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pecial South Richmond Development District

« Created in response to rapid growth after the opening of the Verrazzano Bridge.
« Goals aim to balance development with natural feature preservation.

*  One-third of Staten Island’s land area.

» Distribution of lots: 41% one- & two-family homes, 19% vacant land, 18% parks, 4%

commercial, 3% industrial.

Special South Richmond Development District (SSRDD) | 1975

m Tottenville B Annadale
m Charleston W Eltingville
B Rossville B Arden Heights
m Sandy Ground B Great Kills
SR B Woodrow M Prince’s Bay
W Bay Terrace H Richmond Valley

M Pleasant Plains
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Community feedback over the decades

&FZSI

“Why is the approval process so

A

complex and burdensome for

smaller projects?”

-ANNING

“Why do individual homeowners
need to spend extra time and
money for CPC approvals unlike

other areas of the Borough?”

4

“Why doesn’t the City focus resources
on larger sites to prevent destruction

of sensitive natural resources?”



ommunity outreach sessions

Staten Island Working Group Members:

* S| Borough President’s Office
¢ Sl Councilmember’s Office (District 51) . K \ ’ l £ : | ,, COMMUNITY BOARD 3
* S| Community Board 3 3 | 2 - l ' : ; i
* S| Chapter - American Institute of Architects
* S| Building Industry Association

< NYC Department of Buildings

* NYC Department of Parks

* NYC Department of Transportation

INITIAL PROPOSAL | FEEDBACK PROPOSAL DEVELOPMENT PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS REFINE PROPOSAL |SCOPING MEETING |PAUSE

Develop initial proposal Presentations to Continue working group Publicly share Preliminary Refine draft zoning Finalize Draft Scope of CB's request the
with working group community boards sessions and interagency Recommendations Report proposal and continue Work and hold Public study be paused
and interagency and public open coordination to develop environmental analysis Scoping Meeting until meetings can
partners houses to obtain proposal be conducted

feedback on proposal in-person again

WORKING GROUP SESSIONS ONGOING COMMUNITY FEEDBACK

P e e P f

SPRING SPRING
2015 2019

SUMMER JANUARY SPRING
2019 2021 2021
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Goals established by the Working Group

SIMPLIFY the approval process

* Create home-owner friendly zoning regulations for small properties.

ndations

ESTABLISH greater predictability

* Codify rules for natural feature preservation and neighborhood character

based on 50 years of best practices.

IMPROVE regulations for larger sites

* Focus CPC and CB review on large and environmentally sensitive sites.

PLANNING 7 .
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Current Zoning Structure

Application Type and Workload

Zoning Text

. . . - . 8900 T Sy 9
* Requires DCP review of virtually every residential lot. ISLAND & B 100%

Within Special Districts

* Over half (57%) of the applicationsreviewed by SIO are in SSRDD

. . : % 1
with two-thirds (67%) for one/two family homes. SHPD o
* Majority of applicationsare Certifications for: R £
* Subdivision " ; One and Two Multi-Family and
- } 44% of all appllcatlons Family Homes Non-Residential
* PublicSchool Seats
EXISTING APPROVALS

* Authorizations require CPC review for:

* Tree Removal

* Topographic Modification

* Group Parking Facilities

'LANNING



ummary of Proposed Zoning Structure

ESTABLISH IMPROVE

SIMPLIFY

- Small Subdivisions (under 1 acre) would be filed directly at DOB.

. * Remove outdated zoning regulationswhich have zero applicability today.
As-of-Right

* Tree removal and topographic modification on small sites (under 1 acre) would be reviewed

by DOB.

* Most large sites +1 acre would require an action from DCP.

CPC/CB Review | . Regulationsfor Designated Open Space (DOS) would remain unchanged and continue to be

reviewed by DCP with minor edits to the Text Maps.
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4. Designated Open Space

S e R B i
iy

Mo Disturtaance of Coinieal Root Zome
Comical Root Zese.
T

7. Parking Facilities +30
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South Richmond Zoning Relief - Summary

1. Area D/F/K & Park Streets

* Remove old zoning regs with

low/no applicability

2. Subdivisions & SS

* Remove SD Certs for small
sites
* RemoveSS Certs due to

outdated methodology

3. Tree Planting

* Flexibility fortree
replanting on small sites
* DOB continue to enforce

tree rules as they do today

4. Designated Open Space

* Clean-up/digitize the Text
Maps to remove conflicts

and improve legibility

* Acknowledge DEC
wetlands onsites +1 acre
to align with the goals of
SSRDD

6. Arterial Streets

*  Modify current structure
for additional curb cuts
«  Remove bldg setback regs

in Town Centers

7. Group parking +30

* Shift Auth tofocuson large
sites +1 acre

* Improve findings for n’hood
character and overall site

design

8. Plan Review Sites

» Shift CPC/CBreview to
large/sensitive sites:

e +]1 acre

PLANNING




eedback from Local Stakeholders

'LANNING

“Over the past several months, we have worked collectively and come up with a proposal that will benefit the residents of

