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I. BACKGROUND

The Town of Poughkeepsie initiated a study of its entire coastal area in 1985.
Planning was funded by a grant from the New York State Department of State,
under its Coastal Management Program, for preparation of a local Waterfront
Revitalization Program (LWRP). The LWRP includes a variety ofpolicies dealing
with a broad range of coastal issues. Among the most significant policies are those
aimed at (1) maintaining and increasing public access to the waterfront, (2)
enhancing water related recreation opportunities, (3) preserving and enhancing
scenic resources, and (4) protection ofwater resources, particularly the public water
supply of the Hudson River.

Despite having nearly nine miles of frontage on the Hudson River, there is no legal
access for the general public to the river's edge within the Town. (The only
exception is several streets in New Hamburg which end at the river.) The creation
of opportunities for access was a major thrust of the planning effort during
preparation of the Town's LWRP. Six possibilities for waterfront access were
investigated and studied in greater detail under a subsequent grant from the New
York State Department of State.

Although the subject of several public hearings and many meetings in 1988 and
1989, the LWRP was never formally approved by the Town. In early 1997, the Town
Board, using its own funds, embarked on a program to complete and finally adopt
an LWRP. This study has been revised and updated as part of this effort.

II. SCOPE OF STUDY

The scope of the study is as follows:

PURPOSE
There is cu"ently no public access to the Hudson River in the entire Town due to
a variety ofphysical and legal obstacles. This study provides a detailed analysis of
the feasibility of providing access to the waterfront at each of the potential sites
identified in the LWRP. Implementation of each proposed site is explored,
including legal and physical steps necessary to provide access, preliminary design
ofpark facilities, and recommended priorities. Component tasks are:

TASK 1- WATERFRONT NEEDS SURVEY

A survey ofresidents and waterfront users was conducted by mail and at selected
field locations. Based on responses, specific waterfront facility needs, preferences,
and users were identified.
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TASK 2 - SITE EVALUATION

The sites identified and evaluated are as follows:

a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.

Hudson River State Hospital
Marist College Waterfront
Railroad property South of Pirate Canoe Club
Trap Rock property on Sand Dock road
New Hamburgh Oil Storage Site
New Hamburgh Greenway

TASK 3 - FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS AND ACTION PROGRAM

Based on the results of the above tasks, each site was evaluated in terms of its
capacity to meet identified needs and its physical, legal and financial feasibility. Site
feasibility was established and an action program to implement the highest priority
sites proposed.
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III. WA TERFRONT NEEDS SURVEY

A questionnaire was prepared (See Exhibit A) to gather data on present use
of the waterfront and preferences for the nature ofpossible future waterfront
improvements. Some 4,500 questionnaires were distributed with the
quarlerly water billings to Town property owners which are mailed weekly on
a revolving basis. A total of 753 responses were received, a return ofnearly
17%. An additional 500 questionnaires were distributed to parlicipants in
various programs and activities administered by the Town Recreation
Deparlment. The number of returns was too small to provide a useful basis
for analysis.

The returns were tabulated and analyzed on a Town-wide basis as well as
for each ward. Responses from five of the wards were sufficient for analysis­
-Wards 2,3,45 and 6.

A. TOTAL RESPONSE

A summary of the tabulation ofall responses is attached as Exhibit B.
Highlights from the replies are as follows:

1. Almost 35% ofthe respondents go to ornear the Hudson River
at least once a week. An equal proporlion goes there only
once a year or less.

2. Over 52% of the respondents had been to Waryas Park in the
City of Poughkeepsie dUring the past year while only 43% had
been to Bowdoin Park in the Town. Less than 5% had been to
the Audubon Society properly along Wappinger Creek.

3. Over 21% of the respondents own boats. Waryas Park and
Norrie Point were the most frequently used launching areas
although a wide array of other locations was also reporled.

4. The means by which respondents are most likely to go to the
waterfront area is predominantly car.

5. The five activities most preferred in a waterfront park, in order
are: (1) walking for pleasure, (2) picnicking, (3) outdoor
concerls, (4) boating/sailing, and (5) resting, reading, being
alone.
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6. The two activities considered most important in terms of
access to the Hudson River are viewing and boating. The
least important (although favored by over 25%) was swimming.

B. Ward Responses

More than one-third of the respondents did not indicate the ward in
which they lived. The remaining responses were divided as follows:
Ward 1 - 18, Ward 2 - 40, Ward 3 - 113, Ward 4 - 133, Ward 5 - 61
and Ward 6 - 93.

The nature of the responses by ward did not vary significantly from
the totals. Some of the highlights are as follows:

1. The lowest proportion of those who go to or near the Hudson
River at last once a week was in Ward 2 - 27%.

2. Only in Ward 2 had more people been to Bowdoin Park (60%)
than to Waryas Park (40%) in the past year.

3. The highest rate of boat ownership was in Ward 5 - 25%.

4. Viewing and boating, in that order, were deemed the most
important access activities in every ward.

C. OTHER COMMENTS

A wide range of responses was received on the last three questions,
including the following:

1.

2.

The favorite waterfront place most listed was the Vanderbilt
Mansion. Others frequently listed were Bowdoin Park, Waryas
Park, and Norrie Point.

