Since 1984, Urbanomics has provided public- and private-sector
clients with an array of economic development planning studies, market studies, tax
policy analyses, program evaluations, and economic and demographic forecasts.

Principals

FAICP, specializes in comprehensive planning, real estate development,
and public approvals. He has represented more than 30 municipalities throughout the
Northeast and major private sector clients.

PE, AICP, has worked for more than 35 years in the field of traffic
engineering and transportation planning, managing studies ranging from strategic
planning assignments to detailed access, roadway, and parking design assistance.

AICP, is an urban planner with more than 15 years of experience in
environmental and land use planning. She has extensive expertise in the environmental
impact review and assessment processes, including the management, preparation and
review of environmental review documents at all levels of government.



1.0 Firm Profiles - BFJ Planning

AICP, PP has more than 10 years of professional planning experience, with
a particular focus on municipal planning and market analysis. She has worked on projects
including land use and zoning impact analyses, comprehensive planning, SEQR review and
market analyses.

Senior Associates

specializes in urban design and zoning reviews. Previously, he was a Director of
Planning at Rockrose Development Corporation, and a senior urban designer at the NYC
Department of City planning.

Ph.D, ACIP is an urban designer with over 15 years of experience in
community planning and project management. He is also a professor in graduate programs
at Pratt Institute and Columbia University.
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1.0 Firm Profiles - Urbanomics

Firm Profile

Urbanomics is a consultancy that serves businesses and government in the
areas of economics, public finance, and urban planning. Since 1984, the
firm has offered public- and private-sector clients with an array of economic
and demographic forecasts, economic development planning studies,
markeft studies, fax policy analyses, and program evaluations. Urbanomics’
range of services includes:

Forecasting and modeling
Economic development
Market and financial feasibility
Fiscal analysis

Impact assessment

The firm's work often incorporates geospatial analysis (ArcGIS) and is sup-
ported by access fo one of the region’s most extensive in-house set of
economic and planning databases. Urbanomics’ client list includes major
New York city and state agencies, private developers and community
organizations, as well as non-profit organizations in the areas of planning,
preservation, and advocacy.

As a highly specialized firm, projects are often undertaken jointly with a
network of associated firms in the areas of economics and econometrics,
urban and transportation planning, and architectural design.

Urbanomics, Inc. is recognized as a Women's Business Enterprise (WBE) by
numerous public agencies and as a Disadvantaged Business Enterprise
(DBE) with the Port Authority of New York and New Jersey.

Urbanomics offers a range of services, including economic and demo-
graphic forecasting; economic and fiscal impact analysis; and market and
financial feasibility analysis. In applying these methods, the firm draws on a
diverse body of skills in regional economics, urban economics, transporta-
fion economics, environmental economics, and public finance.

Economic Development

Urbanomics uses its expertise in economic development fo help communi-
fies assess the strengths and weaknesses of local economies, and identify
economic strategies that can retain and expand existing industries, as well
as aftract new ones. The firm also analyzes existing and proposed public
policy initiatives to determine net benefits and assists communities in the
preparation of federal Comprehensive Economic Development Strategies
(CEDS) and Consolidated Plans.

Fiscal Analysis

Urbanomics offers a variety of fiscal analysis services to public sector clients.
Through analysis and forecasting of revenues and expenditures, the firm
helps agencies understand the impact of programs and policies on future



1.0 Firm Profiles - Urbanomics

budgets and cash flow. Urbanomics can also help communities assess the fiscal
impact of new development or land use policies in terms of municipal revenues
and the demands for community facilities and services. The firm can help gov-
ernments analyze the fiscal effects of the location decisions of major private
sector employers.

Forecasting and Modeling

Urbanomics has performed economic and demographic forecasting for
major city and state agencies, including the New York City Department
of Environmental Protection (DEP) and the New York Meftropolitan
Transportation Council (NYMTC). The firm's NYMTC forecasts have been
cross-accepted for use in planning by the Region’s major fransportation
agencies. Urbanomics takes an integrated approach, combining fore-
casts of industry employment linked to national models, with cohort-based
population projections, and a migration component that calibrates labor
supply to demand.

Market and Financial Feasibility

Urbanomics works with governments and private developers to identify the most
appropriate usesfordevelopment programsbased onanalysesof areareal estate
markets and demographics. Urbanomics can help clients define target markets,
identify existing and proposed competitive properties, and establish the level and
fiming of development. The firm also provides fiscal analysis of projects through
revenue and expenditure estimates and pro forma development.

All services are supported by technology systems including:
® Extensive collection of federal, state and city databases
®  Geographic Information Systems (GIS) software, including ArcView 8.2 and 3.2,
Maplnfo, and Caliper Community 2020
® |n-house high-resolution color printers and plotters
= T-1 Internet Connection
= Dell Pentium® 4 Computers
" Microsoft Access, Excel, Word, SPSS

BFJ Planning



CITY OF RYE, NEW YORK

1.0 Firm Profiles - Stantec

We are Stantec

We're active members of the communities we serve.
That’s why at Stantec, we always design with community in mind.

The Stantec community unites approximately 22,000 employees working in over 400 locations across six continents. Our
work—engineering, architecture, interior design, landscape architecture, surveying, environmental sciences, project
management, and project economics, from initial project concept and planning through design, construction, and
commissioning—begins at the intersection of community, creativity, and client relationships. With a long-term commitment
to the people and places we serve, Stantec has the unique ability fo connect to projects on a personal level and advance
the quality of life in communities across the globe.

Founded: 1954  Ownership: Publicly Owned

Corporate Headquarters: 10160 - 112 Street, Edmonton, Alberta, Canada, T5K 2L6

Leadership:
Bob Gomes—President & CEO

Dan Lefaivre—Executive Vice President & CFO

Tino DiManno—Executive Vice

President & CBO

Scoft Murray—Executive Vice President & COO
Rich Allen—Executive Vice President

Paul Allen—Executive Vice President
Leonard Castro—Executive Vice President
Carl Clayton—Executive Vice President
Steve Fleck—Executive Vice President
Gord Johnston—Executive Vice President
Mike Kennedy—Executive Vice President
Kirk Morrison—Executive Vice President
Eric Nielsen—Executive Vice President
Bob Seager—Executive Vice President
Stanis Smith—Executive Vice President
Russ Wiad—Executive Vice President

Sectors:
Airports
Attractions, Arts & Enfertainment
Bridges
Commercial
Community Development
Community Facilities
Education
Federal Government

z Healthcare

Industrial Buildings

g Mining

Municipal Government

Oil and Gas

Power and Energy

Public Safety

Roadways

Science & Technology
Sports and Recreation
State/Provincial Government
Transit &Rail

Water

Regions:
Canada

Alberta Central &
Territories

Alberta South
Alberta North
British Columbia
Manitoba

New Brunswick & P.E.I.

Nova Scofia &
Newfoundland
Ontario GTA
Ontario North & East
Ontario Southwest
Quebec
Saskatchewan

Stock Exchange: NYSE/TSX: STN  Gross Revenue: CDN $2.9 Billion (2015)

United States
California South
Gulf
Mid-Atlantic
Midwest

New England
Pacific North
Southeast
Southwest
Tri-State

International
Americas
Eurasia
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2.0 Project Team

CITY OF RYE

BFJ Planning

Susan Favate, AICP, PP
Principal-in-Charge

G J rt, PE, AICP . .
eorges Jacquema Simon Kates, AICP, LEED AP Jonathan Martin, Ph.D., AICP
Lauren Rennée, AICP  — . —_ .
- . Project Manager Urban Design
Transportation and Traffic

Ariana Branchini
Project Planner

Sub Consultants

BFJ Planning



Susan Favate, AICP, PP

Education

Memberships

Awards

Selected Experience

Susan Favate has more than ten years of experience in land use and environmental
planning for both public- and private-sector clients. Her areas of focus include zon-
ing; comprehensive planning; site plan reviews; community visioning; environmen-
tal analysis; and real estate, market and housing studies. Prior to joining BFJ, Ms.
Favate spent five years as a writer and editor for Dow Jones Newswires.

Master of Urban Planning, New York University, Robert F. Wagner Graduate
School of Public Service

Bachelor of Arts in Journalism and Mass Communication, University of North
Carolina at Chapel Hill

Ms. Favate is a member of the New York Metro and New Jersey Chapters of the
American Planning Association (APA). She is also a member of the planning board
in the Borough of Chatham, NJ, and serves on the Borough'’s affordable housing
committee.

Public Service Scholar, Robert Wagner Graduate School of Public Service, New
York University
Robert F. Wagner School of Public Service: Dean Howard Newman Capstone

Team Award, “Sing Sing Historic Prison Museum: Assessment of
Economic Impacts and Planning Framework”

Comprehensive Plan

Rye Brook, New York

Preparation of the Village’s first-ever
comprehensive plan, building on sig-
nificant prior planning efforts and a
robust public outreach process. The
plan examined a range of issues,
with a special focus on the exist-

ing commercial area, exploring the
potential to transform this area from
an auto-oriented suburban shopping
area to a traditional Village Center.
Recommendations also included sug-
gested improvements to Village parks
and the creation of interconnected
passive open spaces.

Planning Advisory Services
Mamaroneck, New York

Ongoing planning services, such as
site plan reviews including SEQR, traf-
fic and transportation, neighborhood
context and site layout, as well as
zoning code amendments, planning
studies and environmental reviews on
behalf of the Planning Board. Also
includes an update to the Village's
1986 Master Plan and an update

to its Local Waterfront Revitalization
Program (LWRP).

Transit-Oriented Development
Zoning Study

Mamaroneck, New York

Preparation of a TOD zoning study
for the Washingtonville neighborhood,
within a half-mile of the Village's train
station and adjacent to its central busi-
ness district. In partnership with the
Washingtonville Housing Alliance, the
recommended a series of changes to
the existing zoning in the area, as well
as creation of a TOD overlay district
to promote mixed-use development
incorporating design guidelines and
affordable housing incentives. Follow-
up revisions to the zoning code were
drafted and adopted to implement the
study’s recommendations.

Comprehensive Plan
Rockland County, New York
Development of a long-term
Comprehensive Plan for a suburban
and semi-rural county, to address a
range of land use, environmental,
infrastructure and transportation issues.
The Plan provides general recommen-
dations on future land use policies to
implement those strategies, address key
matters under direct County jurisdiction
and identify potential land use conflicts
among municipalities.



Susan Favate, AICP, PP

Project Experience (continued)

Master Plan Update

Briarcliff Manor, New York

Update to the Village’'s 1988 Master
Plan. Key issues included open space
preservation, managing future growth
along corridors, promoting develop-
ment that would maintain existing char-
acter and strengthening the downtown.

Comprehensive Plan Update
Harrison, New York

Update of the draft Comprehensive
Plan to incorporate additional analysis
of the downtown and Platinum Mile
area, a 4.5-mile stretch of corporate
parks along [-287. Key zoning rec-
ommendations included changes to
expand the allowable uses in the office
corridor and to protect the character of
Harrison’s two-family district.

Comprehensive Plan Update

Somers, New York

Update to the Town’s previous Master
Plan. Key issues included strengthening
of commercial nodes; preservation and
enhancement of parks, open spaces
and agricultural uses; and measures
to ensure appropriate development of
remaining vacant and underutilized
lands.

Comprehensive Plan Update

Nyack, New York

Update to the Village’s Comprehensive
Master Plan to incorporate environ-
mental sustainability throughout the
plan and address key focus areas of
the Hudson River waterfront, the down-
town and the “Gateway” areas off the
New York State Thruway.

Local Waterfront

Revitalization Program

Port Chester, New York

Update of the Village's LWRP, a plan
for the future development and rede-
velopment of the Byram River and
Long Island Sound waterfront. The
Plan includes extensive graphics and
mapping, an analysis of existing con-
ditions and environmental constraints
and a harbor management plan.

Master Plan Update

Bronxville, New York

Update of the Village’s 2002
Community Plan to reflect existing con-
ditions and demographic changes.

Planning Advisory Services
Pleasantville, New York

Review of two significant projects

on behalf of the Village’s Board of
Trustees: a 68-unit townhome develop-
ment on a former office complex and
an 87-unit assisted-living facility adja-
cent to a residential neighborhood.
Key issues for both projects included
stormwater management and preser-
vation of community character.

Zoning Code Updates
Croton-on-Hudson, New York
Targeted updates to the Village’s zon-
ing code to implement recommenda-
tions of the 2003 Master Plan, which
BFJ prepared. Revisions included a
rezoning of parks, open space and
environmentally sensitive areas to
more protective zoning; the addition
of provisions for home occupations;
changes to regulation of accessory
apartments; and adjustments to the
process for determination of consisten-
cy with the Village's Local Waterfront
Revitalization Program (LWRP).

Neighborhood Plans

Greenwich, Connecticut

Preparation of three neighborhood
plans in Greenwich: Cos Cob, Eastern
Greenwich (Old Greenwich, Riverside
and North Mianus) and Glenville/
Pemberwick. Each plans examined a
range of issues and incorporated input
from public workshops and online sur-
veys. Recommended strategies includ-
ed zoning revisions, establishment of
Village Districts, and infrastructure
improvements.

BFJ Planning



Simon Kates, AICP, LEED AP

Education

Teaching and Professional
Development

Skills

Experience

Mr. Kates has a background in architecture, urban planning, and energy finance.
As an associate at BFJ, he has developed post-Hurricane Sandy resilience plans,
worked on the development of an industrial Business Improvement District in
Queens, and provided land use and zoning consulting services to public-sector cli-
ents. Mr. Kates is in the process of assisting several New York State communities in
development of transfer of development rights (TDR) programs. This objective of this
NYSERDA-funded project is to create TDR programs that preserve agricultural land,
protect sensitive environmental areas, and limit development in flood-prone areas,
while focusing future development in smart growth patterns. Prior to joining BFJ, con-
ducted research on waterfront industrial regulations in the face of rising sea levels,

storm surge potential, and impacts on adjacent environmental justice communities.

Master of Science City and Regional Planning, Pratt Institute

Master of Architecture, University of Oregon

Bachelor of Arts Art History, Architectural Studies, Tufts University

Visiting Assistant Professor, Pratt Institute: Graduate Center for Planning and the

Environment, 2016-present

AutoCad, ArcGIS, Revit, lllustrator, Photoshop, InDesign, SketchUp, SPSS, Sefaira

NY Rising Community Reconstruction
Program

New York

Project Planner on the NYRCR Program
for the Governor's Office of Storm
Recovery. Provided management and
technical planning assistance to three
communities in  Staten Island and
Nassau County to develop a list of
projects backed by CDBG-DR funding
for implementation in areas that were
hit hardest by Sandy and Irene. The
NYRCR Plans evaluated the risks to
critical community assets, assessed each
community’s needs and opportunities,
and developed specific implementa-
tion projects to rebuild from Sandy and
Irene, but also protect these critical
assets from future storms and extreme
weather events.

New Rochelle Comprehensive Plan
New Rochelle, New York

Project Planner on the New Rochelle
Comprehensive Plan update, which

is currently in progress. Role has
included conducting research and
writing content for Comprehensive
Plan chapters and incorporating
components of the City’s Sustainability
Plan into the Comprehensive Planning
process. In addition to sustainability
goals, the key preliminary objective of
the plan update includes focusing new
development on the downtown area
while preserving the character of the
vast majority of the City’s residential
neighborhoods.

New Rochelle LWRP

New Rochelle, New York

Project Planner on the ongoing update
to the New Rochelle Local Waterfront
Revitalization Program. The key
objective of New Rochelle’s LWRP
update is focused on removing barriers
to waterfront access. These barriers
range from regulatory hurdles, limited
public ownership, lack of connections
between waterfront open space and
the need for more opportunities for
residents and visitors to access the
water via small boats or kayaks. The
plan will also focus on sustainability
and resilience to climate change.