South Richmond. We are delighted this proposal is moving into public review” — Thomas Barlotta, CB3 Land Use Chairman

“Under the current rules, a homeowner in the SSRDD has to navigate a labyrinth of time-consuming regulations and approvals
just to make a simple improvement on a property. This new proposal removes many of those unnecessary barriers, while
striking the proper balance between protecting property rights and preserving the natural environment and unique

character of these communities” — Councilmember Joseph Borelli

“We’re supportive of clear and concise rules that are not unnecessarily complicated and costly for homeowners to complete
a simple improvement to their property. This zoning relief proposal can help minimize the cost and time for residents by
streamlining those processes. We encourage the public to get involved with their thoughts and suggestions on how to

improve the recommendations.” — Staten Island Borough President Vito Fossella

“For years, South Richmond homeowners have been hamstrung by needlessly complicated rules and a tangled web of red
tape. Now, our administration has come to the table with Borough President Fossella, Councilmember Borelli, and our |

partners in the community to ‘Get Stuff Done’” — Mayor Eric Adams
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Questions & Discussion
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Chair Certification required for any residential development

107-121 - Public schools

LAST AMENDED
e

For any #develapments containing #residential vsess, the Department of Bulldings shall be in reecipt of o cenificatlon from the

Chatrperson of the City Manalng Commission which certifies that sufllclent #schools capaciiy exiars 1o sccommodate the
Fthe wdes clopmenta, All applications for certiflcatton pursaant 1o

anticlpared primary and intermediare public school child,
this Sectlon shall be referred by the Chalrperson of the Conmission 10 the Board of Education,

ton shall insise 1 report concerning the avallabilliy of sschaols capacity within 60 days afier recelpt of the

he Board of Edu
alepersan of thie Commission shall respond within %0 days after recelpt of an application. The repors shiall

application. The

specify the following

(1) whether or not gschools space s avallable:
(h) i sachools space s ot available, the repore shall include:
(1) the number of sears required:
(2)  the grade organdzation;
(3 the location of the #schools;
(3} the sl of sschools (sq. fr. per pupll); and
(5} the proposed Mnanclng mechanism

on, suflflelent #xchools capacity shall be devmed 1o exiar i1

For the purposes of this Sec

(1) wuch capacity s vallable In existing sichoolsy; or

(2)  constuetion funds have been suthorbsed n the Capiral Bodget 10 accommodate anticlpated primary ind Intermediate
or within three years from the dte of the

publc school children fram the sdevelopments upon its comple
Chalrperson’s certification; or
(3 sufficlent pschools space Is 1o be provided by the spplicant under a plan jointly spproved by the Clialrperson of the
Commission and Board of Education,
After approval of the Chairperson of the Commision and Board of Education of the applicant’s plan 1o provide the #schools
shuilldings, the certificatlon may be granted efihier wpon approval of a Nnanclal agreement hy the Board of Estlmare or such
puaranice of construction with proviston for furure sschoold eccupancy as may be aceepted by the Board of Edueation and the
Chalrperson of the Commissian.
Haweser, the Chaltpesson of the Commission may grant such certification I capacity Is not currently avaflable and the Board
of Education afier conmlting with the Community Sehool Board derermines that the Impact from the #development# will have

a minimal effect on the concerned aschoolss and Inchides such stavement In their report

A centiffcation by the Chalrperson of the Commilsston that sulllclent capacity will be avallahle In the public aschoolse, s set
forth In the above clrcumstances, shall automatically Iapse ITsubssamial construciion of the foundatlons of the sdeselopmenis
in accordance with appraved plans has not been completed within one year Irom the date of such certificarlon

No certification concerning the availability of Sschools capacity shall be required for any sdevelopments within a




SRDD Regulation #2 — Designated Open Space

« Text Amendment may be required to build single-family home due to location of DOS on subject zoning lot.