The most frequently cited improvements needed along the
waterfront were parking, boat launch and docking space and
clean-up.
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'. SITE FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS

Set forth below is a description of each site, a discussion of the preliminary development
plan, a rough cost estimate and a discussion of the obstacles to development ofeach site.
Recommendations as to priorities and further actions are included in Part V.

A. HUDSON RIVER STATE HOSPITAL

The Hospital site is substantially different from the other possible access points in
several ways. It is already a publicly owned site with direct frontage on the river; it
has a grade separated crossing of the railroad; and, it already has a variety of
waterfront recreational facilities including docking, a boat launching ramp, a
clubhouse and picnic facilities. Furthermore, there is additional land available
between the railroad and Route 9 on which support facilities, including parking,
could be placed if public access to and use of the facilities were available.

1. Physical Characteristics (See Map No.1)

The approximately three acre state-owned site is part of the larger Hudson
River State Hospital along Route 9. It is accessible by way of a private drive
with a grade separated access road. Located on the west side of the track,
along the river, this property is generally flat. The 22 acres between Route
9 and the railroad are moderately sloped, partially wooded and includes the
remains of an abandoned sewage treatment plant but is otherwise undevel­
oped. The narrow access drive and low bn'dge ((8'_ 7"high) limits emergency
vehicle access to the five existing buildings on the river. The present site
can accommodate parking for approximately 40 cars.
Views from the site consist of the Mid-Hudson Bridge to the south, adjacent
boat yard to the north, and the river bank along the west side of the river.

The existing facilities, which provide a broad range of waterfront activities,
have been available only to patients and employees of the hospital. The
boat club is operated privately and membership is not confined to hospital
personnel. Several local high school crew teams also use the site to store
and launch shells.

The recent removal of some of the existing buildings from the abandoned
water treatment facility at the south end of the property will create more
space which could be used for either passive or active recreation. A picnic
area or a court area could be developed. It is also possible to develop a
riverfront walk with seating facing the waterand opportunities for fishing.
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2. Preliminary Development Plan (See Map No.2)

The various waterfront facilities at the river's edge comprise an excellent
recreation complex. Addition of picnic facilities, an open pavilion and park
furniture would enhance the facility but are not essential. Repair of the
existing bulkhead is required to prevent further deterioration. The primary
need here is not for physical development but, rather, for a management
plan to establish a program for use by the general public. Recently, this
property has been declared excess and the State has expressed its intent
to dispose of the land.

Ifpublic use of the site is to be expanded, the primary need is for additional
parking. Due to the small size of the riverfront site and the limitations of the
railroad underpass, parking should be confined to the area east of the
railroad with access under the railroad confined to service and emergency
vehicles and access for the handicapped. Topography of the site would
permit a pedestrian bridge over the railroad. The area east of the railroad
would also be appropriate for additional picnic areas, group functions and
nature trails.

3. Obstacles to Development

Two obstacles must be overcome to ensure appropriate use of this site:

a. The state must be persuaded that this site should be preserved for
public recreational use in accord with policies of the State Coastal
Management Program and the principles established by the Hudson
River Greenway program.

,~
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b. Agreement as to ownership and management of the site must be
established in a management plan. The plan must resolve the times
at which the public will have access, the means to control and
regulate such access, the use of and responsibility for the various
recreational facilities and the sharing of improvement and administra­
tive costs. It is essential that this site not be disposed of in a way that
prevents its use as a public facility.

B. MARIST COLLEGE WATERFRONT

The properly owned by Marist College, adjacent to the City 'water treatment plant,
is one of the few privately-held parcels with river frontage that is accessible via a .,
grade separated crossing. Until recently this property was used only by the College.
Now, the College has proposed creation of a waterfront park available to the
general public.

...
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1. Physical Characteristics (See Map No.3)

The Marist campus encompasses 150 acres of land along the east bank of
the Hudson River. Access to the river's edge is provided via a tunnel under
the tracks. The waterfront site includes four acres owned by Marist and two
acres jointly owned by the City and Town ofPoughkeepsie adjacent to their
Water Treatment Plant, which includes the pump station and water intake
pipe. The views both north and south from the Marist waterfront capture the
special beauty of the Hudson River.

Once known as the "Rowing Capital of the World," Poughkeepsie hosted the
Intercollegiate Rowing Association (IRA) Regattas from 1885-1949 and drew
the nation's top collegiate crews, including Stanford, Princeton, California,
Georgetown, Navy, and Washington. Boathouses dotted the shores; today
the Cornell Boathouse on Marisi's property is the only remaining structure
from the glory days of Hudson River rowing.

2. Preliminary Development Plan (See Map No.4)

Marist proposes to create a beautiful riverside park, open to the public and
affording direct access to the Hudson. It would feature picnic areas, benches,
a scenic overlook, a permanent fishing pier, and walkways and bike paths
along the entire length of the campus's waterfront that connect to neighbor­
ing Greenway trails and potentially the Hudson River State Hospital site
discussed in A. above. Comfort stations with lavatory facilities and drinking
fountains would also be established. All park facilities would be handicapped­
accessible.