Nyack Comprehensive Plan
Nyack, New York

Project Planner on the update to
the Comprehensive Plan for the
Village of Nyack, which is currently
in progress. Role has included
incorporating key objectives from
the Village’s Sustainability Plan into
the Comprehensive Plan process,
meeting with Village staff to identify
local objectives and producing
public workshops to ensure that the
community’s goals are incorporated
into the plan. In addition to the
focus on sustainability, the plan is
also concerned with the future of
the Village’s waterfront, the impact
of regional concerns such as the
new Tappan Zee Bridge and future
development of the Village’s gateways
and the downtown.



Simon Kates, AICP, LEED AP

Project Experience (continued)

NYSERDA TDR Toolbox

New York State

Project Manager on grant-funded
project sponsored by NYSERDA

and New York State Department of
Transportation to create a Transfer of
Development Rights (TDR) Toolbox to
assist New York State municipalities
in implementing TDR regimes. The
objective is to develop strategies

that maximize the impact of TDR by
incorporating other land use planning
objectives such as transit-oriented
development, reduced development
in flood zones, preservation of
agricultural land and conservation of
sensitive environmental areas.

Greater JFK Industrial Business
Improvement District

Queens, New York

Project manager of the consultant
team working with the New York City
Economic Development Corporation
to establish an industrial business
improvement district in the off-airport
cargo district adjacent to JFK Airport.
Worked with a planning committee
composed of property owners, business
owners, and residents to establish the
Greater JFK IBID to support the off-
airport air cargo district and enhance
the quality of life and recognition of
the diverse experiences of all who
work, visit, and live within the district.

Peekskill LWRP

Peekskill, New York

Project Planner on the current update
to the City of Peekskill Local Waterfront
Revitalization Program. The key objec-
tives of this ongoing project include
identifying appropriate increases in
density and height restrictions in the
waterfront district to encourage mixed-
use development that builds upon recent
open space improvements, brings addi-
tional activity to the water’s edge and
preserves the existing character and
important viewsheds.

Former White Plains Complex
Feasibility Study

Peekskill, New York

Developed a series of redevelopment
strategies to reuse a formerly indus-
trial site in Peekskill for an alternate use
more appropriate for the surrounding
residential neighborhood. This project
included development of proposed zon-
ing changes, adaptive reuse of build-
ings with historical value, identification
of appropriate building scale given the
neighborhood context and evaluation
of use types that would be supported by
the current real estate market. The pro-
cess included input from staff of the City
of Peekskill to gauge the City’s objec-
tives, public outreach to understand
community concerns and management
of specialist subconsultants providing
technical support on architecture, engi-
neering and market analysis.

Village of Tarrytown Historic
Commons District Amendments
Tarrytown, New York

Developed amendments to the
Tarrytown Historic Commons District
zoning regulations to preserve the
visual integrity and viewsheds of the
HC District. Assisted in preparing an
EAF pursuant to SEQR requirements
analyzing the proposed amendments
to the Village Zoning Code, Zoning
Map, and Comprehensive Plan.

New York City Industrial Performance
Standards®

Brooklyn, New York

Created a report on behalf of the
New York City Environmental Justice
Alliance examining risks posed by
NYC’s outdated industrial performance
standards. Particular attention was paid
to the impact of flooding and storm
surge on low-income communities of
color adjacent to waterfront industrial
areas. Recommendations were made to
reorganize the regulatory framework of
the performance standards.

BFJ Planning



Jonathan Martin, Ph.D., AICP

Education

Memberships

Teaching and Professional
Development

Awards

Experience

Jonathan Martin, Ph.D. is an urban designer with 20 years of experience in commu-
nity planning and project management. He is also a professor in graduate programs
at Pratt Institute and Columbia University.

City and Regional Planning (Ph.D.), Cornell University
Master of Regional Planning (MRP), Cornell University

BSD-Architecture, Arizona State University

American Planning Association, Association of American Geographers, Association
of Collegiate Schools of Planning, National Low Income Housing Coalition

Associate Professor, Pratt Institute: Graduate Center for Planning and the
Environment, 2006-present; Columbia University: Department of Urban Planning,
Adjunct Faculty, 2006-present; Danish Institute for Study Abroad: Architecture &
Design Program, Visiting Faculty, 2011; Cornell University: Department of City and
Regional Planning, Visiting Lecturer, 2003-2005

2011 Japan Foundation Center for Global Partnership Education Grant

2002 US HUD Early Dissertation Student Research Grant

2000-01 City and Regional Planning Sage Fellowship (Cornell University)

2001 American Institute of Certified Planners Best Student Project Award (National

Level) for Applying the Planning Process

Lower Main Street Design Study
Trumbull, Connecticut

Design study and public outreach pro-
gram for Lower Main Street in the Town
of Trumbull. The study objectives were
to evaluate the existing overlay zon-
ing, identify community preferences
for future development and suggest
appropriate regulatory tools to bal-
ance growth while protecting commu-
nity character.

Planning Facilitation - Seaport
Working Group

New York, New York (2014)

Facilitator for 25-person working group
to develop guidelines and principles
for future redevelopment of the South
Street Seaport in New York City as part
of a pre-ULURP certification process.
The working group included federal,
state and local elected officials, com-
munity representatives, developers and
interest groups. The two-month process
produced guidelines covering historic
preservation, urban design, waterfront
access, retail mix and resiliency to guide
future development in the Seaport area.

Planning Facilitation - East Midtown
Rezoning

New York, New York (2014-15)
Member of a four-person facilitation
team for the steering committee autho-
rized by Mayor De Blasio to make
recommendations on the rezoning of a
70-square-bloock area of East Midtown,
Manhattan. The process involved 19
committee meetings and over 70 indi-
vidual stakeholder and intra-agency
meetings to develop consensus-based
recommendations, presented to the City
Planning Commission in 2015.

Stamford Master Plan

Stamford, Connecticut

Urban design component for Stamford’s
master plan, with a focus on the down-
town, South End and neighborhood
“village” areas.

East River Esplanade Design Study
New York, New York

Working with nonprofit group CIVITAS,
facilitation of an urban design project
for a new esplanade along the East
River. The project included a charrette
to engage the public, developing red-
nerings and materials to represent the



Jonathan Martin, Ph.D., AICP

Project Experience (continued)

community’s ideas, and producing an
advocacy booklet.

Facade Improvement Program for the
Village of Farmingdale

Farmingdale, New York

As part of a Village-led facade improve-
ment program that built on a compre-
hensive plan and design guidelines
manual, this ongoing project devel-
ops conceptual designs for 70 existing
downtown storefronts and buildings. To
date, approximately 35 of these have
been successfully implemented.

Local Waterfront Revitalization Plan
Port Chester, New York

Directed urban design elements includ-
ing improved design of a half-mile
waterfront promenade and design of
a new 2.5-acre downtown waterfront
park. Other design initiatives include
providing waterfront access to an exist-
ing public park outside of downtown
and a redesign of a peninsula area to
create new public open space along the
waterfront and improve operations for
a publicly operated yacht club.

Cos Cob Neighborhood Plan
Greenwich, Connecticut

Directed urban design components for
a neighborhood plan, focusing on revi-
talization of the local business district,
design strategies for properties along
the U.S. Route 1 corridor and recom-
mendations to improve public access to
a waterfront park.

Hempstead Turnpike Corridor Plan*
Elmont, New York

Community-based planning process to
revitalize a 2-mile commercial. The
process included working collectively
with the Town of Hempstead, Nassau
County and Sustainable Long Island
through an 18-month community out-
reach program. The corridor plan sup-
ports existing retail success, identify-
ing more parking resources, improving
pedestrian access and safety, and rec-
ommending traffic calming solutions.

Downtown Yonkers Large-Scale
Waterfront Development*

Yonkers, New York

Coordination of planning approval for
a $1.3 billion mixed-use redevelop-
ment in downtown Yonkers, New York.
The program includes 1,400 residential
units, 450,000 sf of retail, 90,000 sf of
restaurant space, 80,000 sf of arts/cin-
ema uses, 500,000 sf of office, a 150-
key hotel, 5,000 public parking spaces,
a 6,500 seat minor league baseball
field, and daylighting of approximately
1,900 linear feet of the Saw Mill River.
The project included the first applica-
tion of tax increment financing in New
York State.

City of Middletown

Comprehensive Planning*
Middletown, New York

Conducted a full-scale comprehen-
sive planning process for the City of
Middletown (Orange County) that
involved interviews, community out-
reach and visioning, population and
housing projections, land use and infra-
structure considerations and economic
development opportunities.

Nassau County Affordable
Housing Site Planning*
Nassau County, New York
Development and presentation of
numerous schemes to site affordable
housing (mixed income, mixed pro-
grams) for Nassau County Planning
Commission. Process included site, area
and confextual analyses and architec-

tural/conceptual site plan designs.

Comprehensive Downtown Planning/
Urban Design*

Village of Farmingdale, New York
Coordination of a full-scale compre-
hensive planning process and down-
town revitalization effort for the Village
of Farmingdale (Nassau County) that
involved modeling downtown growth,
community outreach, land use and
infrastructure considerations and eco-
nomic development opportunities.

* Designates work completed prior to joining BFJ

oo BFJ Planning



Ariana Branchini

Education

Skills

Selected Experience

Ariana Branchini has worked on a variety of planning projects for public and
private sector clients. She has experience with every phase of the study process
from data collection in the field to final report preparation. Ms. Branchini provides
technical support to planning projects using geospatial modeling tools. In
graduate school, Ms. Branchini concentrated her studies in planning and economic
development with a focus in public realm improvements and public private

partnership.

Master of Science in Urban Planning, Graduate School of Architecture, Planning
and Preservation, Columbia University, 2015
Bachelor of Arts, International Relations, Johns Hopkins University, 2011

Adobe Creative Suite (lllustrator, Photoshop, InDesign), ArcGIS, SketchUp,

AutoCad

Downtown Revitalization Initiative
Middletown, New York

Analyzed existing conditions and
developed goals and recommendations
for the revitalization of Downtown
Middletown. Key issues included job
generation, enhancing the downtown
environment through improved urban
design, and leveraging public and
private funding sources to promote
local businesses and bring residents

downtown.

Downtown Revitalization Initiative
Glens Falls, New York

Analyzed existing conditions and
developed goals and recommendations
for the revitalization of Downtown Glens
Falls. Key issues included waterfront
connectivity, building o pedestrian

friendly downtown  environment,
and attracting entrepeneurs to build
food- and wellness-related innovative

businesses to the downtown.

Privately Owned Public Space (POPS)
Fellowship*

New York, New York

Consulted for Department of City
Planning on an ongoing project to
analyze and record existing conditions
and compliance with legal requirements
surrounding Privately Owned Public
Spaces in New York City. Organized
data for over 350 buildings with
POPS using Microsoft Access and
GIS platforms. Produced reports for
City agencies to locate and evaluate
POPS amenities provision and overlap
with business improvement districts,
rezoning areas and community districts.

Environmental Planning Internship*
New York, New York
Prepared  environmental
documents  (EIS, EAS,
Memoranda) for privately and publicly

review
Technical

sponsored rezoning and devleopment
projects pursuant to CEQR, SEQRA,
and NEPA guidelines. Collected on-site
traffic, noise, parking and pedestrian
data, and analyzed results for documents
forecasting the environmental impact of
development projects.

Re-Imaging Aoyama Street*

Tokyo, Japan

Part of a Columbia University team
assessing
developing recommendations centered

streetscape  plans and
on bicycle and pedestrian focused
study
strategies for

throughways. The outlined

innovative resilience
efforts following the 2011 earthquake,
and focused on economic and
neighborhood identiy development
in anticipation of the 2020 Summer

Olympic Games.

*Designates work completed prior to joining
BFJ Planning



Georges Jacquemart, PE, AICP

Education

Memberships

Teaching and Professional
Development

Publications

Project Experience

Georges Jacquemart is a principal of BFJ and directs the firm’s transportation work.
Mr. Jacquemart has extensive experience in managing and undertaking feasibility and
impact studies for investments in roadway and transit systems, parking management
programs, and bicycle and pedestrian circulation. He worked on assignments for a
variety of clients in North and South America, Europe, Asia and Africa.

Prior to becoming a principal of BFJ, Mr. Jacquemart was the principal of Jacquemart
Associates, Inc., a New York-based transportation planning and traffic engineering
firm. He had previously been Associate Vice President and Regional Manager of Alan
M. Voorhees & Associates.

Master of Science, Urban Planning, Stanford University

Post Graduate Courses, Systems Analysis, Federal Polytechnic School of Lausanne,
EPFL, Switzerland

Civil Engineering Diploma, Transportation, Federal Polytechnic School of
Lausanne, EPFL, Switzerland

Mr. Jacquemart is a licensed civil and traffic engineer in California, and a licensed
engineer in New York, New Jersey, and Luxembourg. He is a member of the
American Institute of Certified Planners and the Transportation Research Board.

Pratt Institute; Adjunct Professor of Transportation Planning (1986-current)

New York University, Robert Wagner School of Public Service; Adjunct Professor of
Transportation Planning (2002-2008)

Princeton University Woodrow Wilson School of Public and International Affairs;
Guest Speaker

Columbia University School of Architecture, Planning and Preservation; Guest
Speaker

University of Sao Paulo; Guest Speaker

“NCHRP Synthesis 264: Modern Roundabout Practice in the United States,” National

Cooperative Highway Research Program, Transportation Research Board, National

Research Council, Washington, 1998.

Co-author. Roundabouts: An Informational Guide. Federal Highway Administration,
June 2000.

“Chapter 8: Roundabouts,” Toolbox on Intersection Safety and Design. Institute of
Transportation Engineers and FHWA, September 2004.

“Alternative Approaches to Estimating Internal Traffic Capture of Mixed-Use

Projects,” ITE Journal, November 2011 Institute of Transportation Engineers.

“Determining the Ideal Location for Pedestrian Crossings at Signalized Intersections,”

ITE Journal, September 2012, Institute of Transportation Engineers.

Central Business District Nyack Parking Study

Parking Study

City of Rye, New York

Assessment of existing and future park-
ing conditions, along with proposed
solutions to improve existing conditions.
These include parking management
strategies, opportunities for expanding
the parking supply and strategies to
reduce parking demand.

Nyack, New York

Study of parking conditions and make
recommendations for improved park-
ing management, to include refining
the current regulations.

Yonkers Parking Study

Yonkers, New York

Study to determine expected parking
shortages resulting from downtown
developments and strategies to address
future parking.

BFJ Planning



Georges Jacquemart, PE, AICP

Project Experience (continued)

Scarborough Station

Briarcliff Manor, New York

Study of parking and accessibility
options for Scarborough Station.

Collinsville Parking Study

Town of Canton, Connecticut

Parking study to determine current and
future parking conditions, and pro-
posed regulations and policies that
address the Village’s parking demand
while adding to its historical and visual
qualities.

Village of Garden City CBD

Parking Study

Village of Garden City, New York
Analysis of the existing and future park-
ing supply and demand. This study
recommended changing the parking
requirements to reflect more urban
than suburban parking standards.

Village of Rockville Centre

Parking Study

Village of Rockville Centre, New York
Parking study to determine how the
Village could more efficiently utilize
existing parking and to determine if
demand existed for the creation of
additional parking.

Washington Square Development
and Parking Study

Mamaroneck, New York

Study to solve parking problems that
affect the neighborhood, primarily the
conflicts between commuter parking
at the adjacent Larchmont train station
and the residents’ parking.

Downtown Saratoga

Springs Transportation Study
Saratoga Springs, New York
Transportation and parking improve-
ment plan for downtown Saratoga
Springs, and evaluating and refining
the City’s form-based zoning.