Mormepian

56 WILLIAM AVENUE

Staten Isltand -~ Community District 3

M Staten lsland Borough Office | Review Session | February 27, 2023
LANNING

Designated Open  Development Site Affected Lots
Space 10,712 sqft 3,996 sqft 30,969 saft
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SSRDD Regulation #3 — Tree Removal & Topographic Modification

e CPC Authorization required if tree removal or topographicmodification isnot within a proposed buildingfootprint,
eight-foot construction zone, or required parking areas.

Proposed Modifications of Topography

Proposed Tree Removal

+ 30,184 cublc yards of cut/removal of existing topography
+ 28,957 cuble yards of (il over existing topography
* Varying in height between 2 and 10 t in certain areas.

—— Proposed Grade -Gt - Fil i y e '
p ” + Removal of 971 existing trees, of which 296 require an authorization

T@ ‘ pursuant to ZR 107-64.

+ 273 new trees will be planted to comply with the minimum tree planting
requirements.

Tree removal

subject to
authorization
(T A : Tree removal J
» - i ) \ L~ 3 - g
d e permitted by zoning !
ol : ! | o
@‘ :2 » i_3 =
1 T
P N1 2l 2 K
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. Areas D, F, & K and Park Streets

* Conditions have changed since in 1975.

*  CPC Certification needed for Special Areas D, F, and K.
* AreaD- Parkacquisitions and DEC wetland mapping.

* AreasFand K- area is fully developed.

Park Streets

*  Curb cut and setbacks made redundant by LDGMA.

Landscaping regs are now in underlying zoning (ie. street

trees and frontyard planting).

Proposed Solutions

* Remove Special Areas D, F, and K from the text.

* Remove Park Street designations from the text

s Park Street

- Parks

ANNING



2a. Subdivisions

Nearly all subdivisions are for two or three homes/lots.

* Simple Certification which does not provide for valuable input.

* Onlargessites with sensitive features, the CPC relies on SRD goals to

request preservation of natural features rather than the Certification

itself.

Proposed Solution

* Remove the Subdivision Certs for small lots under 1 acre.

* Strengthen CPC/CB review on larger sites over 1 acre to provide

meaningful input on preservation and site design.

LANNING
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b. School Seats

Capital Plan Reports & Data Home - Community - Capital Plan Reports & Data

I Overview Querview Capital Plan Demographic Projection Enraliment, Capacity & Utilization

e  OUTDATED ZONING —the School Seat Certification was created at a time

Housing Projections  Sub-District Maps  Local Law 167 Reports
Capital Plan R

When SSRDD had Iittle pUbliC SChOO| infl’aStrU Ctu I'E With nO Capital Do The Enroliment, Capacity & Utilization Report is an annual document that provides information on

school organization and school building utilization. The utilization data is derived by using

] New School Sites

Agen cy to track the n eed for ca pac|ty information from the Principal Annual Space Survey where principals report on how spaces are

being used during a given school year. This Report is designed to provide a standardized assessment

Our Work +
I of capacity for each scheool and school building and assist decision-making relative to space

utilization
|  External Affairs

« The SCA has been utilizing a separate methodology to determine school Envaliment, Capacity and Utilzation Report 2019 - 2020

| Ervironmental Initiatives
Enroliment, Capacity and Utilization Report 2018 - 2019

%
capacity for several years. | B
Enroliment, Capacity and Utilization Report 2017 - 2018
I Public Art for Public Enroliment, Capacity and Utilization Report 2016 - 2017
Schools

Enroliment, Capacity and Utilization Report 2015 - 2016
I Environmental Due
Diligence Enroliment, Capacity and Utilization Report 2014 - 2015

Enrall t, Ci ity ltilization Report 2013 - 2014
I After Hours Work nroliment, Capacity and Utilization Repor

| Newsand Media
Proposed Solutions

| Overview

Overview Capital Plan Dermographic Projection Enrollment, Capacity & Utilization

¢ Remove the School Seat Certification from the zoning text.

Housing Projections  Sub-District Maps  Local Law 167 Reports

ital Plan Reports &

New housing development projects can stress the local schools by introducing an influx of new

students. The Department of Education collaborates with other City Agencies to develop a

® AIIOW the SCA tO Continue utiliZing thEir‘ Capital Plan tO prOiECt SChOOl Capacity || MewischodiSkes comprehensive list of new housing starts and incorporates the expected increase in schocl-age
| o Work population into its projections. Following are housing projection reports used in developing the
ur 'arl
and future need as they have been doing for years. projectio
l Bernal A » Projected New Housing Starts as Used in 2020-2029 Enroliment Projection

= Projected Public School Ratio
1 Environmental Initiatives

21
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B. Tree Regulations

m Proposed Solutions

*  Many homeowners are unaware of today's rules which make it * Remove CPC Auth for tree removal on small sites (under 1 acre).

difficult to enforce and results in onerous violations/fines.