A Boating Center would provide public access to the River with opportunities
for recreational, non-motorized boating as well as college and high school
rowing. New floating docks and an improved boat ramp would provide launch
sites and docking facilities for rowing, sailing, canoeing and kayaking. The
Center would meet the growing public interest in both recreational and
competitive rowing among high school students, amateur rowing and sailing
groups, and the general public. In addition to creating a launching site, the
Boating Center would provide a new site along the Greenway's Hudson
River waterway trail.

Future plans to refurbish the two boathouses on the waterfront would provide
meeting rooms for sporting clubs and community organizations, as well as
locker area, showers, and bathrooms. Future plans might also include the
construction of a new, multi-purpose facility to address the increasing
demands byhigh school and community rowing groups for storing theirboats
at the Marist waterfront. In addition, the College will seek listing on the State
and National Register of Historic Places of the Cornell Boathouse, which is
used for high school rowing.

7



3. Obstacles to Development

In order to establish the Riverside Park and Boating Center, several
infrastructure improvements and upgrades will be necessary. These include
the rebuilding of the river bulkhead along the southern portion of the
waterfront where the docks, boat ramp, and fishing pier would be located.
Such improvements would not only provide much-needed stabilization to the
eroding shoreline, but also would create safe and secure support for the
docks, ramp, and pier .

Access to the Marist waterfront currently is achieved by driving or walking
through a one-lane tunnel under the railroad tracks. In order to improve the
safety ofboth vehicular and pedestrian traffic, the College would install traffic
lights at both entrances to the tunnel to regulate traffic. Other infrastructure
improvements in support of the overall project would include repaving the
access road to the waterfront, upgrading the street lighting approaching and
adjacent to the waterfront area, creating new parking lots, installing safety
barriers along the River's edge where needed, upgrading water and sewer
links, and installing signage from Route 9 to the waterfront directing the
public to the Riverside Park, Boating Center, and Greenway trails.

,.

C. PIRATE CANOE CLUB ROAD

1. Physical Characteristics (See Map No.5)

Presently owned by the railroad, this site of approximately 2.5 acres is
located just south of the Pirate Canoe Club. Located on the river side of the
tracks it is only accessible by a private grade crossing owned by the Pirate
Canoe Club.

The east side of this site has a steep cut approximately 400 feet along the
train tracks. The topography throughout this medium wooded site is rolling.
Most of the west side of the site has steep cliffs at the water's edge which
would require fencing or safety rails as would the cut along the train tracks.
Existing trails within this site provide adequate pedestrian circulation but
would require some work to better define the paths. Emergency vehicle
circulation within the site is virtually impossible with existing site characteris­
tics.

"-

2. Preliminary Development Plan (See Map No.6)

Views along the river to the north and south create an extremely pleasant
and quiet scene. The addition of benches along the river would help to
increase the enjoyment of these views. To accommodate these benches,
some clearing would be required.
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In addition to providing a viewing area, 10-12 picnic tables could be
accommodated without much clearing within the site. Also, fishing and small
boat access is possible for visitors. This wooded site also is well suited for
nature study without any modifications.

A concept for grade separated access to this site across the northwest
comer of the IBM North 100 property was developed during the Planning
Board's review of the Environmental Impact Statement for the previously
proposed use of this property. The preliminary design shows a pedestrian
bridge over the existing tracks to access the site. This will be complicated
by existing utility lines which are in the way and the need to maintain rail
traffic during construction. An alternative access to this site would be to
construct a new at grade pedestrian crossing from the Pirate Canoe Club or
adjacent thereto; however, such a crossing is not recommended. In either
event, parking for about 20 cars would be provided east of the railroad
tracks.

3. Obstacles to Development
This site has a number of significant obstacles.

Access from Route 9, nearly 3,000 feet to the east, is owned and shared by
at least three private owners. The 1,500 feet nearest the river is narrow and
unpaved.

The only railroad crossing is at-grade and provides access to the Pirate
Canoe Club but not to the railroad property to the south. To use this
crossing, access would have to be obtained from the Club. Such access is
not appropriate for a public facility.

The alternative rail crossing requires a bridge from the IBM North 100
property. Although IBM has indicted a willingness to cooperate in such a
route, bridge construction will be costly, even for pedestrian use only.

Under either alternative, area for parking east of the railroad will have to be
acquired from one of the three adjacent property owners--IBM, the Pirate
Canoe Club or the PBA.

IBM is no longer actively considering use of this property and an alternative
industrial use has been proposed. As plans for this facility progress,
opportunities to develop this site for public access should be re-evaluated.
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D. SAND DOCK ROAD (See Map No.7)

1. Phvsical Characteristics

The Sand Dock Road site consists ofapproximately 23 acres of land, which
is a part of the Trap Rock holdings on both sides of the tracks. Located just
south of IBM, this site is accessible by right-of-way through Dutchess County
Resource Recovery Agency property (part of an agreement negotiated by
the Town) and then, by an existing bridge over the train tracks, to the river.

The site is characterized by small hills, steep slopes, and mature vegetation.
Some paths exist on the site adjacent to the river, but could present
problems for the handicapped and elderly. A steep footpath located on the
east side of the tracks, along the cut south of the bridge, would require
fencing along its cliff for pedestrian safety. Along the west side of the tracks
is anothersteep cliffwhich would require fencing for safety from both the cliff
and the existing utility lines which are about 2 feet from the top of the cut.