Manchester Center Parking
and Circulation Study
Manchester, Vermont

Analysis of the traffic and parking
problems in the Town. The study was
prompted by its significant growth
as a visitor and retail outlet center.
Recommendations included off-site
parking and a park-and-walk system.

Palmer Square Parking Study
Princeton, New Jersey

Traffic and parking study to determine
the Square’s existing parking demand
and its main characteristics, and to sat-
isfy the parking code while increasing
parking spaces.

Princeton University Garage Impacts
and Feasibility Studies

Princeton, New Jersey

Two University parking garage impact
and feasibility studies. Design assis-
tance was also provided to the archi-
tects for the garage.

St. Albans Parking Analysis

City of St. Albans, Vermont

Downtown parking study, as part of a
larger city-wide traffic circulation study.
Recommendations were developed for
improving enforcement on extensive
illegal parking that was proving to be
detrimental to shopping in the area.
Design guidelines were developed to
eliminate traffic hazards caused by
angled parking spaces.

Schering-Plough Garage Signing
Kenilworth, New Jersey

Signage program for an employee
parking garage including traffic control
signs at the garage’s entrances and
exits, an inspection of sight distances
for exiting vehicles, and directional and
warning signs in the garage.

Trinity College Parking Study
Hartford, Connecticut

Development of a parking and cir-
culation plan that focused on build-
ing additional on-campus facilities and
reducing parking in areas considered
historically or architecturally important.



Lauren Rennée, AICP

Education

Skills

Selected Experience

Lauren Rennée has worked on a variety of transportation planning projects for

public and private sector clients. She has experience with every phase of the study

process from data collection in the field to final report preparation. Ms. Rennée

provides technical support to transportation projects using geospatial and traffic

modeling tools. In graduate school, Ms. Rennée concentrated her studies in

transportation planning and policy with a focus in public transit, pedestrian and

bicycle planning.

Master of Urban and Regional Planning, Luskin School of Public Affairs, University

of California, Los Angeles, 2012

Bachelor of Arts, Political Science, Columbia University, 2009

Adobe Creative Suite (lllustrator, Photoshop, InDesign), ArcGlIS, SketchUp,

AutoCad, AutoTurn, Synchro Studio, SPSS

New Rochelle Comprehensive Plan
New Rochelle, New York

Analyzed existing conditions and
developed goals and recommenda-
tions for the transportation section of
the Comprehensive Plan update. The
chapter focuses on the use of complete
streets treatments to improve connectiv-
ity between pedestrian generators and
addresses circulation issues around the
City's transit hub and largest employ-
ment center.

Nyack Master Plan

Nyack, New York

Analyzed existing conditions and
developed goals and recommendations
forthetransportation section ofthe Master
Plan update. The recommendations
focus on improvements to pedestrian
and bicycle facilities to encourage use
of alternative transportation modes.

North Williamsburg Transportation
Study

New York, New York

Coordinated extensive survey
effort to inventory on and off-street
parking locations and regulations
in  Williamsburg and Greenpoint,
Brookyn. Collected utilization data
and documented illegal parking to
assess performance of parking supply.
Assembled data into GIS database
and provided recommendations to
address parking shortfalls for various
user groups.

Downtown Waterville Revitalization
Plan

Waterville, Maine

Conducted parking utilization and traffic
circulation study to determine impact of

proposed redevelopments projects in
Downtown Waterville. Created detailed
schematics for street improvements
to support placemaking, such as the
redesign of major intersections to
increase accessibility.

Princeton University 2026 Campus
Framework Plan

Princeton, New Jersey

Conducted research and geospatial
analysis  of local and regional
transportation conditions for Campus
Framework Plan. Informed TDM
strategy by geo-coding home-to-work
data of commuting population and
determined current and future public
transit service areas.

Master Plan Circulation Element
Perth Amboy, New Jersey

Prepared an update to the City’s
Circulation Element to develop recom-
mendations and strategies to help revi-
talize the downtown, enhance sustain-
ability and improve interconnectedness
throughout the City and region. Key
recommendations included strategies
for complete streets, selected roadway
improvements and changes to park-
ing regulations. The study was also
coordinated with a citywide Bicycle and
Pedestrian Plan prepared by a sepa-
rate consultant team.

Mercy College Travel Demand
Management Plan

Dobbs Ferry, New York

Analyzed travel behavior of student,
faculty and staff to determine issues
and opportunties for campus TDM plan.
This involved geo-coding addresses of

BFJ Planning



Lauren Rennée, AICP

Selected Experience (Continued)

commuting population, spatial analysis
of regional transportation network, and
administering an online travel survey.

60 S. Broadway Rezoning and Site
Plan

White Plains, New York

Conducted  traffic  impact  study
for proposed redevelopment of the
Westchester Pavilion site from a mall
to a mixed-use development. Assisted
with the design of parking and loading
areas and the redesign of surrounding
intersections.

3560 Broadway Environmental
Review

New York, New York

Prepared Environmental Assessment
Statement and traffic impact study
for development in West Harlem.
Conducted a detailed pedestrian
analysis of sidewalks, crosswalks and
corner reservoirs. Surveyed pedestrian
elements and prepared detailed
schematics of pedestrian elements and
GIS-based maps.

SoHo Broadway Business Improvement
District Mapping

New York, New York

Conducted comprehensive sidewalk
survey of all fixtures, curb signage,
and doorway locations within district.
Prepared skematics in CAD and
produced package of GIS data. Created
maps of vending regulations for each
block based on survey data for BID to
use for enforcement.

Ballard Road Corridor Traffic Impact
Studies

Wilton, New York

Conducted  traffic  impact  study
for two separate distribution center
developments along industrial corridor
off of 1-87. Managed traffic counts
and created Synchro model to conduct
capacity analysis and determine
mitigation measures.

Princeton University Arts and Transit
Plaza Traffic Monitoring Program
Princeton, New Jersey

Coordinated periodic traffic counts to

determine to monitor traffic conditions
as phases of the Arts & Transit Plaza
are completed. Prepared reports
comparing findings with previous traffic
volume data.

Financial District Paid Commercial
Parking Evaluation

New York, New York

Provided technical assistance in
conjunction with  NYCDOT's Paid
Commercial Parking (PCP) program.
Surveyed the sidewalk conditions and
parking regulations of 100 block faces
in the Financial District. Compiled and
analyzed survey results to recommend
the siting and installation of new muni-
meters and signage for commercial
parking zones.

Cheshire Public School Facility Master
Plan

Cheshire, Connecticut

Performed transportation analysis to
evaluate student journey to school
trends and assess impact from proposed
development on school bus services. The
study consisted of cleaning, geocoding
and joining student data and creating
a network analysis model to determine
transportation load factors for each
school in the district by travel mode.

57 Alexander Traffic Impact Study
Yonkers, New York

Conducted  traffic  impact  study
for residential development along
Hudson Waterfront. Project consisted
of an evaluation of previous studies
and detailed analysis of future traffic
generation.

MacLean Street Parking Study
Princeton, New Jersey

Analyzed parking and traffic conditions
in residential section of downtown
Princeton, NJ. Conducted an on-street
parking occupancy survey and resident
interviews to determine the actual park-
ing demand for a proposed develop-
ment.






CITY OF RYE, NEW YORK

Rye Central Business District
Parking Study
City of Rye, New York

Contact:

Christian K. Miller

City Planner

City of Rye

1051 Boston Post Road
Rye, NY 10580
914.967.7167

The City of Rye asked BFJ Planning (BFJ) to assess the existing and future parking
conditions in the Central Business District (CBD) and to propose solutions to improve
existing conditions. The study included the following components: 1) an inventory of
all existing on-street and off-street parking spaces in the CBD area, 2) a survey of
parking occupancies and turnover on a typical weekday and Saturday, 3) an estimate
of future demand based on new building floor area, and 4) a survey of shoppers
regarding parking issues.

A critical component of the study was the input of the community to develop options
and strategies to improve parking conditions. The consultant held three meetings with
the Rye Parking Workshop Group. Based on parking surveys and input from the com-
munity, BFJ developed a number of strategies to address the parking shortage in the
CBD. These recommendations include parking management strategies to improve the
efficiency of the existing parking supply, opportunities for expanding the parking sup-
ply by building a new deck, and strategies for reducing demand for parking.




Boston Post Road Diet Study
Rye, New York

Reference:

Christian K. Miller

City Planner

City of Rye

Contact Info: (914) 967-7167

COMPREHENSIVE MASTER PLAN UPDATE

BFJ Planning (BFJ) was hired by the City of Rye, New York to study the traffic
and safety along southern segment of the Boston Post Road (NY Route 1) from
the Village of Mamaroneck border to Old Post Road, a 1.5 mile segment. The
Boston Post Road, a major arterial connecting several villages and towns had 4
sub-standard lanes and relatively high speeds and crash rates. BFJ proposed to
convert the existing four narrow lanes without shoulder to a two-lane highway
with 7-foot striped median (to be landscaped in the future) and 4-foot shoulders
on each side. Protected turn lanes were added at critical intersections. This plan
was implemented and received with great success by the residents.

Before After

BFJ Planning



Rye Brook
Comprehensive Plan

Reference:

Christopher Bradbury,

Villoge Administrator

Contact Info: (914) 939-1121

The Village of Rye Brook engaged BFJ Planning to prepare its first municipal
Comprehensive Plan. Although the Village had undertaken a number of prior
planning efforts, it was in need of a village-wide master planning document that built
on these previous efforts as well as on extensive baseline planning studies completed
by the Westchester County Planning Department.

The Comprehensive Plan focused on a number of key issues that were identifed
during the initial phase of the study. These included recommendations for the Blind
Brook Country Club; proposals for increased activity in the downtown area; and
actions related to community recreation and open space needs.

BFJ worked closely with a residents advisory group to ensure that the plan involved
an extensive public outreach process that included a project website, an online survey
and four public workshops. This work also incorporated a branding strategy that
utilized a logo and uniform color pallette and font to establish an identity for the

project.




COMPREHENSIVE MASTER PLAN UPDATE

Nyack Comprehensive Plan BFJ Planning is preparing an update of the 2007 Nyack Comprehensive Plan and
Zoning Code. The plan update, funded by the New York State Energy Research
and Development Authority (NYSERDA), focuses on incorporating demographic
and economic conditions and coordinating them with the Sustainable Nyack Action

Nyack, New York

Reference: Plan, potential impacts of the new Tappan Zee Bridge, other planning efforts within
Jen Laird White, Mayor the Village and ongoing development activity in Nyack and along the Hudson River
Contact Info: (845) 358-0548 waterfront.

The Comprehensive Plan update incorporates sustainability principles by identifying
goals and initiatives from the Sustainable Nyack Action Plan and coordinating with
NYSERDA Cleaner Greener Communities efforts to develop a strategy for ongoing
tracking through sustainability indicators and metrics. With a focus on the key
opportunity areas of downtown, the waterfront and the “Gateway” area of the Village,
the Plan also evaluates the potential for commuter or recreational ferry service.

BFJ is leading a multidisciplinary team of consultants including Perkins Eastman
Architects and COWI North America, to cover specific aspects of the Plan such as
waterfront opportunities and urban design. As part of the effort, BFJ has directed all
public outreach aspects of the Plan update process, including seven public workshops
and charrettes and a public survey taken by nearly 1,000 people.
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CITY OF RYE, NEW YORK

Mamaroneck

Planning Advisory Services
Village of Mamaroneck,

New York

Reference:
Robert Galvin
Village Planner
Contact Info:

(914) 698-8845

BFJ Planning provided ongoing planning advisory services to the Village of
Mamaroneck, a dynamic and diverse community of approximately 20,000
residents located 20 miles north of Manhattan on the Long Island Sound. BFJ
Planning has assisted the Mamaroneck Planning Board with site plan and
subdivision reviews including SEQR, traffic and transportation, neighborhood
context and site layout. We have also assisted in numerous zoning code
amendments, special planning studies and environmental reviews on behalf of the
Mayor and Board of Trustees.

In our capacity as ongoing consulting planners for the Village, we prepared

both the 1986 and 2012 Comprehensive Plans. For the more recent plan, we
worked with a 25-member steering committee created by the Board of Trustees
to prepare initial updates on existing landuse data, demographics, housing and
population. Subsequent sections of the Plan focused on specific areas within the
Village including residential neighborhoods, the industrial area, commercial sites
and the harbor.

BFJ has also prepared the draft update to the original (1984) Mamaroneck Local
Waterfront Revitalization Program (LWRP). Key issues addressed in the draft LWRP
include public access, improvement of harbor management and administration of
the consistency review process.

In addition, we recently completed a transit-oriented development (TOD) zoning
study for the Washingtonville neighborhood, which is within a half-mile of the
village's train station and adjacent to the central business district. BF) also worked
on revisions to the Village's zoning code and map to implement the TOD study’s
recommendations. A mixed-use building to replace a long-vacant site was
approved by the Village, and a supermarket/retail complex has been proposed to
replace a shuttered grocery store; both projects utilize the new TOD zoning.
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COMPREHENSIVE MASTER PLAN UPDATE

BFJ Planning was retained by the Village of Pleasantville to update its Master Plan,

Village of Pleasantville

Comprehensive Plan
Pleasantville, New York

Reference:
Patricia Dwyer

Village Administrator

Contact Info: (914) 769-1940
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with a primary focus on the Central Business District. The Village was interested in
building on the economic development potential of key downtown assets such as
its Metro-North train station, the Jacob Burns Film Center and municipally owned
land, while preserving Pleasantville’s small-scale character and quality of life.

The Plan was prepared in close cooperation with the Village Board, who took
an active role in drafting the Plan’s content and recommendations, and also
incorporated an interactive public outreach process. Key recommendations

included downtown zoning revisions and intersection improvements to enhance

BFJ Planning



CITY OF RYE, NEW YORK

Harrison
Comprehensive Plan
Town/Village of Harrison,
New York

The Town/Village of Harrison appointed BFJ Planning to update its latest draft
of their Comprehensive Plan. The planning process included a public outreach
program and detailed recommendations for downtown and Platinum Mile, a 4.5
mile stretch of corporate parks along [-287. The plan update directed attention
towards protecting unique downtown features, encouraging a mix of uses and
encouraging good design. Emphasis was also placed on providing sufficient
parking to accommodate residents and visitors and to support a healthy business
environment, and strengthening community and recreational facilities. A key
element in the downtown is the proposed TOD on Metro-North parcels, which
the plan seeks to leverage as a catalyst for downtown revitalization. The plan
update also focused on potential repositioning of Harrison’s Platinum Mile,
aiming to provide Harrison with needed economic tax-base, while balancing the
community’s desire to preserve the existing character of the surrounding area.
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COMPREHENSIVE MASTER PLAN UPDATE

Port Chester BFJ Planning prepared the Village of Port Chester Comprehensive Plan,

which identified goals, policies, and guidelines for the immediate and long-

range protection, enhancement, growth, and development of Port Chester.

The Comprehensive Plan retained the qualities of Port Chester that its people

New York have come to cherish, including a diverse cultural population, quality homes
at affordable prices, a vibrant downtown, and its proximity to key employment
centers in the region. At the same time, the vision addressed the challenges
confronting the Village, including changing socio-economic conditions,
unpredictable growth and development patterns, physical constraints limiting
waterfront access, and underutilized non-residential properties.

Comprehensive Plan
Village of Port Chester,

The Plan focused on major elements of the Village's built environment, including
maintenance and enhancement of residential neighborhoods; revitalization

of commercial areas and the waterfront; strengthening of industrial areas;
improvement of transportation and infrastructure facilities; and identifying
opportunities for new development.