* Retain DOB review for minimum tree credit requirements.

* Tree removal beyond building/parking requires CPCvote.

» Update tree credit system to incentivize tree preservation

* Existing rules don’t encourage preservation of larger trees.

Establish planting standards for health and longevity of trees.

0666000 PPY WS

g 7 8 ' 9 10

Existing

Caliper 67 9* {24 oS IE

Proposed 1 2 3 4 5

PLANNING 2



. Designated Open Space — Text Maps

* Uncleardimensions in the Text Maps.

* Mapped over improved and traveled streets.

Mapped either across or adjacent to existing building

footprints restricting usable rear yard for homeowners.

Proposed Solutions

* Clean-up the map

* Remove isolated parcels of DOS.

* Remove conflicts with buildings built pre-1975.
* Total existing DOS =1,398 acres (100%)

¢ 1,347 acres retained (96.4%)

* 51acresremoved (3.6%)

\NNING



5. Large Sites with DEC Wetlands

* Goals of SSRDD aim “to avoid destruction of irreplaceable natural and

recreational resources such as lakes, ponds, watercourses, beaches...”.

* However, existing CPC Authorizations don’t achieve this goal and are only

focused on trees and topography (ZR 107-64 and 107-65).

Proposed Solutions

* Update zoning to acknowledge DEC wetlands — not to regulate.

* CPCto establish "area of no disturbance" on large sites +1 acre that have non-

DEC wetlands to strengthen the goals of SSRDD.

LANNING

Legend
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. Arterial Streets

Additional curb cuts prohibited as-of-right even if required for emergency

access or improved circulation.

o

Setback requirements (20-foot to 35-foot) prevent streetwall buildings and

walkable main streets in historic town centers.

Proposed Solutions

Codify existing policy to allow additional curb cuts on arterials as-of-right
with DOT and DOB review.

Update setback map to allow streetwall buildings in town centers.

Removed EEEmEmEEEEE®
* Remove 16k feet, Add 38k feet, Retain 280k feet

Added Jomiaas: ST e s s ]

‘ Retained EEEEEEEESR
* AddArthurKill Road to the Arterial Text Map.

25
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. Group Parking Facility over 30 spaces

«  Currentrules have narrow scope of findings which limit CPC/CB input to : NNINN NN AT
vehicular ingress and egress rather than overall circulation. N NENNENONYNANYN
lt Parking Spaces Under Building
+ Sites less than 1 acre are limited in CPC/CB review due to needing to meet A AN Il W
ALABAATAIATATA X
zoning, parking, building, and fire code requirements. [r \ 'ilL VN VNV AN
- | NS I P it fEE R TN .
* Underlying zoning rules were adopted in 2007 for parking lot landscaping and e —_—
ilitv t ; ilities. Sy ®)
maneuverability to address group parking facilities Eﬁ?:r:zdme ——!__| —_'J__ [ ==
| Required .
e - Travel Lane . - Required Park
* Large sites for manufacturing/industrial facilities with low parking - | Distance Lot Landscapi
requirements do not always require CPC/CB review. \ [ ! _
Proposed Solutions ' T I’ G ez 1
>
*  Onlyrequire CPCAuthforsites +1 acre. \ :ﬂ [——;
. 5 2 . ] Lo I
* Improve the CPC findings to preserve neighborhood character while
providing adequate circulation for both vehi n trians.
2
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. Plan Review Sites

» ZR 107-64 — Future Subdivision for Certain Plan Review Sites

*  Shifting from all zoning lots to only zoning lots +1 acre

» ZR 107-65 — Modification of Natural Feature Regulations

¢ Comprehensive review of natural feature modifications (combine existing

trees and topo Auth into one holistic Auth).

»  ZR 107-68 — Modification of Group Parking Facility

* Change from+30 parking spaces to +1 acre and add finding for pedestrian,

bicycle, and open space.

(
* Chairperson Certification for any Plan Review Site that does not:

o have any SSRDD District Plan Element (DOS or Arterial Street)
o contain a DEC wetland

o exceed two tree credits per 1k sqft of lot area (ie. forested site)

\_ o exceed 10 additional parking spaces (ie. enlargement only)

27



Zoning Structure

As-of-Right

Small Subdivisions (less than 1 acre) would be filed directly at DOB.
Remove outdated zoning regulations which have zero applicability today.