Noise from the resource recovery plant is discernible from the access road
and, to a lesser extent, from the northern end of the peninsula where it is
also visible. At the southern end, the plant's presence is virtually unnoticed.

2. Preliminary Development Plan (See Map No.4)

For this site to be usable and enjoyable, some preliminary work is necessary.
First, the existing trash (rolled chain link fence, wire spools, gravel, etc.)
need to be removed. Secondly, the removal of two abandoned transformer
pads and surrounding chain link fences would be required. However, as
discussed in 3. below, the proximity and relationship of this site to the Trap
Rock quarry eliminates it from further consideration.

3. Obstacles to Development

The primary obstacle to development of the Sand dock Road site is its role
as a buffer for the Trap Rock quarry to the south. Lone Star Industries, Inc.,
the owner of the quarry, has expressed serious concern that their needs for
a safe buffer area would be compromised if any part of the Sand Dock Road
site were devoted to recreational use (See Exhibit C).

Although this site has many attractive features for recreational use, its
integral roll as a buffer for Trap Rock requires that it be eliminated from
further consideration. As part of long range planning for the property when
it is no longer in use as a quarry, this site should be reconsidered.
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E. OIL STORAGE SITE

1. Physical Characteristics (See Map No.8)

The existing one acre site serves as an oil storage and distribution facility.
Access is via Point Street, about 1/4 mile west of the railroad in New
Hamburg.

The site consists mostly ofa gravel base with some lawn area. It is generally
flat from Point Street to the edge of the river where bulkheading extends
along the entire shoreline. Plantings are limited to a few trees.

The manmade features on the site consist of four oil storage tanks, a pump
station, and a small building. The site is enclosed on all sides, except the
n"ver, by a chain link fence. The northeast comer is bordered by a private
residence while the remaining north side is bordered by the river. The west
side is also bordered by the river while the east is bordered by Point Street
and the south side is bordered by a marina.

2. Preliminary Development Plan (See Map No.9)

This site has many potential uses as a town park. It could accommodate
parking for about 20 cars, picnic areas with 12-16 tables, and benches for
seating along the river's edge. Other activities suitable for this site are
fishing and boat docking. Due to its small size, the limited access through
New Hamburg and the already intensive activity in the hamlet, a boat launch
is not recommended.

The initial task to develop this site into a park would require the removal of
the four existing oil tanks, pump station, and building. After the tanks are
removed this site can be divided into parking and picnic areas. Recondition­
ing of the existing seawall may be required and a railing would be necessary
along the river's edge for pedestrian safety.

This site would be one stop along the New Hamburg Greenway Trail
described in the next section.

3. Obstacles to Development

The primary obstacle to development of this site is the need to acquire an
existing business. Although the use is non-conforming, it appears relatively
unobtrusive and generates little traffic or overt incompatible activity.
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F. NEW HAMBURG GREENWAY TRAIL (See Map No. 10)

1. Physical Characteristics

The proposed Greenway would link together many existing recreation sites
in the southern end of the Town of Poughkeepsie and the historic hamlet of
New Hamburg. Roughly four miles long, this trail would be accessible at
several points. The main access points to the trail would be Bowdoin Park,
the Audubon Society the hamlet ofNew Hamburg, and the west end ofMain
Street. A majority of the trail already exists along some of the streets in New
Hamburg to the New Hamburg Park, through the Audubon Society lands to
Jordan Road, along Kelly Lane, an old, dirt private road and via the
extensive trail system in Bowdoin Park. Throughout this system, the
topography varies from gentle to steep slopes and provides a variety of
natural environments and views.

2. Preliminary Development Plan
Several small links must be created to complete the Greenway. The existing
trail from the south end of Bowdoin Park to the New Hamburg Fire Station
must be improved. A new trail must be cut on County property along
Channingville Road to Kelly Lane and from Kelly Lane across Mt. Alvernia
property to a point opposite the proposed new Bowdoin Park entrance so
that crossing ofSheafe Road takes place where sight distance is adequate.
If this latter task cannot be achieved, the trail would follow along the Sheafe
Road shoulder.

This Greenway has the potential for many uses. In addition to hiking and
providing a link to the existing recreation sites, it can also be used as a
nature trail and for cross county skiing.

A detailed description and current status of the Greenway route follows:

GREENWAY ROUTE (See Map No. 11)

STARTING AT AUDUBON SOCIETY - TRAIL HEAD

f

f'

L

*

*

*

*

Additional parking to be added at New Hamburg Park.

Audubon Society Trail is one directional without any loop--in process
of mapping trails. .

Audubon Trail ends at Jordan Street.

Jordan Street leads to Channingville Road.
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*

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

SIGNAGE

Cross Channingville Road--walk approximately 10 yards off of road
along trail (requires cutting for trail) to Kelly Lane.

Kelly Lane requires minimum work to better define existing trail.

Need easement from Mr. Alvernia to cross diagonally from Kelly Lane
to the New Bowdoin Park entrance at High Cliff Gate for better sight
distance at Sheafe Road crossing.

Trail users who use Bowdoin Park may have to pay an entrance fee
from Memorial Day to Labor Day.