BFJ Planning



Bronxville Master Plan and
Zoning Ordinance Update

BFJ Planning updated the Community Plan and zoning code on behalf of the
Village of Bronxville. Throughout the planning process, BFJ worked closely with the
Planning Board, the Village Trustees, and the community. New research included
a detailed downtown land-use survey to evaluate the retail mix. Critical issues
included preserving the small town charm and historic character of Bronxville’s
downtown and diversifying its retail base.

BFJ also revised and updated Bronxville’s Zoning Ordinance to provide a

series of “special permit” uses, which would require additional review by the
Planning Board prior to a grant of approval. The revised code was intended to
protect the historic character of the downtown, while fostering new development
opportunities.

(st}
. <::<‘§\

LAWRENCE
HOSPITAL

{
-

7 X




COMPREHENSIVE MASTER PLAN UPDATE

Briarcliff Manor The Village of Briarcliff Manor, Westchester County, New York retained BFJ Planning
Comprehensive Plan to update its 1988 Master Plan. The new plan reflected the goals of the Village's
Briarclif Manor. New York Board of Trustees and residents, and provides a guide to growth, development,

and protection of natural resources. The work progressed through three work
phases, spanning two years and numerous neighborhood participation meetings
and public hearings. The first phase established the Village Vision and involved our
administration of an opinion survey sent to over 2,600 village residents, with a return
rate of over 20 percent. The second phase involved the research and writing of the
plan chapters. BFJ worked with an Advisory Committee and held a public workshop.
The plan-writing ended with required SEQR (environmental impact) review, additional
neighborhood meetings, two public hearings, and publication of the final plan; the
Comprehensive Plan was adopted by the Board of Trustees in November 2007. The
plan’s major focus is open space creation, downtown revitalization, and community
character preservation.

In addition, as follow-up to the adoption of the 2007 Plan, BFJ was again retained
by the Village to analyze the potential rezoning of a portion of the 1,011-acre
Scarborough Road Corridor in the Village to a new two-acre single-family residential
zone (R80) consistent with the 2007 Comprehensive Plan recommendations. As part
of this work, BFJ drafted the new R80 zone text and prepared the necessary map
changes, including the required SEQR documentation for the project.

BFJ Planning
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Neighborhood Plans
Greenwich, Connecticut

Cos Cob

Eastern Greenwich (Old
Greenwich, Riverside, North
Mianus)

Glenville and Pemberwick

Concept plan for the “Hub” in Cos Cob.

Rafurbiched Lagien Post
[possibla cafe or faod sanvics)

Trosl Accass
Stoirs Glenville Road

Peaw Watarfrant
Trail/Path,

Housa Parking Let
[38 spaces|

Enhance/Cloan-up
Existing Wotsefron

CONCEPT PLAN A

Plan for Glenville Green improvements

The Town of Greenwich, Connecticut retained BFJ Planning to create neighborhood
plans for several areas within Greenwich that developed as distinct communities.
For each of the three plans, the process included working closely with the public to
ensure that recommendations reflected the goals of the residents and the Town. For
Cos Cob, substantial attention was dedicated to existing urban design conditions
and the plan presented a variety of strategies to improve the character of the “Hub”
and the Route 1 corridor in order to promote a more attractive and pedestrian-
friendly environment. For Eastern Greenwich, key issues identified included
enhancing the Old Greenwich business area, addressing issues of out-of-scale
residential development, and increasing public access to the Mianus River. For the
Glenville/Pemberwick area, the focus was on improving two important community
assets: Glenville Green and Pemberwick Park, including establishing a stronger
connection to the Byram River.
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Regina Belz Armstrong

Education

Certifications

Awards

Selected Experience

Regina Armstrong is a founding partner of Urbanomics, with experience in economic
and demographic forecasting, cash flow modeling, market feasibility analyses, and
economic and fiscal impact assessments for major government institutions and
private developers. While focusing primarily on the New York Metropolitan area
and New York City in particular, she has worked on projects both domestically
and abroad in areas as diverse as Viet Nam, Korea, Poland and Armenia. Prior to
establishing her own firm, Urbanomics, she was Chief Economist and Vice President
of the Regional Plan Association, New York.

New York University, Graduate School of Public Administration, in Ph.D.

Program, 1980-1983.

University of Pittsburgh, Graduate School of Arts & Sciences, Department of

Economics, M.A., 1965.
Rosary College, B.A. Economics, 1960.

American Institute of Certified Planners (Honorary AICP)

American Planning Association Ponte Award for Economic Planning Excellence

Demographic & Socioeconomic
Forecasting

Principal-in-charge of contract to the
New York Metropolitan Transportation
Councdil to prepare long term forecasts
of population, employment, labor force,
and households, using and enhancing
existing forecasting models, by county
and subregion for the 31 county New
York Urban Region to 2035.

Hunt's Point/Fulton Fish Market
Market Analysis

Principal-in-charge of analysis of the
local, regional, national and interna-
tional fish, meat and produce mar-
kets and then identified complementary
strategies to improve and diversity the
economic viability of the large scale
food market in the Bronx. These strate-
gies included tourist attraction retail
venues with dedicated ferry service, as
well as innovative green aquaculiure,
food production and packaging, all of
which tied in to existing workforce train-
ing programs for the labor force.

World Trade Center and Lower
Manhattan Redevelopment Plan
Principal-in-charge of market analysis
for redevelopment of the WTC site in
the context of Lower Manhattan trends,
as subcontractor to Beyer Blinder Belle
in fulfillment of massing diagrams for
redevelopment plan, post September
11, 2001.

New York Building Congress

On retainer to the New York Building
Congress, comprised of general con-
tractors, building trades unions, and
real estate interests, for economic con-
sulting services as needed by the con-
struction industry of New York City;
prepares annual construction forecast
for NYC and monthly releases on con-
struction activity.

Economic and Fiscal Impact Assessment
of the New York Commodities Industry
Principal-in-charge of study to predict
the economic and fiscal effects of relo-
cating and expanding operations in five
commodities exchanges with futures
and options trading in global markets
from a New York City location in New
Jersey.

NYC DEP Water Demand Modeling
and Waste Water Flow Analysis
Principal-in-charge ~ of
to Black+Veatch, as prime contractor
to the New York City Department of
Environmental Protection, in prepara-
tion of a water demand model and
forecast for New York City by drainage
basin, taking into consideration long term
demographic, employment and property
development trends in the City by small
area.

subcontract



Regina Belz Armstrong

Selected Experience (continued)

Greater Hanoi, Viet Nam Master Plan
With Perkins Eastman International
(PEl), served as Economist for demo-
graphic and economic analysis and
forecasting of Greater Hanoi, as part
of a 20-year concept plan for expan-
sion of the metropolitan area. Work
entailed locational analysis of econom-
ic development, evaluation of industry
clusters, interindustry linkages, labor
requirements and population forecast-
ing by geographic rings of settlement.

NYSBA Bridge Traffic Forecast and
Secondary Development Analysis
Principal-in-charge of subcontract to
URS Corporation — New York, as a
prime contractor to the New York State
Bridge Authority, in preparation of
twenty year forecasts of bridge traffic
on five Hudson Valley facilities, using
econometric models developed by
Urbanomics, and of economic impact
assessments of construction, financing
and development related effects, using
the REMI Policy Impact model calibrated
for the study area.

1-287/TZB Corridor

Needs Assessment

Principal-in-charge of economic impact
assessment of capacity improvements to
the Tappen Zee Bridge under subcon-
tract to Vollmer Associates, in prepara-
tion of a Corridor Needs Assessment
study for the New York State Thruway
Authority.

Paratransit Demand Study

and Forecasting

Principal-in-charge of prime contract
with New York City Transit to develop
econometric models and forecasts of
travel demand for Access-A-Ride ser-
vices by borough, day of week, peak/
off-peak period, and trip status, for the
period 2000-2006.

New York Landmarks Conservancy

Principal-in-charge of study to inven-
tory and analyze landmarked structures
owned and occupied by not-for-profit

organizations in New York City, for the
New York Landmarks Conservancy and
prepared in conjunction with Buckhurst
Fish & Jacquemart.

National Research Council,
Transportation Research Board
Independent contractor to Transportation
Research Board to prepare and pres-
ent study on the “Economic and Social
Relevance of Central Cities in the
Nation’s Twelve Largest Urban Regions”
for national conference on transportation
issues in large U.S. cities, June 1998.

Seamangeum, Korea Urban Design
Competition

With  Massachusetts  Institute  of
Technology (MIT), served as Economic
Consultant for regional analysis and
programming of potential land uses for
new city development in Seamangeum,
Korea, a 400km2 reclamation project
in South Korea. This Urban Design
Competition engaged seven universities
from North America, Europe and the
Far East. The MIT team was selected as
one of three winning finalists.

The Staten Island Academy
Principal-in-Charge for a market analy-
sis of the enrollment potential of this
private institution. Project tasks included
studying existing trends of private school
enrollment within a defined market area
and conducting a socioeconomic and
demographic analysis of the market
area, a five year enrollment forecast,
and the analysis of options for increas-
ing enrollment.

The Economic & Fiscal Impacts of
New lJersey’'s Urban Enterprise Zones
Joint venture with Response Analysis to
prepare a policy evaluation of the New
Jersey Enterprise Zone program, entail-
ing an analysis of the economic perfor-
mance of zone municipalities compared
to their local economies over the period
preceding and during dissemination of
the economic development benefits.

Urbanomics



Peter Furst, AICP

Education

Skills

Professional Associations

Experiance

Mr. Furst is an urban planner specializing in geospatial depiction of data and market
analysis. He has a broad range of functional planning experience with a focus in
fiscal impacts, demographic analysis, workforce and housing development. Since
2011, he has coniributed to comprehensive plans, real estate and industry market
studies, population/student enrollment forecasts, redevelopment plans and school

child impact studies throughout the New York metropolitan area.

City and Regional Planning Masters of Science, Pratt Institute
U.S. Law and Methodologies Certificate, New York University
History Bachelors of Arts, Lewis and Clark College

Microsoft Office Suite, Adobe Creative Suite, SPSS, R, ArcGIS 10.3, ESRI Business

Analyst, ESRI Network Analyst
American Institute of Certified Planners

Beacon Master Plan Update

Beacon, NY

Prepared a profile of Beacon’s housing,
demographic and employment trends
in comparison to surrounding com-
munities. Produced a market analysis to
assist with the planning of a proposed
TOD with a focus on retail, restaurant,
industrial and office sectors.

Westchester Pavilion Market Analysis
Urstadt Biddle Properties

White Plains, NY

Evaluated supply and demand for the
redevelopment of Westchester Pavilion,
an enclosed shopping center in down-
town White Plains, into a proposed
961,000 square foot mixed-use com-
plex. Surveyed and geospatially ana-
lyzed downtown building uses, business
concentrations, and retail vacancies.
Identified population, labor, and hous-
ing tfrends as well as demand for pro-
posed businesses establishments.

Stamford Master Plan

Stamford, CT

Prepared demographic and housing
condition chapters for the City’ of
Stamford’s Master Plan.

Gardens at Harriman Station TOD
Market Analysis and Grant Application
Harriman, NY

Prepared a market analysis of resi-
dential and commercial uses for a
proposed large-scale TOD develop-
ment containing 1,500 residential units

and 250,000 SF commerical space.
Submitted a grant application to Empire
State Development Corporation on
behalf of the developer to recieve finan-
cial assistance for capital construction.

Rye Brook Comprehensive Plan

Rye Brook, NY

Prepared demographic, housing con-
dition, and commercial development
chapters for the Village’ of Rye Brook’s
Comprehensive Plan.

New York
Revitalization
Nassau County, NY

For seven economic and housing mar-
ket studies in the Towns of Hempstead
and Oyster Bay, geospatial illustra-
tions were prepared of housing stock
and population trends before and after
Superstorm Sandy. Researched best
practices for business continuity.

Rising Community

Middletown Downtown Revitalization
Initiative Strategic Investment Plan
Middletown, NY

Prepared a profile and asssessment of
Middletown’s downtown area in com-
parision to regional, housing, demo-
graphic and employment trends.

Greenwich Neighborhood Plans
Greenwich, CT

For three separate neighborhood plans,
prepared assessments of demograph-
ics, housing and commerical market
trends.



Peter Furst, AICP

Project Experience (continued)

Beacon Correctional Facility
Redevelopment Study

Beacon, NY

Prepared a market analysis with an
assessment of demographics, market
segmentation, and demand for a data
center, destination venue, and senior
care facility for the planned redevelop-
ment of a minimum security prison in
Beacon, NY.

Ten-Year Demographic Changes and
Analysis of Jamaica’s Contributions
to Queens: Greater Jamaica
Development Corporation

Queens, NY

Geospatially illustrated area demo-
graphic changes to assist GJDC in
marketing its mission to New York City.
Prepared economic analysis depicting
contributions of Jamaica’s business
community to Queens County.

City of Peekskill Local Waterfront
Revitalization Plan

Peekskill, NY

Prepared an assessment of demo-
graphic conditions and an inventory of
businesses in the waterfront study area.

Chicago Market Study

Chicago, IL

Evaluated Perkins Eastman’s com-
petition and potential for growth in
Chicago’s metro region for architectur-
al services sector related to hi-rise resi-
dential, higher education, and mixed-
use development practice areas.

Somerset Priority Investment Study
Somerset County, NJ

Geospatially depicted and analyzed
land use, commercial building stock
and vacancy rates in the 6-county
region, Somerset County and local
markets. Used GIS services to identify
key market factors including employ-
ment and population growth, industry
clusters and lease rates.

Vision42 Economic Impact Studies
New York, NY

Collected and interpreted fieldwork
data for the purpose of analyzing
retail, real estate, accommodations,
and entertainment industry business
and land use trends for use in a six-
phase evaluation of the potential ben-
efits of making 42nd Street a light rail/
pedestrian thoroughfare with limited
vehicular access

Hearthstone Castle Restoration
Planning Study

Danbury, CT

Prepared a market analysis with an
assessment of potential uses and pro-
gramming activities for the planned res-
toration of historic Hearthstone Castle
in Tarrywile Park.

Paratransit Customer Population
Forecast Study: New York City
Metropolitan Transportation Authority
New York, NY

Collected demographic and transit rid-
ership data and ran ordinary least-
squares regression forecast models for
the purposes of addressing MTA's long-
term paratransit budgeting and opera-
tion needs. Provided research, tables,
and graphs to substantiate forecasts.

Demographic Study of the Jersey City
Public Schools

Jersey City, NJ

Forecasted enrollment by grade for the
school district’s 38 schools over a five
year projection period. Mapped existing
attendance zones and recommended
zone changes to improve management
of future enrollment growth on facility
capacity.

Urbanomics



CITY OF RYE, NEW YORK

New Rochelle
Comprehensive Plan
New Rochelle, NY

Contact:

Nina Arron

Director of Planning and
Sustainability

Department of Development
narron@newrochelleny.com
914.654.2183

In 2015, Urbanomics, in conjunction with BFJ Planning, prepared demographics,
housing, and economic chapters for New Rochelle’s Comprehensive Plan. The
housing chapter included a discussion of the need to promote housing that services
a range of population groups, including seniors and young adults, in appropriate
locations throughout the City. Urbanomics analyzed economic and real estate trends
in the region and defined New Rochelle’s opportunities and limitations to meeting
any unmet needs. Opportunities for growth were identified with a focus on capturing
developing clusters and strengthening existing businesses by providing office, insti-
tutional and other commercial space for underserved, complementary and auxiliary
firms. A retail feasibility study was prepared using ESRI™ and Nielsen-Claritas™
consumer expenditure and retail sales data to identify gaps in retail sales that could
be accommodated in New Rochelle. In addition to the assessments of commercial
space, the economic analysis expanded the housing analysis by forecasting any
increases in demand for workforce housing assuming reasonable capture of com-

mercial potential.
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COMPREHENSIVE MASTER PLAN UPDATE

Port Chester Housing Study Working with BFJ Planning, Urbanomics prepared a housing analysis for the Village
Port Chester. New York of Port Chester in Westchester County, NY. To this end, conditions and needs are
' assessed in terms of availability, adequacy, affordability and special needs for the
Village as a whole, and by neighborhood where appropriate. Further, character-

Contact: istics of housing in Port Chester are compared to those of Westchester's 22 other
Christopher Steers villages with a focus on the distribution of publicly assisted housing. For occupants
Village Manager of publicly assisted housing, federal standards of income eligibility apply that tend
Village of Port Chester, NY to range below 100% of area median income (AMI) Later, information is provided
222 Grace Church St on Port Chester’s low income recipients of Section 8 tenant vouchers and those of
Port Chester, NY 10573 rent controlled housing at varying levels of AMI to correspond to new definitions of

affordable and workforce housing.