Site alteration on small sites (less than 1 ac?é) would be reviewed by DOB.

CPC/CB Review

Most large sites +1 acre would require an action (Auth or Cert) from DCP.

DOS regulations would remain unchanged and continue to be reviewed by DCP.

LANNING




oning Structure — with Certifications

As-of-Right

« Small Subdivisions (less than 1 acre) would be filed directly at DOB.
* Remove outdated zoning regulationswhich have zero applicabi'lity today.
« Site alteration on small sites (less than 1 acre) would be reviewed by DOB.

* Site alteration within as-of-right areas on Plan Review Sites.

CPC/CB Review

« Most large sites +1 acre would require an action (Auth or Cert) from DCP.
* DOS regulations would remain unchanged and continue to be reviewed by DCP.

Site alteration beyond as-of-right areas on Plan Review Sites with natural features.

Certification

* Enlargementof an existing buildingthat only requires 10 parking spaces.

« Site alteration beyond as-of-right areas on Plan Review Sites without natural features.

ANNING
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orking Group Discussion — levels of discretion

1 - New Development i #2.a - Major Enlargemen #2 Major Enlarge

PROJECT DETAILS
+ Large development on & vacant sis.
+  Commercial and retall uses with a group parking

PHOJECT DETAILS

*  Enlargement of an existing commercial use
* Stop & Shop wants to add a 2k sqit pharmacy as

PROJECT DETAILS

Entargement of an existing commercial use,
Home Depot wants o add a 2k sqft annex on tha

facility and loading areas. side of the building for extra lumbar storage. an annex on the side of the building
+  Natural features include hundreds of rees acrass + The annex requires new parking spaces which are The pharmacy requites some parking, but the
a relatively fiat foreated area.

builtin an area cf the 3ite which previously had
hanchul of traes.

sxisting parking It has & surplus otrequired
spaces, 5o no additicnal parking s nesced

€3 e

More Review Less Review More Review Less Review

More Review Less Review

m m SR FOP R RRON WO

CRAPT POR COCUSION AURRORE C0Y 4

ite Alteratio Il #4.b - Site Alteration 7l

PROJECT DETAI

Site Alteration of an existing commercial use.
Strip mall wants lo add bloswales and ADA
accessibility (ramps, pathways) in the parking lot
o aaditional parking is (eauired and no natural
Teatures would be altered.

- Bite Alteralion of an axisting school.

= PS0CS wants to bulld a playground and improve
an smpty aren of the sie with n soltoall Feid.
N additional parking s required but the site
alteration would remove SaVeral Ireas.

Natural features include hundreds of Fees across.
a forested area with sioped tapograshy.

A privale/mapped road is buit since only a portion
©of the site fronts on A mapped street

More Review Less Review

More Review Less Review

More Review Less Review

My [ om ] [ =- [ I I

-ANNING



lan Review Sites — proposed Land Use Actions

#1 Development Any new building on a Plan Review Site CPC Authorization Referral

#2 Enlargement Enlargement with up to 10 additional parking spaces Chair Certification No Referral
#3a Site Alteration :;: Srir:(;v:;nzztﬁsz ;i?:d Sy Rl Rl e CPC Authorization No Referral
st | TeE el copomes b e sl |y ergication | NoReferl
AL S ARETARAN Z:((iesetirnegmbou\;?(;izé :‘c;zip':?r?: ‘;V:tg:‘ I’i?:l:? rzcdolzt?l?ties As-of-right No Referral
#4a Subdivision Subdivision of a sensitive site CPC Authorization Referral

#4b Subdivision Subdivision of a site that is not sensitive Chair Certification No Referral

ANNING




Proposed CPC Authorizations

ZR 107-62 — Yard, Court, and Parking Regulations

* Authorization currently only applies for DOS sites; make applicable for Plan Review Sites and sites with DEC wetlands

* ZR 107-64 — Future Subdivision for Certain Plan Review Sites

* Authorization to Subdivide a Plan Review Site that does not meet Certification criteria

* ZR 107-65 — Modification of Natural Feature Regulations

* Modifications of the natural features beyond as-of-right provisions (combine existing trees and topo Auth)

e ZR 107-67 — Uses and Bulk Permitted in Certain Areas

* Remove Authorization for Areas D, F, and K; retain Authorization for Area SH (senior housing)

* ZR107-68 - ification of Parking Facili

* Change from +30 parking spaces to +1 acre and add finding for pedestrian, bicycle, and open space

PLANNING
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