Use ofcertain trails in Bowdoin Park during fall may conflict with cross
country races.

Entrance to Bowdoin Farm Archaeological Site at Tri-Municipal
Sewage Treatment Plant requires advance notice. (See Exhibit D)

Exit Bowdoin Park near athletic fields (southwest comer of Park)
through woods along existing nature trail to fire house. Nature trail is
neglected but exists. Bowdoin Park presently has supervised trail
hikes.

Need okay from fire house to walk along back edge of property to
Sheafe Road.

From fire station about }2 mile walk along Sheafe Road and Reed
Street to railroad bridge (bridge has an existing sidewalk).

Reed Street leads to Point Street lookout which requires some
clearing to define a route.

The Point Street lookout has no parking available except for Stone
Street.

From the Point Street lookout the route travels south along Point
Street to Main Street past the historic districts in New Hamburg to
Bridge Street and then back to New Hamburg Park and the trail head
at the Audubon Society.

Major signs to be located at:
(See following sign design)
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3.

Trailhead - New Hamburg Park - Audubon Society
Jordan - North end ofAudubon Society
Jordan and Channingville
Kelly Lane and Sheafe Road
Bowdoin ParklHigh Cliff Gate Entrance and Sheafe Road
Point Street Lookout
Fire Station

Minor signs to be spaced at intervals along the trail. (See following trail marker
design)

Pedestrians along roads will walk towards oncoming traffic.

PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES

Only vel}' minimal costs are required to implement the Greenway Trail. Virtually all
of the land is in public ownership. Almost all of the trails already are in place. The
only costs will be those to expand parking at New Hamburg Park, to blaze several
short new trails, to clear and improve some existing trails and to provide large signs
at the trailheads and small trail markers at intervals along the trail.

Some of the work can be done by volunteers or as part of normal work schedules
by Town and County crews. It is estimated that a budget of $25-30,000 will be
sufficient to implement the entire Greenway.

4. Obstacles to Development

The obstacles to development of the Greenway Trail are primarily administrative
rather than those of cost or physical development.

Agreement as to the use, management, maintenance and responsibility of the
Greenway must be arranged between the Town, the County, the Tri-Municipal
Sewer District the Audubon Society and the Fire District. Individual and collective
liability must be resolved. Such details as to whether fees will be charged to hikers
using Bowdoin Park trails must be resolved.

Recently, a question has arisen as to ownership of the property at the connection
of the Audubon Society trail to Jordan Street. This too must be resolved.
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RECOMMfNDA TIONS AND PRIORITIES

While each of the identified sites represents an opportunity to establish access to the
waterfront, realization of each requires that one or more constraints must be overcome.
From the outset, it was recognized that not all of the sites would be feasible and/or that the
obstacles to implementation of some sites could not easily be overcome. Based on the
preceding analysis, three sites are recommended for first priority action as set forth below.
In addition, some recommendations are made for additional actions.

A. FIRST PRIORITY ACTIONS

The folloWing three sites are recommended for early implementation. Each involves
a different approach to waterfront access and can be pursued simultaneously. They
would provide access points both north and south of the City of Poughkeepsie
including links between existing publicly owned sites in New Hamburg.

1. The New Hamburg Greenway Trail

This action involves minimal cost and can be accomplished with no land
acquisition. It will combine existing facilities in a way that creates a new
component in the Town's recreation system while enhancing the existing
elements. Most importantly, it can be accomplished quickly to demonstrate
the Town's commitment to developing recreation facilities in its coastal area.

2. Hudson River State Hospital
All the necessary facilities already exist here, in public ownership. Only
commitment to maintain the site in public ownership and agreement as to
how its use can be shared is lacking. While a management program
requires careful planning and cooperation, it is certainly within the mutual
interest of the State and the Town (and the County as well) to arrive at such
a plan. The costs will be modest in comparison to the benefits to be gained.

3. Marist College Watetfront

The Marist College site represents a unique opportunity for a cooperative
public/private partnership to create waterfront access and promote water
related recreation. The major elements for a successful waterfront park,
including grade separated access, already exist. The primary need is for
funding to allow realization of the entire development program. The Town
should fully support the efforts by Marist to obtain implementation grants.

B. FUTURE ACTIONS

Several actions should be considered in the future to further the objectives for
waterfront access.
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C.

1. Should the oil storage site become available, the Town should seriously
consider its acquisition. It is virtually the only accessible site on the Town's
waterfront that would be appropriate for development as a park.

2. In its review ofsite plans and subdivisions in the coastal area, the Planning
Board should continue to examine opportunities to create access--both
physical and visual--through cooperative efforts with waterfront users.

STATE ACTION

Two suggestions offered by former Supervisor Anne Buchholz to the Standing
Committee on Environmental Conservation of the New York State Assembly, ata
public hearing on September 23, 1986, warrant repeating here. While not a direct
part of this study, these recommendations, if implemented, could enhance access
to the entire river in the future:

1. Where the State ofNew York already owns land with river frontage it should
seek every means to make this land accessible to the broadest possible
public use consistent with the nature of the site and its current use. Current
policies in the State's Coastal Management Program, particularly Policies 20
and 22, require that such access be maintained and future access 'lot be
precluded. However, we believe a more aggressive approach is required
under which each state agency shall be required to evaluate the public
access and recreational potential of the riverfront property it controls in
conjunction with the Department ofState, the Office ofParks, Recreation and
Historic Preservation and local and county governments. From such a
process, an implementation program including costs and priorities should
result and serve as the basis for specific action to develop such opportuni­
ties.