Urbanomics



CITY OF RYE, NEW YORK

Greenwich Neighborhood Urbanomics, under subcontract to BFJ Planning, has prepared analyses of business
and demographic trends for three separate neighborhood plans in the Town of
Greenwich from 2013 to 2016. In each neighborhood plan, Urbanomics performed
an analysis of what facilities, services and housing units would draw in and retain a
younger population group while continuing to serve existing elements of the popu-
Client: Town of Greenwich lation. This task also included a discussion of retail and service business trends. To
Katie DeLuca, AICP inform the quantitative work, Urbanomics developed an online survey instrument for
local residents and business owners as well as institutional and municipal leaders.

Plans
Greenwich, Connecticut

Director of Planning &
Zoning

The survey included questions developed in cooperation with Town staff and the
Planning and Zoning Commission and concluded with a brief profile of respondents
(203) 622-7894 (role in household, age, income bracket, etc.) or business functions (type).

Q32 How do you use the Cos Cob
waterfront?

Answered: 469 Skipped: 77
boating
rowing .
kayaking
sailing l
views

walking
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CITY OF RYE, NEW YORK

Registered Landscape
Architect #836,
Connecticut

Certified Planner #018913,
American Institute of
Certified Planners

Registered Landscape
Architect #00836, Council
of Landscape Architectural
Registration Boards

Registered Landscape
Architect, States of DE, NJ,
NY, PA, VA

Bachelor of Science,
Landscape Architecture,
Cook College, Rutgers
University

Fellow, American Society of
Landscape Architects

Member, American
Planning Association

Member, Urban Land
Institute (TAPS Steering
Committee, New York)

@ Stantec

PARKS, OPEN SPACE, TRAILS

Gary is Discipline Leader for Landscape Architecture at Stantec. Since joining the firm

in 1987, he has specialized in transportation enhancement, community development and
public infrastructure projects encompassing community engagement, transit-oriented
development, transit and pedestrian connectivity, greenways and public space design. Gary
previously served on the City of Norwalk Conservation Commission appointed by former
Mayor Frank Esposito. Gary is a certified planner, a Professional Landscape Architect,

and an Envision Certified Professional. He was elected Fellow to the American Society of
Landscape Architects in 2009 recognized for his work in public space design.

City of Mount Vernon Comprehensive Plan, City of Mount Vernon, NY

Project Manager and Lead Planner for Stantec in the preparation of a new comprehensive
plan for the City of Mount Vernon. Stantec focused on key elements of the plan including
infrastructure, open space and parks, community sustainability and energy conservation.

City of New Rochelle Plan of Conservation and Development and Local Waterfront
Revitalization Plan (2016), City of New Rochelle, NY

Lead Planner for Stantec addressing infrastructure, recreation and open space, stormwater
management and waterfront revitalization components of their current POCD and LWRP.
Stantec addressed these aspects as integrated systems in the recently adopted plans.

City of Stamford Plan of Conservation and Development, Stamford, CT

Stantec led the infrastructure, open space and sustainability components of the City’s most
recent plan, adopted in 2015. The plan contained a sustainability supplement that focused

on energy efficiency and redundancy, stormwater management, healthy communities, and
coastal resiliency.

Stamford Transportation Center Master Plan, Stamford, CT

Lead Landscape Architect for the development of the transportation center into a

vital intermodal hub and a gateway to the City of Stamford. Both short and long range
enhancements were considered. An objective of the plan is to encourage Transit Oriented
Development (TOD) around the center. Efforts were coordinated with the Connecticut
Department of Transportation, Metro-North Commuter Railroad and other operators
within the transportation center. Major stakeholders within the City provided insight into
the development of the plan. Evaluation of train operations, parking, pedestrian movements,
vehicular traffic, surface transit, shuttle operations and overall connectivity was included.

Greater Bridgeport Transit / MetroCOG Transit Oriented Development Pilot Plan,
Bridgeport, Stratford, Trumbull and Fairfield, CT

Landscape architect and urban designer for the evaluation of land use, traffic, economics, and
alternative transportation modes to catalyze transit oriented development (TOD), walkable
and sustainable communities within the Greater Bridgeport region. The study includes

the development of strategies and plans to link the Bridgeport and Stratford commuter

rail stations to the surrounding communities by efficient, effective, and convenient, high
frequency modes of public transit. Linking these areas through enhanced public transit
services, public infrastructure improvements and private sector investment is essential to
achieving economic development, job creation, and a vibrant, safe and healthier community.



Registered Landscape
Architect #LAR.0001311,
Connecticut

Registered Landscape
Architect #5152, Council
of Landscape Architectural
Registration Boards

B.S., Landscape
Architecture, Iowa State
University, Ames, Iowa,
1979

Masters of Landscape
Architecture, University of
Minnesota, Minneapolis,
Minnesota, 1991

Member, American Society
of Landscape Architects

COMPREHENSIVE MASTER PLAN UPDATE

@ Stantec

PARKS, OPEN SPACE, TRAILS

Mr. Hammerberg has over 35 years of landscape architecture design experience in park
master planning, park and streetscape design and in the preparation of construction
documents for recreational, institutional, corporate and municipal projects. His recent
experience with Stantec includes the design of the Yankee Stadium Upland Improvement
Project, which was recently completed. He recently participated on the design and
construction documents for the redevelopment of the former Sydney Tar Ponds, a steel
mill brownfield site in Nova Scotia. The design provided new open space, parkland and
athletic fields for the City of Sydney, NS. Mr. Hammerberg is also highly experienced in
preparing construction cost estimates for park development and improvement projects.

Forest Avenue Pedestrian Improvement Plan, Rye, NY

Project Manager for a pedestrian/bike facility (i.e pathway) within the City-owned right-
of-way of Forest Avenue. The pathway would extend approximately 3,700 linear feet from
an existing sidewalk on Forest Avenue between Apawamis Avenue and Manursing Avenue
and an additional 650 linear feet on Manursing Avenue to an existing sidewalk at the
Davis Avenue intersection. The project also requires adjustment to the existing roadway to
accommodate the pedestrian facility

City (Flowers) Park, New Rochelle, NY

Senior Landscape Architect providing technical assistance for the reconstruction of a
20-acre park in an urban setting. The primary driver for the reconstruction is the need for
additional athletic fields within the City. A master plan was prepared examining alternate
layouts and was presented to the various park stakeholders. Construction documents

were prepared for four phases of park improvements. Park elements include five (5) multi-
purpose fields, a basketball court, a water spray feature, a playground, and paved trails
linking them together. The majority of the fields will have synthetic surfaces and lighting to
increase playing time and field availability. The plan required coordination with the City of
New Rochelle, Westchester County and FEMA.

Tarrytown-Kensico Trailway/Bikeway, Westchester County, NY

As Project Manager and Senior Landscape Architect for the Tarrytown-Kensico Trailway/
Bikeway, responsible for evaluating and planning alternate routes to provide Westchester
County with an east-west pedestrian and bicycle linkage to other north-south County bike
trails. In addition to connecting the three magjor north-south bikeways, the multi-purpose
trailway is meant to connect local communities, commercial nodes and transportation
hubs with a route that caters to avid cyclists, commuters and families. Stantec is providing
planning services for trailway alignment, design and amenities. The aim of the project is

to provide a viable way forward for the County and stakeholders to ultimately complete the
east-west trail in a timely and cost-efficient manner.

Reconstruction of the Floodplain and Channel of the Bronx River, Bronx Park ,NY
Senior Landscape Architect responsible for the design and construction documents for the
removwal of earthen dikes, the reconstruction of floodplains along the Bronx River, and the
addition of pedestrian amenities. The work included design of vehicular and pedestrian
boardwalks, removal of invasive plant species, planting of native plant species, and
bioengineering riverbank treatments.



CITY OF RYE, NEW YORK

Tarrytown - Kensico
Trailway

Location: Westhester County, New York

cLient: Westchester County Planning

The Tarrytown - Kensico Trailway was
planned to provide Westchester County with
its missing East-West pedestrian linkage
route. In addition to connecting to three
major North-South bikeways, the multi-
purpose trailway is meant to connect local
communities with a route that caters to both
avid cyclists and families. Stantec provide
planning services for trailway alignment,
design and amenities. The aim of the project
was to provide a viable way forward for

the County and stakeholders to ultimately
complete the East-West trail in a timely and
cost-efficient manner.
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COMPREHENSIVE MASTER PLAN UPDATE

Stamford
Sustainability
Guidelines

Location: Stamford, Connecticut

cLient: City of Stamford

Stantec Prepared new sustainability
guidelines and metrics for City of Stamford
Plan of Conservation and Development

in 2013 as subconsultant to BFJ. The
guidelines were compatible with ICLEI
Star Community Rating system and LEED
for Neighborhood Development Rating
system. They included detailed discussion
of strategies for transportation, energy
use, material reuse and recycling, water
use, stormwater management, climate
adaptation, and ecological protection.
They covered strategies for both publically
owned facilities and privately owned.
General sustainable land planning
strategies including transit oriented
development, compact and walkable
communities, and complete streets are
incorporated. The planning also included
review of natural assets and ecological
areas and means for protecting them.
Detailed metrics for measuring progress
and improvement to sustainable elements
over time are established for each of the
major disciplines of transportation, energy
use, material reuse and recycling, water
use, stormwater management, climate
adaptation. Metrics include percentage
indicators, yearly indicators,and individual
detailed strategies.
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CITY OF RYE, NEW YORK

EXISTING CONDITIONS

APOSED £ WULTILUISE PATH

Forest Avenue
Pedestrian
Improvement Plan

LocATION: Rye, New York

cLient: City of Rye

The project involves the construction of a
pedestrian/bike facility (i.e pathway) within the
City-owned right-of-way of Forest Avenue. The
pathway would extend approximately 3,700 linear
feet from an existing sidewalk on Forest Avenue
between Apawamis Avenue and Manursing
Avenue and an additional 650 linear feet on
Manursing Avenue to an existing sidewalk at
the Davis Avenue intersection. The project also
requires adjustment to the existing roadway to
accommodate the pedestrian facility.

Impacts to existing infrastructure and vegetation
are expected along the corridor, but the design
has been conscious to preserve the existing
characteristics of the roadway corridor and as
many of mature trees and other plant material as
possible.

The implementation of this pathway will

give a safe walking experience in alocation

that currently does not have designated
pedestrian infrastructure. The benefits of this
pedestrian improvement plan are numerous

and vital to the active, outdoor lifestyle of this
neighborhood. This project will be a much needed
link between the sidewalks that end at Forest
Avenue-Apawamis Avenue intersection and the
intersection of Manursing Avenue and Davis
Avenue. Pedestrian safety has been a driving force
behind this project and its design. This pathway
will serve the need of the numerous residences
living on Forest Avenue and its connecting side
streets who regularly walk, bike and exercise.



COMPREHENSIVE MASTER PLAN UPDATE

Flowers (City) Park

Location: New Rochelle, New York

cuient: City of New Rochelle

After significant flooding, this highly popular

and heavily used premier athletic facility needed
repair and restoration. Because it had become run
down and had chronic drainage problems, the City
of New Rochelle wanted to address the significant
work needed through a park master plan that
would set out phased improvements, starting with
the replacement of the destroyed soccer filed.

For the master plan, we conducted an extensive
public participation program, soliciting input
from the park’s many stakeholders, including

the current users, public agencies, and the local
community. We used that input to develop a new
vision for the park; now, after four phases of design
and construction, that new vision is a reality.

The park is a community amenity, attracting not
only athletes from around the city, but also local
families who can walk to its many features. There
are realigned and new synthetic turf fields, open
space, seating areas, walking trails, a relocated
basketball court, a playground with water spray
feature, a natural turfyouth ball field, and
improved parking areas. The fields are now lighted,
extending the playing time into the night.

We also provided for the park’s future by solving
the drainage problem. We raised the level of the
fields and installed underground storm water
retention chambers. These hollow chambers,
sitting on stone, not only store the run-off but
also greatly minimized the amount of fill needed,
saving money. These storm water retention
systems were constructed under the synthetic
turf'soccer field, the football field, the multi-use
softball/baseball field, and the new bituminous
concrete parking lot.



CITY OF RYE, NEW YORK

Westchester County
Parks & Recreation
Master Plan

LocatioN: Westchester County, New York

cLient: Westchester County Departement of Parks, Rec
& Conservation

Stantec developed a Strategic Plan to guide the
development, management, and preservation of
Westchester County park facilities.

The firm developed a two-phase planning process
with a team of sub-consultants, including Arthur
Andersen, Beyer Blinder Belle, and Carol Johnson
Associates. The first phase included information
gathering and analysis, while the second phase
provided short term individual park plan
solutions and long range county-wide planning
objectives and policy.

The first phase was divided into an inventory and
information gathering task and an assessments
and projections task. Activities in the first task
included gathering existing facilities information;
reviewing past planning efforts; setting goals and
objectives; inventorying both natural and built
features, their condition, visitation, circulation,
and ecological issues; and assisting with a user
survey. The second task focused on existing
financial conditions, including potential revenue
generators; capital, operation, and maintenance
budgets; and financing issues.

Assessments and projections were divided into
two similar tasks. The first task assessed and
projected future demographic, recreational, and
spending trends; established implementation
policy; and identified short-term park plans,
programs, and long-range needs. From the user
projections and goals, the second task projected
the future financial conditions, focusing on
individual park and system-wide capital
improvement costs, revenues, operating budgets,
and public and private funding opportunities.
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PROJECT UNDERSTANDING

The City of Rye last adopted a Master Plan more than 30 years ago. The planning
issues it faces today are vastly different than they were in 1985, and the City has
determined to embark on a comprehensive planning process to address current
community needs and values. Although Rye’s overall population has not grown
significantly from its 1980 total of 15,083 (the U.S. Census Bureau’s 2015 estimate
is 16,046), the makeup of that population has shifted, with important planning
implications. With excellent schools, high quality of life, a vibrant downtown,

and strong highway and transit access to jobs in the region, Rye has become
increasingly attractive to young families. Meanwhile, the overall population
continues to age, with increases seen in the 65+ population since 2000. Growth at
either end of the age spectrum requires careful assessment of community facilities
and services, such as recreation, libraries and schools. In addition, the continued
high costs of housing in Rye — frequently ranked among the highest in the nation —
and modern preferences for larger homes have led to concerns regarding housing
affordability and maintenance of neighborhood character in the face of residential
teardowns.

The City is also subject to a range of regional issues that have a direct impact on
its planning context, including congestion along the 1-287/1-95 corridors, ongoing
weakness in Westchester County’s office market, a growing recognition of the
importance of planning for sustainability and resilience from climate change, and
nationwide shifts in the retail economy.