,
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2. There are numerous instances where the railroad, which traverses all of the
east side and much of the west side of the river, owns excess land beyond
that required for its operation. In some cases, this land lies between the
tracks and the waters edge and would be suitable as a recreation facility or
as a link between the few rail crossings which exist. It is difficult for each
riverfront community to deal with the railroad individually to gain access to
and use of such property. If the State can use its office and powers to
require and coordinate a comprehensive evaluation of such land, many
additional opportunities for access may be gained.
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TOWN OF POUGHKEEPSIE W.ATERFRONT

PUBLIC OPINION SURVEY

The TOWIl of Poughkeepsie is conducting a study of its Hudson River waterfront area. Your
response to the follu\'liJl~ questions will provide useful input to future plans.

1. How often do you go to or near the Hudson River! (please circle)

1. Every day
2. Once a week
3. Once a month
4. Once a year
5. Not at all

2. Which of the following waterfront parks have you been to in the past year?

Bowdoin Park(County)_, Waryas Park(City) _, Audubon Society_

3. Do you own a boat? yes_ no

If yes: Do you use it on the Hudson River? yes _ no _
Where do you put it in the water?

Please use this key for questions 4, 5 and 6:

1 = not at all, 2 = a little, 3 = some/somewhat, 4 = quite a bit, 5 = very ~ch.

4. When you go to the waterfront area, how are you likely to get there?

1 2 3 4 5 On foot
1 2 3 4 5 On bike
1 2 3 4 5 By car
1 2 3 4 5 By bus

5. Which activities do you/would you participate in at a waterfront park?

1 2 3 4 5 Picnicking
1 2 3 4 5 Bird watching
1 2 3 4 5 Playground activities
1 2 3 4 5 Walking for pleasure
1 2 3 4 5 Resting, reading, being alone
1 2 3 4 5 Fishing
1 2 3 4 5 Hiking (organized nature hikes)
1 2 3 4 5 People-watching, meeting with others
1 2 3 4 5 Outdoor concerts
1 2 3 4 5 Boating/sailing
12345 Outdoor sports (tennis, baseball, etc.)
1 2 3 4 5 Bicycling
1 2 3 4 5 Camping
1 2 3 4 5 Other------------

6. How important do you feel it is to provide accces to the Hudson River for:

1 2 3 4 5 Boating
1 2 3 4 5 Fishing

12345 Hiking
1 2 3 4 5 Viewing

1 2 3 4 5 Swimming
12345 Other

See Other Side

EXHIBIT A



7.

8.

9.

Do you have some favorite places, scenic vistas or physical features within the Town along
the waterfront? Describe below.

How do you believe public access to the Hudson River can be improved?

Do you have any other thoughts, comments or suggestions regarding the Town of
Poughkeepsie waterfront?

10. What Ward in the Town do you live in?

THANK YOU VERY MUCH FOR YOUR HELP IN COMPLETING THIS QUESTIONNAIRE.

PLEASE FOLD, STAMP AND MAIL TO:

Ms. Anna Buchholz, Supervisor
Town of Poughkeepsie

Dutchess Turnpike
P.O. Box 3209

Poughkeepsie, NY 12603

522ques
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FINAL TALLY

TOWN OF POUGHKEEPSIE W.A.TERFRONT

PUBLIC OPINION SURVEY

The Town of Poughkeepsie is conducting a study of its Hudson River waterfront area. Your
response to the following questions will provide useful input to future plans.

1. How often do you go to or near the Hudson River? (please circle)

1. Every day 56
2. Jnce a week 203
3. Jnce a month 223
4..Jnce a year 160
5. Not at all 106

2. Which of the following waterfront parks have you been to in the past year?

Bowdoin Park(County)l!9 t'laryas Park(City) 386 Audubon Society II

3. Do you own a boat? yes!2..9 noE2

If yes: Do you use it on the Hudson River? yes _ no _
~ere do you put it in the water? Waryas - Norrie Paint - Chelsea - Hyde Par

(Most common)
Please use this key for questions 4, 5 and 6:

1 = not at all, 2 = a little, 3 = some/somewhat, 4 = quite a bit, 5 = very much.