In the context of these vast and complex changes, Rye seeks to develop a
comprehensive strategy for ensuring orderly growth and development patterns
and a sustainable future. To this end, the City is preparing to update its 1985
Development Plan with the goal of establishing an immediate and long-range
vision and providing clear strategies for implementing that vision. To assist in this
effort, the City seeks a consultant team with proven expertise in master planning
and public outreach and participation strategies. In response, BFJ Planning has
assembled a multi-disciplinary team with the expertise required to produce a
visionary yet achievable Plan to guide Rye's growth and preservation of community
character for the next 10 years. The following section describes some of our team'’s
key qualifications.

Community Outreach — BFJ agrees with the City of Rye that it is critical to
encourage and solicit public input in order to create a plan that is embraced by the
community and reflective of local priorities. We are community-based planners at
heart and are committed to bringing the public into the comprehensive planning
process. Community-based planning can help achieve the following objectives in
developing any planning document:

e Perhaps most importantly, robust public outreach ensures that the plan is
based on the input of the true local experts—people who live and work in the
City and will be most affected by the action items that are implemented as
a result of the plan. In addition, community engagement can help to create
public buy-in, since the focus of the plan is based on local input and the
public can see how the plan is revised over time in response to their feedback.
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e Public outreach during a planning process can help to provide City staff and elected officials with an
update on the concerns of their constituents. City officials are often good about keeping their finger
on the pulse of their community, but it always helps to continue an ongoing dialogue and to use the
comprehensive planning process to reach a broader cross section of the community.

* As consulting planners, we rely upon public outreach as a starting point and ongoing resource to guide
our own understanding of the community. We also take guidance from City staff, elected officials, while
drawing from our own expertise, but our foundation in developing a plan is what we hear from members
of the public.

The public outreach process will play a key role is developing the community’s Vision Statement, determining
key goals and objectives, identifying issues and opportunities, soliciting input throughout the planning process,
and discussing action items and recommendations that will help to achieve the City’s Vision.

Visioning - Planning is a process of formulating both a vision for what a community wants to become and

the developing strategies to achieve that vision. Input received during the community outreach and public

input process will shape the vision for Rye through the next decade. Our proposed outreach approach
discussed below is informed by a diversity of strategies aimed at eliciting meaningful input from representative
stakeholders about what should change in the City, and what should remain constant. The ultimate goal of this
process is not to achieve agreement on every topic discussed, but rather to gain overall consensus for the plan’s
vision.

Technical Planning Assistance — BFJ Planning has worked with more than 30 municipalities throughout the
Northeast in producing master plans, including numerous communities throughout Westchester County. This
unparalleled experience has afforded us an in-depth understanding of not only the substantive components of
a master plan, but also the procedural elements of the process itself, including the legal and political framework
in which master planning exists. Our expertise in this area of planning stretches back more than 35 years, and
we proudly bring this knowledge base to this master planning effort.

Urban Design Capabilities — BFJ employs the latest graphic and visualization technologies to assist in the
master planning process. Our in-house graphic designers and GIS technicians understand the power of
compelling and informative visuals in providing the audience with a clear understanding of the built and natural
environment, both in terms of what exists and in looking at hypothetical build-out scenarios.

Flexibility — Master planning is a process as well as a product. Our experience has shown us that unforeseen
challenges are sometimes inevitable, and require nimble thinking along with a willingness to stay the course. BFJ
has earned a reputation for client loyalty and commitment to seeing even the most challenging project through
to completion. We offer these qualities to this project.

Creativity — The state of our built and natural environment is not, by nature, a static force, and a master

plan should not be either. Investment in the master planning process, therefore, should avoid “cookie-cutter”
recommendations and over-generalized best practices. While we realize that Rye’s Comprehensive Master Plan
update will, in part, build on previous studies, we will approach this project in the manner proven successful in
our many past master planning efforts: with a fresh perspective, a focus on identifying the real underlying issues
and challenges, and tailoring innovative solutions unique to the circumstances. BFJ Planning has developed a
portfolio of planning projects that reflects this approach.

BFJ Planning
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BFJ PLANNING TEAM

BFJ Planning has assembled an ideal team for updating Rye’s Comprehensive
Master Plan. Complementing our firm’s unparalleled experience in producing
master plans for municipalities throughout the New York metropolitan region, we've
partnered with industry-leading firms whose services and expertise match this
project’s technical requirements and creative interests.

BFJ will be lead consultant for the team, responsible for overall project
management and plan preparation. In addition, we will staff and run all project
steering committee meetings and oversee community engagement. We are also
joined by Stantec, for open space and sustainability elements, and our affiliate,
Urbanomics, for demographics and growth trends and economic development
aspects. BFJ shares office space with Urbanomics and has a long history of working
with both firms on comprehensive planning efforts and other projects.

For this project, the project manager would be Simon Kates, AICP, LEED AP, who
would be the day-to-day contact for the City and attend all Steering Committee
and staff meetings, public workshops and neighborhood meetings, and would
coordinate the work of all team members, including subconsultants. Mr. Kates has
experience in comprehensive planning throughout the region, including in Nyack
and New Rochelle, and has managed these and various other types of projects
during his time at BFJ Planning.

See Section 2 of this proposal for BFJ Planning team resumes.

The relevant experience of each sub consultant and particular qualifications of each
team member are addressed in Section 4 of this proposal.

SCOPE OF WORK

The timetable below presents the schedule for completing all of the work items
identified. The outcome of the State Environmental Quality Review (SEQR) process
will determine the overall timeline. If a Negative Declaration is made and no
Generic Environmental Impact Statement (GEIS) is required, the work can be
completed within a 13-month timeframe from receipt of a signed professional
services agreement. If a Positive Declaration is made and a GEIS is prepared, the
timeline would be extended to 18 months.

The key factors to note with the proposed timeline are the following:

e Our commitment to an orderly process, with each work phase/task having a
distinct purpose and timely research, meetings, review and report production.
To this end, we have grouped the tasks outlined in the RFP into four (4) distinct
phases and associated sub-tasks as outlined below.

¢ Our commitment to producing high-quality documents for the City of Rye. The
process is designed to give the BFJ Team and the City the time needed for

e el
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thorough research, competent analyses, thoughtful recommendations and review by the City, project
stakeholders and the public.

e Our commitment fo collaborative planning during the process. We will work closely with our
subconsultants, the City and the Master Plan Committee throughout the project.

e Our commitment to complete the project within the stated timeframe. We strongly believe that
adhering to the project schedule is key to successfully completing a project within the allotted budget.
In our experience, significant delays in schedule can often result in budget overages. For these
reasons, we have a full-service team that will work simultaneously on different work products and
have included regular meetings with the City and Master Plan Committee to ensure that the work
produced meets or exceeds expectations and is submitted, reviewed and finalized in a timely manner.

The work program also includes a schedule of meetings, for which we propose the following within the
13-month timeline:

e A total of eight (8) meetings with the Master Plan Committee, commencing with a project kick-off
meeting.

¢ Two (2) meetings with the City Council to hold a public hearing on the Final Draft Comprehensive
Plan and discuss any changes to the Plan required based on public comments. We also suggest that
the City Council be actively involved in the planning process, attending all visioning sessions. One or
more briefings of the City Council during the drafting of the Plan chapters may be advisable to ensure
they are kept up to date.

e Three (3) public workshops, the last of which will also serve as the Master Plan Committee’s public
hearing.

PHASE 1: PROJECT INITIATION

1.1 PROJECT KICK OFF MEETING

Our work will begin with a review of the relevant planning studies and existing conditions in Rye. A kick-off
meeting will include representatives from the BFJ Planning team, the City Planner and a City-appointed
Master Plan committee (“Steering Committee”). The intent of this initial meeting is to discuss the proposed
approach to the Comprehensive Master Plan update, including the scope of work and project schedule.

We see this meeting as an important first step in the planning process, ensuring that everyone understands
and is in agreement with the approach, scope and timing of the project; the respective roles of participants;
and manner of coordination and collaboration. A key topic to be discussed at this kick-off meeting will be
the development of a community outreach strategy for engaging the various stakeholders in order to create
a consensus driven vision for the Plan update (see more detail below). A distribution of team contacts and
client directory will also take place at this meeting. After the meeting, we propose a tour of key planning
areas with the City Planner.

We assume regular meetings with the Steering Committee, held at key intervals of the project, which

will include project briefings related to Plan elements, results of community engagement, workshop
preparation, etc. The core BFJ Team will attend all Steering Committee meetings in-person. In addition,
throughout the project, BFJ will be involved in ongoing coordination with City staff and Steering Committee
representatives (via conference call, email, or in-person).

BFJ Planning
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1.2 COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT STRATEGY

BFJ will develop a Community Engagement Strategy—in coordination with the
City Planner—that is reflective of targeted public outreach strategies that work in
the City of Rye. We will identify multiple strategies that we can use to reach out to
the public, disseminate information, and provide opportunities for participation in
the planning process. The Community Engagement Strategy will include a range
of outreach methods to ensure maximum exposure and participation, potentially
including but not limited to:

e Project website (see Task 1.3)

* Social media (Facebook, Twitter, Instagram)
We have used various social media outlets to post updates about progress,
information about upcoming meetings, and links to download meeting
materials and draft Plan elements.

* Public workshops (see Task 2.1)
e Small focus group meetings and stakeholder interviews (see Task 2.2)
* Public survey (see Task 2.3)

* Project flyers and E-blasts
BFJ team will prepare project flyers during the course of the project to
publicize public workshops. The flyers will be distributed by BFJ via email to a
database of local stakeholders that we develop in coordination with City staff
and the Master Plan Committee and continue to develop using sign-in lists
at public workshops. We use Constant Contact to manage email campaigns,
which allows us to keep track of how many stakeholders we are reaching,
while also allowing individuals to opt out if they so choose. We will also
print and distribute hard copies of the project flyers for local distribution and
posting in strategic community locations.

A key outcome of the Community Engagement Strategy will be the identification
of specific stakeholders (with contact information) who will need to be involved

in the Plan Update process. These may include neighborhood associations, civic
and non-profit organizations, State or regional planning groups and regional
transportation organizations (e.g. NYS DOT and Metro-North). Once the list of
project stakeholders is developed, it can be refined throughout the duration of the
project and used to send invitations to public events or set up individual meetings.

Role of the Master Plan Committee

Overall direction, policies, and decisions on the project will be solicited through
the Master Plan Committee. Feedback on draft products and information will be
sought from the committee before distribution to the broad range of stakeholders
and public. The committee will collaborate with City staff and BFJ Team through
a series of meetings, to share and review study documents as they are developed.
It is expected that committee members will use their expertise to provide insights
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for discussion at meetings, and will assist the outreach effort by identifying issues, information resources,
stakeholders and potential lines of communication.

Coordination with City Staff, Departments, and City Council

Close coordination with City staff and elected officials is a critical component of a successful
comprehensive plan. We propose frequent close communication with the City Planner throughout the
process to ensure that we remain in close coordination with City objectives during the entire process. We
typically conduct conference calls with the City Planner—either scheduled on a regular basis or informally/
as-needed.

In addition, we believe that meetings and/or conference calls with Department Staff are especially
important for ensuring that a comprehensive plan is action-oriented and can be implemented at the
Department level. Our approach in developing comprehensive plans is to be both ambitious and
pragmatic—close coordination with Department staff is critical to developing a plan that is not only
forward thinking, but also has buy-in from the City staff who are closest to the point of implementation.

Finally, we propose multiple briefings of the City Council and Mayor on a schedule to be determined based
on input with City staff. The City Council is the only body that can adopt the comprehensive plan, and
therefore the council must be kept apprised during the process. We also find it helpful to hear from the
council along the way—as the body who must ultimately adopt the plan, we need to hear from them to
know that we are on the right track. The City Council will also be in-tune with their constituents’ concerns
and can provide an additional outlet for us to hear about key issues that should be addressed in the plan.

Process to Implement and Monitor the Community Engagement Strategy

The BFJ Project Manager will be the leadership point person for management and implementation of the
Community Engagement Strategy, working in coordination with the BFJ Team and City staff. The public
outreach approach will be comprehensive, reaching out to a broad range of stakeholder groups and
audiences as detailed in the Community Engagement Strategy that we develop in coordination with the City
and Master Plan Committee. Although this scope of work outlines a program of work tasks and outreach
tools, the public involvement approach will also be flexible to adjust as the project advances to meet needs
that are identified during the process. After each committee meeting and public workshop, the results of
the outreach will be evaluated (who attended, who we didn't reach, and any comments received) to identify
ways of improving the outreach (finding other methodologies to reach more people; especially those that
are not participating).

Meetings will be documented in the form of meeting summaries that will be reviewed by the project team
and saved for the study record. Meeting summaries will become appendices to the final report for the
study.

1.3 CREATE PROJECT WEBSITE

BFJ will develop an interactive Comprehensive Master Plan Update website that provides background
information on the project, as well as the goals and objectives that the Team has developed in order

to facilitate public input and guide the development of the Plan. Basic project information, such as key
contacts, dates of public meetings and presentations, and digital project materials will be easily accessible
via the project website. Individuals and organizations will be able to send their ideas to a dedicated project
email and sign up to receive project updates and meeting notifications. The website will include links to the
City’s website and any other sites the Steering Committee determines are appropriate. The Team will create
Facebook and Twitter pages that will be used to publicize meeting dates, release documents to the public,

BFJ Planning
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gather public input, and advertise the study website. The social media pages, as

well as specific hashtags developed for the study, will be publicized on all print —
materials. Additionally, links to social media will be included on the website and will & Walk Rye History

be identified in project presentations as a key mechanism for communicating with . oty

the project Team. The website may also allow the public to submit comments and
questions. The site will be updated on a regular basis throughout the project.
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In this task, BFJ will review the existing 1985 Master Plan and other relevant Rye | Eﬁ-ﬁﬁﬁ? e U
policies, plans and guidelines, including the Local Waterfront Revitalization Program Pt e e
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(1991), the current 2017-2021 Capital Improvement Plan, the Report Addressing
House Scale Concerns (2003), the Neighborhood Business District Study (2005),
the Central Business District Plan (2007), the Hazard Mitigation Plan (2007) and
the Central Business District Capital Planning and Streetscape Plan (2009). This
review will help to establish a planning and policy baseline and identify important
development patterns to consider for Rye’s future growth.

PHASE 2: VISIONING
2.1 PUBLIC WORKSHOPS

Public workshops are helpful for us as a consulting firm because they give us an
opportunity to meet and hear from members of the public directly. We use public
workshops throughout the comprehensive planning process as a way to identify
issues and opportunities, test initial concepts, and present action items so that we
can get feedback before finalizing the plan. We propose to conduct a total of three
public workshops during the Comprehensive Master Plan process to present project
findings and collect ideas about key concepts and action items.

1. Comprehensive Plan Vision, Issues and Opportunities
The first public workshop will take place in the second month of the
process and would serve to introduce the project to the public and begin
the participatory process. By this time, we would have had an opportunity
to review recent planning documents and conduct preliminary research on
existing conditions. Therefore, the goal of this workshop is to provide context
for this analytical work by hearing directly from the community.

We suggest formatting this workshop as an interactive open house with a brief
infroductory presentation. The presentation will explain the overall purpose of
the comprehensive plan update, timeline, and initial goals. The presentation
will also provide an overview of the Community Engagement Strategy and

all of the future opportunities to get involved. Following the presentation, we
would break out into an interactive open house during which participants will
have an opportunity to browse among various stations pertaining to plan
update topics. The topics would be broadly focused—not specifically based
on individual plan chapters—with the goal of developing the Comprehensive
Master Plan Vision and identifying Issues and Opportunities. We will develop
these broad topics with the Master Plan Committee, but they may include
issues such as:
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Comprehensive Plan Vision

Neighborhood Character and Urban Design
Natural Resources and Landscape Preservation
Local Economy and Fiscal Sustainability
Housing Affordability

Resilience and Environmental Sustainability
Community Facilities

Each station will be staffed by a member of the BFJ Team and/or the Master Plan Committee.

The stations will contain large-scale boards with graphics and/or maps, flip charts for taking
notes, and questions to prompt discussion and input. Participants will be able to write or draw
directly on the graphics to indicate their issues and concerns, and can engage with the consultants
and Master Plan Committee members in one-on-one and small group conversations to have

their questions answered or share their comments. We have found this format helpful for public
kickoff meetings, to highlight initial issues and opportunities and simply listen to the community’s
concerns.

. Goals and Objectives, Preliminary Action Items/Recommendations

The second public workshop will take place in the fifth month of the process and would give

the public an opportunity to help develop and comment on Goals and Obijectives for each plan
chapter and to assist in developing preliminary Action Items/Recommendations for the plan. At this
point in the process, we will have developed an understanding of some issues and opportunities
for each topic area that the plan covers and will have started considering some action ltems. The
goal of this workshop is to have the public weigh in on the implementable action ltems that will
guide how the plan affects the community in the future.

We suggest formatting this workshop as roundtable discussions. As with the first workshop, the
session will begin with a brief presentation during which we would review the study’s progress and
work completed to date. Following the presentation and a short refreshment break, participants
will engage in small roundtable discussion sessions related to specific topics. Topic areas could

be grouped around plan chapters, geographical areas of the City, or other thematic areas. We
would work with the Master Plan Committee to determine the best strategy for roundtable topics.
A representative from each table would then report their findings back to the group at-large. This
format is effective in helping people feel comfortable in sharing their individual thoughts and
ideas, while also allowing everyone in the room to hear what is discussed in the smaller groups.

. Master Plan Committee Public Hearing—Overview of Action Items/Recommendations

The third and final public workshop would be held after a full draft of the plan is completed,
but before it has been finalized. We see this workshop occurring during the eighth month of
the process and envision formatting the meeting as a facilitated town hall. This meeting format
is useful toward the end of the process as a way to describe in some detail with the plan’s
recommendations are without overwhelming participants with an overly long presentation. For
each section of the plan that includes action items, we would give a concise but comprehensive
overview of the Action ltems in that section, followed by a timed public question and answer
session. The goal of this format is to allow everyone to hear the same information presented
by our team as well as all of the comments. The Q&A sessions are broken down by topic area
to keep them focused on specific items. Since the plan is still in draft form at this stage, there is
plenty of opportunity to hear additional comments and make revisions as necessary.

BFJ Planning
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2.2 FOCUS GROUPS

The BFJ Team will conduct targeted focus group meetings and/or attend community
meetings held by local organizations to gather information from residents, business
owners, and community groups. The focus groups will be scheduled to occur
between the first and second public workshops and are expected to provide an
opportunity for special interest or key stakeholder groups to discuss specific topics
of concern. We anticipate holding up to three focus group/community meetings
during the process. These stakeholder groups may include, but are not limited to,
neighborhood organizations, community-based organization, property owners

and businesses, or other organizations identified with the help of the Master Plan
Committee.

2.3 PUBLIC SURVEY

BFJ will conduct a public survey, which will be administered through an online tool,
such as Survey Monkey. The survey will include questions about community values
and concerns for the City, as well as wishes and wants for the future. The BFJ Team
will tabulate the survey results which will help guide prioritization of certain action
ltems based on the input received. Results will be shared with the Master Plan
Committee and will be included in the final plan.

The advantages of using an online survey are that it is low-cost, can be easily
ramped up to target a large group of people, and that the results can be
automatically compiled, complete with statistics and charts, although some analysis
is still required, particularly for open-ended questions. The disadvantage of online
surveys is that they are self-selecting, and can therefore not be considered truly
scientific. Online surveys, therefore, are best at gathering opinions in a qualitative,
rather than quantitative fashion.

PHASE 3: DRAFT PLAN CHAPTERS

Understanding a community today helps chart its course for tomorrow. The
foundation for any master planning effort, therefore, is gaining an intimate and
holistic understanding of a community in its current state. Because of the length
of time since Rye's last master plan, it will be important to establish a baseline

of existing conditions in order to assess issues and opportunities. However, BFJ's
approach to comprehensive planning seeks to avoid an encyclopedic compilation
of information, but instead to focus on those elements that are most critical for the
community’s future and are subject to change. For Rye, the vast majority of the
community is likely envisioned as remaining stable, with targeted enhancements,
while the key areas that may be subject to change and will be the focus of much
of the planning effort are the City’s central business district, and the office areas
clustered around the 1-95 Exit 19 interchange.

Therefore, the overarching concept of the Comprehensive Master Plan will be to
answer the following key questions, which will be organizing concepts for the Plan
chapters:
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1. What aspects of Rye should be protected and preserved?

2. What aspects of Rye should change in order to grow in a manner consistent with the community’s
vision?

3. What community facilities and infrastructure need to be provided in order to accommodate Rye's
existing and future population?

4. What specific actions need to be implemented to accomplish the above?

Based on Rye’s existing Master Plan and our understanding of New York State law regarding contents of
a comprehensive plan, we propose the chapters listed below. We are flexible in our approach, and these
chapters will be confirmed with the City and the Steering Committee and may be modified based on their
input.

INTRODUCTION AND PLANNING CONTEXT
3.1 INTRODUCTION/EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

An introduction to the Rye Comprehensive Master Plan update, including purpose and function of the plan,
a review of the public participation and planning process and a summary of key recommendations. This
chapter is intended to provide an overall Plan summary and can serve as a standalone document.

3.2 VISION STATEMENT AND PLANNING GOALS

A concise statement of the community’s planning vision, followed by a set of overarching themes and goals,
based on the input gathered from the community engagement process.

3.3 REGIONAL CONTEXT AND DEMOGRAPHIC TRENDS

Rye’s location and role in the region; review of past City planning efforts along with current policies and
plans from the County, State and neighboring municipalities; and other applicable land use, transportation
and planning policies. Also includes a review of the City’s demographic characteristics, including
population composition and change, using data from the 2010 U.S. Census and other sources, and
identifying key issues resulting from demographic trends.

3.4 LAND USE, ZONING AND DEVELOPMENT PATTERNS

An analysis of existing land uses, development patterns, land use trends, constraints to future development,
zoning regulations and recent amendments and overall land use and zoning goals and policies.

WHAT WE SHOULD PRESERVE
3.5 NATURAL AND COASTAL RESOURCES
A discussion of key environmental resources and issues related to wetlands, water bodies and watersheds,

floodplains, stormwater management and conservation areas. Also includes a discussion on Rye's coastal
landscape, including resiliency to climate change and storm impacts.

BFJ Planning
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3.6 HISTORIC AND CULTURAL RESOURCES

Assessment of Rye's historical perspective and significant cultural and historic
assets, including buildings of significant architectural or community interest.

HOW WE SHOULD GROW
3.7 CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT AND OFFICE AREAS

Focus on Rye's primary mixed-use/retail area along Purchase Street and in the
vicinity of the train station, as well as the concentration of commercial office uses
around the 1-95 Exit 19 interchange. This discussion will address the appropriate
mix of uses in these areas, including potential adjustments to zoning to facilitate
appropriate uses, as well as ways to enhance their attractiveness and functionality.

3.8 ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

Discussion of local and regional economic trends and how they affect Rye's
employment, tax base and commuting patterns.

3.9 HOUSING

Analysis of the existing housing stock, housing demand, neighborhoods and
affordability issues. Discussion of the needs to promote housing that serves a wide
range of Rye’s population, including seniors and young families.

WHAT WE SHOULD PROVIDE
3.10 COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND RECREATION

Discussion of municipal facilities, senior centers and schools. Also includes an
analysis of open space and public and private recreation inventory and needs,
including the necessity for both active and passive recreation and the potential for
creation of pedestrian and bike trails.

3.11 TRANSPORTATION

A description of the existing State, regional and local road network and public
transportation (train and bus), bicycle and pedestrian facilities, including recognition
of significant planned improvements. Identification of potential strategies to
promote non-vehicular transportation or public transit and to improve safety and
function of vehicular circulation. Analysis of parking inventory and needs, as well as
strategies to address key issues.

3.12 INFRASTRUCTURE

A discussion of utilities (i.e. water, sewer, stormwater, solid waste and recycling) and
identification of important issues and needs.




5.0 Project Approach and Scope of Work

IMPLEMENTATION
3.13 FUTURE LAND USE PLAN AND IMPLEMENTATION

This chapter will contain a detailed Future Land Use Map that identifies future land use types and densities
based on all of the recommendations contained in the Plan elements and identified during the public
process and through meetings with City staff and the Steering Committee. The map will designate the
types, location, connectivity and intensity of land uses, as well as appropriate zoning controls to achieve the
Comprehensive Master Plan vision.

While a comprehensive plan provides policy recommendations to guide future land use and economic
development decision-making for a municipality, it is only the first step in achieving the community’s vision.
Following adoption of a comprehensive plan, the municipality must implement the recommendations

of the plan in order to put them into action. To this effect, it is critical that the City’s final published
comprehensive plan include a summary of action items that should be undertaken in order to implement
the plan’s policies. As part of the final Plan chapter, we will create an “implementation matrix” that outlines
the policies and strategies contained in each of the plan chapters. We will populate this matrix with action
items (broken out by short- medium and long-term) to be executed by the City; the agency responsible for
each respective action item; order of magnitude cost and time estimates; and identification of any potential
funding sources toward implementation.

As we prepare the draft plan chapters, we will submit them to the Steering Committee for review and
comment. We will meet regularly with the Committee to discuss their feedback and will then revise the
chapters at their direction, after with the chapters can be placed on the project website. Plan chapters will
include an overview of existing conditions, projections of growth trends, assessment of future needs and
policy recommendations. The chapters will all be tied back to the plan vision set forth in Phase 2.

PHASE 4: FINAL PLAN
4.1 DRAFT COMPREHENSIVE MASTER PLAN

Once all of the draft plan chapters have been prepared, we will meet with the Steering Committee to
discuss refinement of the Plan policies and recommendations as necessary, based on input from the public
outreach efforts and direction from the committee. An important focus of this discussion will be the Future
Land Use Map and Implementation Strategy. The Future Land Use Map will graphically illustrate the policy
issues and recommendations of the plan, while the Implementation Strategy will complement and further
expound upon the map. Following this meeting, we will make any necessary changes to the plan and
submit a complete Draft Comprehensive Master Plan to the Steering Committee.

Following submission of the Draft Comprehensive Master Plan to the Steering Committee, the City

must hold a public hearing on the Plan. New York State Law requires that when a municipal governing
body directs a planning board or a special committee (Steering Committee) to prepare a proposed
comprehensive plan, that the board preparing the plan must hold a public hearing. Following the public
hearing and any revisions made to the Draft Plan as a result of the hearing, the Steering Committee must
ultimately vote to recommend the Draft Plan to the City Council. The Council must, within ninety (90) days
of receiving the committee’s recommended Draft Comprehensive Master Plan, and prior to adoption of
the Plan, hold its own public hearing. We propose to present the Draft Comprehensive Master Plan to the
public at the Steering Committee public hearing, which will also serve as the final public workshop (see
Phase 2, above).

BFJ Planning
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EAF and Negative Declaration
4.2 EAF AND SEQR COORDINATION

Part 1 of a Full EAF will be prepared for the proposed action to assist the lead
agency (City Council) in determining whether the proposed action may result in

a significant effect on the environment. The Full EAF will be accompanied by a
detailed project description and illustrative maps and graphics. Upon completion,
Part 1 will be submitted to the City for review and comment. Once comments have
been received from the City, BFJ will finalize the EAF and submit the document to
the City Council for circulation to all interested and involved agencies.

BFJ will prepare a draft Resolution of Intent to be Lead Agency as part of the

SEQR coordinated review process (required for Type | Actions). This Resolution will
establish the City Council’s intent to be the SEQR lead agency for the environmental
review process for the proposed action. The City Council will adopt the Resolution
of Intent to be Lead Agency. The involved agencies will have 30 calendar days to
respond to the EAF and Resolution.

Once the City Council has been established as the lead agency, BFJ will assist the
Council in the preparation of a Part 2 EAF as required by SEQR. The lead agency
is responsible for preparation of Part 2 and normally uses Part 2 EAF to determine
whether the proposed action will result in any significant adverse impacts.

4.4 SEQR DETERMINATION AND FINAL COMPREHENSIVE MASTER PLAN
ADOPTION

Using the information provided in Part 1 and 2 of the EAF, the lead agency

will determine the significance of the action by making a positive or negative
declaration. In this case, we are proceeding under the assumption that the City
Council will adopt a negative declaration on the project, and that a Generic
Environmental Impact Statement (GEIS) will not be prepared. BFJ will prepare the
Negative Declaration forms and associated resolutions. Our past experience in
preparing comprehensive plans for Westchester County municipalities, including
those of the Villages of Bronxville, Mamaroneck, Tuckahoe, Rye Brook, Nyack and
Pleasantville, has shown that this is the preferred approach. However, if a Positive
Declaration of significance is determined for the project, a GEIS must be prepared,
and would require a supplemental contract of services, including an additional
budget allocation.

Following the City Council’s public hearing, we will review any proposed changes
with the Council. Once an agreed-upon set of changes are identified we would
make any necessary revisions to the draft Plan and prepare documents for
approval. The City Council would then be in a position to adopt the Comprehensive
Master Plan following completion of the SEQR process outlined above.
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Positive Declaration and GEIS
4.2 EAF, SEQR COORDINATION AND SEQR DETERMINATION

As with Task 4.2 under the Negative Declaration option above, BFJ will prepare Part 1 of a Full EAF will
be prepared for the proposed action to assist the City Council in determining whether the proposed action
may result in a significant effect on the environment. Once comments have been received from the City,
BFJ will finalize the EAF and submit the document to the City Council for circulation to all interested and
involved agencies.

BFJ will also prepare the Resolution of Intent establishing the City Council’s intent to be the SEQR lead
agency for the environmental review process for the proposed action, and, once lead agency has been
established, will assist the Council in the preparation of a Part 2 EAF as required by SEQR. The following
tasks assume the City Council determines that adoption of the Plan could result in potentially significant
adverse impacts (Positive Declaration), requiring preparation of a Generic Environmental Impact Statement.

4.3 PREPARATION OF DGEIS
Scoping and Scoping Session

a. Draft Scope - This sub-task would commence with a “kick off” meeting with the City Council and/
or City Staff to discuss the content of the draft scoping document and any specific concerns of board
members regarding potential project impacts. Based on this initial meeting, we will assist the Council
by preparing a preliminary draft written scope of issues to be addressed in the Draft GEIS.

b. Public Scoping Session and Final Scope - As per SEQR, the City must provide an opportunity for
the public and other interested and involved agencies to participate in the scoping process. While this
requirement can be satisfied through the exchange of written materials, it would be appropriate to
hold a public scoping session. The two objectives of the scoping session would be to (1) to potentially
eliminate from consideration those impacts that are irrelevant or nonsignifcant, and (2) to provide
the public with an opportunity to participate in the identification of potential impacts. We would
discuss all relevant public comments with the City and determine whether specific comments should
be incorporated into the scoping document. Once the appropriate time has been given for public
comment on the scoping document, we will prepare a final scoping document, on behalf of the City
Council, to finalize the contents of the DGEIS.

DGEIS Preparation and Review

In general, the DGEIS will describe the Comprehensive Master Plan update, describe the environmental
setting of the action, outlines the potential environmental impacts and suggests measures to mitigate

each of the potentially adverse impacts. The DGEIS also contains sections on reasonable alternatives to
the proposed action and a description of possible future actions. The DGEIS uses primary and secondary
data sources to assess the potential impacts of the proposed action, including information obtained during
drafting of the Comprehensive Master Plan as described above.