4. ~en you go to the waterfront area, how are you likely to get thet"e?
1 2 3 4 5

1 2 3 4 5 On foot 244 41 28 15 9
1 2 3 4 5 On bike 246 49 18 12 9
1 2 3 4 5 By car 50 61 44 71 475
1 2 3 4 5 By bus 273 11 3 1 8

5. Which activities do you/would you participate in at a waterfront park?
1 2 3 4 5

1 2 3 4 5 Picnicking 81 71 14 1 94 174
1 2 3 4 5 Bird watching 205 84 64 35 39
1 2 3 4 5 Playground activities 202 52 61 44 89
1 2 3 4 5 Walking for pleasure 65 67 123 122 206
1 2 3 4 5 Resting, reading, being alone 105 69 118 9~- 121
1 23 4 5 Fishing 224 52 70 31 75
12345 Hiking (organized nature hikes) 192 69 111 45 69
1 2 345 People-watching, meeting with others 130 83 134 162 79
1 2 3 4 5 Outdoor concerts 102 77 126 108 143
1 23 4 5 Boating/sailing 186 69 62 79 131
1 2 3 4 5 Outdoor sports (tennis, baseball, etc.) 187 82 71 28 38
1 23 4 5 Bicycling 207 61 67 57 54
1 2 3 4 5 Camping 279 42 33 23 28
1 2 3 4 5 Other

6. How important do you feel it is to provide accces to the Hudson River for:
1 2 3 4 5

12345 Boating 12345 Hiking 12345 Swimming
1 2345 Fishing _ 1 2 3 A.S Vie~ng 1 2 3 4 5 Other

Boating 55 22 98 85 391
Fishing 63 36 106 95 306
Hiking 56 33 100 105 316

EXHIBIT BViewing 34 12 44 92 488
Swimming 131 69 109 50 203



~T LONE STAR INDUSTRIES, INC.

August 14, 1989

Anna Buchholz, supervisor
Town of Poughkeepsie
Town Hall
Dutchess Turnpike
P.O. Box 3209
poughkeepsie, NY 12603

Re: Trap Rock/Sand Dock Road

Dear supervisor Buchholz:

Northeast Operations
162 Old Mill Road

West Nyack. NY 10994
(914) 358-4500

This letter is written, after thorough corporate review, to
respond to the Town's request that we sell or give certain
acreage of riverfront land at Sand Dock Road to the Town of
poughkeepsie for use as a park. This proposal was discussed
in your letter of June 16, 1988, and has further been
discussed as part of the Master Plan and Waterfront
Revitalization Plan (LWRP) proceedings.

As the Town's request recognizes, the Sand Dock area is an
integral part of our quarry site and is included in our mined
land use plan. You correctly point out that this property has
served as a SUbstantial buffer area of our site for many
years. Central to the Town's proposal is the assumption that
the lands could continue to serve as a buffer even after
ownership was turned over to the Town for a pUblic park.
Unfortunately, such dual use is not possible. Buffers serve
the functions of safety, noise abatement and security for the
site. A central prerequisite for all these functions is that
the buffer land remain vacant and secured from pUblic access.
Indeed, pUblic use and open access is antithetical to the use
of this property as a buffer area. In order to assure that
the buffer can be safely continued as an area protecting the
quarry from its neighbors, it is critical that Trap Rock
retain ownership and control of these lands.

While the Town's proposal suggests that turning this land over
to the Town will alleviate past problems that the Corporation
has suffered at the hands of trespassers, our experience is
directly to the contrary. Our past donations of land to the
Town and the local Civic Association have led to a SUbstantial
increase in our problems with trespassers, and have forced us
to be very mindful of the need tor security on our property.

Accordingly, the corporation concludes that it could not
transfer any of the Sand Dock quarry lands to the Town while

•
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the quarry remains in operation. These lands are required by
the Corporation as an integral part of its quarry operation.
As has been discussed during the master plan discussions, the
quarrying on our site is expected to continue for at least
approximately 30-60 years.

We are also concerned, however, that our past donations of
lands to the Town have appeared to stimulate continually
increasing demands for additional land exactions, the most
recent efforts of the Town to earmark Cobalt Lake, one of the
key elements of our land holdings, for future pUblic use.
This has been discussed in the context of the Master Plan. In
view of our past gifts to the Town, and our current and future
anticipated needs, we hope that the Town will recognize and
accommodate our need to use our property for our own purposes.

In fact, we suggest that the Town seriously re-evaluate the
desirability of placing a pUblic park next to an active major
quarry. These are extremely incompatible land uses, and it
would appear that the placement of a park on these lands could
only dramatically increase the Town's liability problems in
the event of trespassing onto adjoining quarry lands. The
inclusion of this proposal to place a pUblic park next to an
active quarry in the proposed LWRP is also surprising.. Such
local plans are required to be consistent with State Coastal
policies, and this proposal directly violates State Coastal
Policies which require that public access to the waterfront be
provided in a manner compatible with adjoining land uses. In
view of the other excellent access that the Town may have
available through its planned programs in Bowdoin Park, the
Hudson River state Hospital, and its proposed trail loop
system, it would appear that these are far better sites on
which to spend the Town's limited fiscal resources allocated
to recreation.

Our present position does not preclude further discussion with
Town Officials on this sUbject after quarrying ceases.
Naturally, however, as stewards of our corporate resources, we
could not presently commit our corporation or its successors
to any future alienation of these lands. After quarrying
ceases on our site, our lands will be fitted to an appropriate
land use. The Sand Dock section of our property, with its
access and views of the river will continue to be an extremely
valuable element in our total landholdings and may be an
important part of the ultimate development of our site.