DGEIS Public Review Period and Public Hearing

After the DGEIS document is accepted by the City Council as complete, it is circulated and the public
comment period begins. SEQR provides for a minimum 30-day comment period, although the lead agency
can extend the comment period if deemed appropriate. During this public review period, a public hearing
will be held; we propose that this hearing be a combined public hearing on the DGEIS and Comprehensive

BFJ Planning
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After the close of the comment period, BFJ will prepare the FGEIS document,
which incorporates responses to all written comments received on the DGEIS and
all comments made or submitted at the public hearing. As with the DGEIS, we
will submit the draft FGEIS to the City Council for review; revisions received will
be incorporated into the FGEIS and the final FGEIS submitted to the Council for
approval.

4.5 FINDINGS STATEMENT

BFJ will prepare a Findings Statement for the City Council that summarizes the
review process and makes key environmental conclusions on the basis of the SEQR
documentation that has been prepared.

4.6 FINAL PLAN ADOPTION

Once the Findings Statement has been adopted by the City Council, the SEQR
process is complete and the Council would be in a position to adopt the
Comprehensive Master Plan.
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COMPREHENSIVE MASTER PLAN UPDATE

7.0 Deliverables

PROJECT DELIVERABLES
Phase 1 Deliverables:
e Written summaries of all Steering Committee meetings.

e Community Engagement Strategy, including a contact list of key stakeholders
that will be updated throughout the Plan Update process.

e A fully interactive and up-to-date website that will be launched within the
first four-five weeks of the project’s commencement and maintained for its

duration.

Phase 2 Deliverables:

e Public workshops, including summary reports.
e Public survey summary report.

Phase 3 Deliverables:

e Draft Plan chapters, reviewed with Master Plan committee and placed on
project website.

Phase 4 Deliverables:

e Environmental Assessment Form, Parts 1, 2 and 3 (Determination of
Significance).

¢ Intent to be Lead Agency Resolution

e All required SEQR notices.

e Draft and Final Scoping Document (if required)

e PowerPoint for Scoping Session and Public Hearing (if required)
e Draft GEIS (if required)

e Final GEIS (if required)

e Findings Statement (if required)

e Final Comprehensive Master Plan, in hard copy and digital form. All mapping
shall be in a format acceptable to the City for continued use and updating.

BFJ Planning
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CITY OF RYE

VENDOR CONFLICT OF INTEREST QUESTIONNARE instructions:

Question 1:

Question 2:

Question 3:

] BoxA:

] BoxB:

[] BoxC:

1 BoxD:

Question 4:

Enter your name and the name of your business.

If you are updating an existing form for a bid or
proposal check box 2.

Enter the name of the government official or City
employee you know where a conflict of interest
might exist on the line. If there’s none, leave the
name of officer blank.

Check “Yes” or “No” in Box A, B, and C

does the government official or City employee
named receive income or money from the company
filing the form?

does the company (person filing) receive income or
money from the government official or City
employee, not from the government?

is the filer employed by a company or corporation
in which the government official or City employee is
an officer, or director, or part owner?

Describe your employment or business relationship
with the government official or City employee. If
there’s none, write “none” in space D.

Sign and date the Conflict of Interest form



|:1950 19E1

CITYor RYE N 1942

CONFLICT OF INTEREST QUESTIONNAIRE

For vendor or other person doing business with the City of Rye

OFFICE USE ONLY
This questionnaire is being filed in accordance with New York State General Municipal Law § 103 by a person
who has a business relationship with the City of Rye. Date Received

By request of the City of Rye this questionnaire must be filed by a vendor that wishes to conduct business or
be considered for business with the City. They must declare any business affiliation with a government official
or City employee.

The form is a mandatory requirement of a submission of any bid, proposal or contract to the City of Rye. Any
bid, proposal, or contract submitted without a signed copy of the Conflict of Interest form shall be considered
incomplete and will be rejected by the City.

m Name of person who has a business relationship with local governmental entity.

B Planning
E

[] Check this box if you are filing an update to a previously filed questionnaire.

N A
[3

Name of local government officer/City employee with whom filer has employment or business relationship.

N [

Name of Officer

This section (item 3 including subparts A, B, C & D) must be completed for each officer/City employee with whom the filer has an
employment or other business relationship. Attach additional pages to this Form CIQ as necessary.

A. Is the local government officer/City employee named in this section receiving or likely to receive taxable income, other than
investment income, from the filer of the questionnaire?

[ Jves il No

B. Is the filer of the questionnaire receiving or likely to receive taxable income, other than investment income, from or at
the direction of the local government officer/City employee named in this section AND the taxable income is not received from

the local governmental entity?

[ JYes [t} No

C. Is the filer of this questionnaire employed by a corporation or other business entity with respect to which the local
government officer/City employee serves as an officer or director, or holds an ownership of 10 percent or more?

[JYes |$ No

D. Describe each employment or business relationship with the local government officer/City employee named in this section.

202 |iF

Signature of person doing business with the City of Rye Date

BFJ Planning



NON-COLLUSIVE AFFADAVIT

COMPLIANCE WITH SECTION 103D GENERAL MUNICIPAL LAW
(TO BE SUBMITTED WITH BID PROPOSAL)

PART1 STATE OF New York )

PART1 COUNTY OF New York ) ss:

Susan Favate, Principal

3
(Here insert fill name of owner, partuer, officer, representative, or agent of Contracior)

Being first duly sworn, deposes and says that:

1. He is (Owner, partner, officer, representative or agent} of

BFJ Planning, 115 5th Avenue New York, New York 10003

(Here insert fill name and address or legal title of Contractor)
the Bidder that has submitted the attached Bid;

2. He further states and affirms:
{(a) By submission of this bid, each bidder and each person signing on behalf of any
bidder certifies, and in the case of a joint bid each party thereto certifies as to its own
organization, under penalty of perjury, that to the best of knowledge and belief:

(1) The prices in this bid have been arrived at independently without collusion,
consultation, communication, or agreement, for the purpose of restricting
competition, as to any matter relating to such prices with any bidder or with any
competitor;

(2) Unless otherwise required by law, the prices which have been quoted in this bid
have not been knowingly disclosed by the bidder and will not knowingly be
disclosed by the bidder prior to opening, directly or indirectly, to any other
bidder or to any competitor; and

(3) No attempt has been made or will be made by the bidder to induce any other
person, partnership or corporation to submit or not to submit a bid for the
purpose of restricting competition.



(b) A bid shall not be considered for award nor shall any award by made where (a) (1), (2),
and (3) above have not been complied with; provided, however, that if in any case the
bidder cannot make the foregoing certification, the bidder shall so state and shall furnish
with the bid a signed statement which sets forth in detail the reasons therefore. Where (a)
(1), (2), and (3) above have not been complied with, the bid shall not be considered for
award nor shall any award be made unless the City Council, for its designee, determines
that such disclosure was not made for the purpose of restricting competition.

The fact that a bidder has published price lists, rates or tariffs covering items being
procured, has informed prospective customers of proposed or pending publication of new
or revised prices lists for such items, or has sold the same items to other customers at the
same prices being bid, does not constitute, without more, a disclosure within the meaning
of subparagraph 2(a) hereof.

3. Any bid hereafter made hereunder by a corporate bidder for work or services performed or to
be performed by, goods sold or to be sold, where competitive bidding is required by statute,
rule, regulation, or local law, and where such bid contains the certification referred to in
subparagraph (a) hereof, shall be deemed to have been authorized by the board of directors of
the bidder, and such authorization shall be deemed to include the signing and submission of
the bid and the inclusion therein of the certificate as to non-collusion as the act and deed of the
corporation.

PART | o~ O S

(Signed)

PART 1 Principal
(Title)

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

0. Dayof Yeveuat s , 2047

v >
N0 0.0 Re sy, Titte

(Notary)

MILDRED C. RAMOS
Notary Public, State of New York
No. 01RA4854309
Qualified in Westchester County
Commission Expires March 3, 9(¢

BFJ Planning



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

NO. 12 DEPT.: Finance DATE: April 19, 2017

CONTACT: Joseph S. Fazzino, Deputy City Comptroller
AGENDA IT_EM: Resolution to transf_er funds donated to FOR THE MEETING OF:
the Branching out for Rye Campaign to the General .
Fund, Shade Tree cost center. April 19, 2017

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council adopt the following resolution:

WHEREAS, the Branching out for Rye Campaign raised funds to purchase and plant
trees for the City of Rye; and

WHEREAS, due to the generosity of campaign donors, an amount of $3,750.00 was
raised during the campaign; and

WHEREAS, the donations must be transferred into the project account as preparations
are made to have the trees purchased and planted; be it therefore

RESOLVED, that the City Comptroller is authorized to transfer the amount of $3,750.00
from the General Fund account to the General Fund Account "Shade Tree Project” for the
purchase of trees using funds donated.

IMPACT: [ Environmental ¥ Fiscal (1 Neighborhood [ Other:

BACKGROUND:

See attached request from the Sustainability Committee.




Dear Mayor Sack and members of the Rye City Council,

The Rye Sustainability Committee and CC/AC would like to thank you very much for supporting
and facilitating the creation of the Branching Out for Rye tree fund. Since launching the fund in
2016, we have raised over $3,750 for the planning, purchasing and planting of municipal trees
throughout the City of Rye.

As you know, the fund will help replace many trees in Rye that have been lost in recent years
due to extreme weather events, old age, disease, development and construction. We are
excited to announce that we will be breaking ground with the planting of the first Tree Fund
tree on Wednesday, April 19th from 3-3:30pm at the corner of Purchase and EIm Streets. We
cordially invite you to this occasion, which we will be marked with a ribbon cutting ceremony
and acknowledgement of all parties who have helped make this possible.

We also formally request that the funds needed from time to time for the Tree Fund purchasing
and planting during 2017 be transferred by April 19 from the earmarked account supervised by

the Finance Department to the Department of Public Works.

Please RSVP to let me know whether or not you can attend the event on April 19th. We hope to
see you there.

Sincerely,

Sara Goddard
Chair, Rye Sustainability Committee



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

NO. 13 DEPT.: Police DATE: April 19, 2017

CONTACT: Commissioner of Public Safety Michael C. Corcoran, Jr.
AG!ENDA ITE_M: Resolution to aut_horlze expenditure of FOR THE MEETING OF:
police donations reserved for Police Programs for the Aoril 19. 2017
purchase of items for the Adopt-a-School Program. prit 19,

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council adopt the following resolution:

WHEREAS, the City Manager and the Public Safety Commissioner have approved a request
of the Rye Police Department to purchase items to be used in the Adopt-a-School Program in
the amount of $294.54 with funds available in the police donations account, and;

WHEREAS, sufficient funds exist in the police donations account to comply with the
aforementioned request of the Rye Police Department; now therefore be it;

RESOLVED, that $294.54 be appropriated from the police donations account to increase
2017 General Fund Donations Reserved for Police programs.

IMPACT: [ Environmental M Fiscal [ Neighborhood [ Other:

BACKGROUND: The Police Donations account was established to account for donations made
by the general public for the specific purpose of benefiting the City of Rye Police Department.
The process to release these funds requires that a request made by the Rye Police Department
is approved by the Public Safety Commissioner and City Manager, and finally by resolution of
the City Council. The Rye Rotary Club presented the Police Department with a donation of
$1,500.00 for continuing efforts in the Police Department’'s Adopt-a-School Program. The City
Council is asked to authorize the request for funds to be used in the Rye Police Department
Adopt-a-School Program.




< CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

NO. 14 DEPT.: City Manager’s Office DATE: April 19, 2017

CONTACT: Marcus Serrano, City Manager
AGENDA ITEM: Resolution ratifying the qppomtmer_\t of FOR THE MEETING OF:
one member to the Emergency Medical Services

Committee for a three-year term expiring on June 30, April 19, 2017

2017. RYE CITY CODE,
CHAPTER
SECTION

RECOMMENDATION: Approval by Mayor and City Council of the appointment of Mr. Bart
DiNardo, the City of Rye Community Representative, to the Emergency Medical Services
Committee.

IMPACT: [] Environmental [ ] Fiscal [_] Neighborhood [_] Other:

BACKGROUND:

The term of Bart DiNardo, the Community Representative to the Emergency Medical Services
Committee from the City of Rye, will expire on June 30, 2017. Section 3A of the Inter-
Municipal Agreement states that the community representatives shall be “recommended by the
Corps and ratified by joint resolution of the municipalities.” The City of Rye and the Villages of
Port Chester and Rye Brook have joined in this inter-municipal cooperative.

Mr. DiNardo has expressed his willingness to continue as the City of Rye’s representative and
the Corps recommends his reappointment. The City of Rye’s resolution will then be sent to the
Village of Port Chester and the Village of Rye Brook for approval.

See attached.




PORT CHESTER-RYE-RYE BROOK
L EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES

4/6/2017

Mr. Marcus Serrano
Manager

The City of Rye

1051 Boston Post Road
Rye, N.Y. 10580

Dear Mr. Serrano:

The Inter-Municipal Agreement for Emergency Medical Services established the Emergency Medical
Services Committee (EMSC). The Term of Mr. Bart DiNardo, the Community Representative to the
Committee from the City of Rye will expire on June 30" 2017. Mr. DiNardo has been an active member of
the EMSC and has expressed his desire to continue as Rye’s representative.

Section 3A of the Inter-Municipal Agreement states that the community representative shall be
“recommended by the Corps and ratified by joint resolution of the municipalities”. In accordance with the
agreement I respectfully submit Bart DiNardo for reappointment to the EMSC for a term of three (3) years,
ending June 30, 2020. I request this matter be placed on the agenda of the next scheduled City of Rye Board
meeting.

Please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions, comments or concerns.
Sincerely,

e

Scott T. Moore
EMS Administrator

“Caring for the Community since 1968”
417 Ellendale Avenue Port Chesier, 1Y, 10573,

Phone: 914-939-8112 Fax: 914-939-1075 EMSADM2@aol.com




CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

NO. 15 DEPT.: Police DATE: April 19, 2017

CONTACT: Michael C. Corcoran, Jr., Commissioner of Public Safety
AGENDA_ ITEM: Consideration of the p_roposed cha_nges FOR THE MEETING OF:
and additions to the Rules and Regulations of the City of .
Rye Police Department: General Order #102.8, General April 19, 2017
Order #103.7, General Order #103.10, General Order RYE CITY CODE,
#115.3, General Order #116.2, General Order #118.10, CHAPTER
and the addition of General Orders #118.2 and 120.10. SECTION

RECOMMENDATION: Approval of a revision to six (6) General Orders and the addition of two
(2) new General Orders.

IMPACT: [] Environmental [ ] Fiscal [_] Neighborhood [X] Other:
Enhancement of the operational effectiveness of the Department.

BACKGROUND:

e Revision of General Order #102.8 regarding the operational guidelines of the Bicycle Patrol Unit

e Revision of General Order #103.7 regarding the carry and use of Oleoresin Capsicum (O.C.) Spray

e Revision of General Order #103.10 regarding the training, deployment, use and aftercare of
Conducted Electrical Weapons

e Revision of General Order #115.3 regarding the procedures for the training of new police officers
during post-academy training

e Revision of General Order #116.2 regarding promotions and appointments

e Addition of General Order #118.2 regarding a performance tracking software program entitled
“Guardian Tracking”

e Revision of General Order #118.10 establishing uniform guidelines on Training and Records

e Addition of General Order #120.10 establishing administrative and operational procedures to
regulate the collection, reporting, processing and dissemination of intelligence information.

The General Orders have been provided to the Rye Police Association for review pursuant to the
provisions of the collective bargaining agreement.
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