Finally, the Town's proposal suggests that our cooperation
with the Town in giving this land would allow us to be
recognized as civic minded and public spirited. Trap Rock is
exceedingly proud of its record of civic cooperation. We have
already given two recreational/open space sites to the Town,
totaling almost 12 acres (Crown Heights and Sheefe Road
parcels). In addition, we gave a 2.7 acre site to the South
Road civic Association. We are sure that our record in this
regard compares favorably with that of other industrial,

•



commercial and institutional uses within the Town.

We would be happy to meet with you to discuss these matters
further. We wish to also confirm that the Town's proposal
received the enthusiastic support of our Plant Superintendent,
John Keenan, and other local Trap Rock officials, who have
always placed cooperation with the Town as one of their
highest priorities. Nonetheless, I am sure the Town
recognizes our corporate responsibility to assure the
continued safe functioning of our active quarry and to
safeguard our resources for the future. As always, we stand
ready to continue contributing to the Town of Poughkeepsie in
any reasonable way possible.

Very truly yours,

Pasquale P. Diccianni
President
Northeast operations
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D~parlm~nl of En,'ronm~nla'
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Prol~etion Ag~rr"Y. has work~d 10
prts~"~ Ih~u in,aIUDb/~ ar.:ha~ologi"al
sll.s.

Irr addilion 10 pro,iding Ytarly publi"
a"".ss 10 Ih... sll.s from No,~m~r 1st
through Ma",h Jist. Ih~ Tri-Municlpal
Sewlr Commission has ,~covlr,d

num"ous artifticts during s~,eral

cultural "SOUTe, JU"'YJ. S"en
Irrdi,idUDI r.parts ha,~ burr wrill~n.

Th~ areha.ologlcaltmlfacts and
doeum~nlationcarr ~ ,.,i.w~d by
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Introductloa

The Tri-Municipal Sewer Commission
identilied pari ollhe Bowdoin Farm
Archaeological Sit~s durirrg Ihe
environmental impact r,view process.
Thi5 wa5 a prerequi5ilt 10 the U.S.
Environmental Proteclion Agency and
NYS Deparlmerrl of En,irorrmerrtal
Con5tfllation funded con5truction of a
wastewater trealmenl plant by the
Village of Wappingers Falls arrd a
portiorr oflhe Towrr ot"Poughkupsi~.
Theu archa~ologicalsitu docum~rrla
ehairr 01 hislory from JOOO BC urrtil
loday. Ther~ are relics Irom the ~arliest

p~op/~s who lived here as w~1/ as from
Ihe ~stal~S 01 the weallhy who occupl~d

Ihe area as reantly as th. early 20th
century.

Irr 1609 Herrry Hudsorr. arr Errgllsh
~xplorer warkirrg lor Ih~ DUleh. sailed
up the river that now bears his name. In
/664 1M English look corrlrol aIlh~
province and in the 1680's homesteaders
began to arrive in this area. Disputes
arose about tnt boundaries along tire
east barrk olth~ Hudsorr between
Wappinger's Creek and Jan Ca5per·s
Kill. Pleter Lasserr werrl 10 Albarry to
discuss th~ prob/~m arrd when Ihe
dispute was sel/led Irr 1704 the land orr
which you art now standing became
Pi.ter Lasurr's prop~rty. Th. followirrg
sites can be found here.



Th. £tRoy Family h.ld Ih. «mtt..y
and land. aroulld it unlillh. ]91h
e.nlury.

2. 'Th. Bowdol. F.,m Pr.-hl.torlc 511.

1. Th. L..... F.mlly C....y.,d

Wh.n Pitt., La•••n di.d in 1709 h. was
buri.d In an orchard. This orchard
brcam. Ih. Lass.n Family burial
ground. Th. Lass.n family hr/d Ih.
eemettryand th, land surrounding it
unlit 17S]. Lass.n family burials h...
b.gan wilh Pltt.r Lass.n and continu.d
unlii ]767 wh.n Mory LaSS'" wa.
buri.d. Olh.. ,wopl. conlinu.d 10 b.
buri.d II... until al l.aJl ]794. 0,..
forly- fl.. ('IS) propl. includillg Pitt..
Lass.n a" buri.d h....

Thi. Nail.. Am..ican archa.ologica/ sil.
datt.,o Ih. tra JOOO BC Ihrough /600
AD. Th••xca,alion. allhi••iI.
rrco,.rtd Jlon. lOllIs, pol/try and food
"main., During Ihi. ,wriod Ih. nalire
propl•• of Ih. Hudson Vali.y c.a••d
Ii,ing a. huntt,. and galh..ers and
b.gan 10 farm corn.

3. Th. L.....-L.Roy S.tt1.m•• l
(aorther•••d or SID•• 10.11)

Plettr Lass.n eslabli.hed a hom. and a
f.rry landing h..e from /688 10 /709.
Docum.nts from Ihailim. prriod rtf..
10 hi. oldesl .on Lau"ner o. "Ihe
boalman of Poughktep.ie· and it i.
pouible Ihal Ihe La.sen. rail a ferry
from Ih. landing.

Upon Ihe d.alh. of Pitter Lassen and
hi. wife Ihe pro,wrly wa. di,ided into
•tven .qual porce/., /n 1798 Ptt..
£tRoy purchased Ih. Lassen hom.st.ad
porcr/and wilh his wife, raisrd .ix '
child"n Ih..e. Ptt.. LeRoy's heirs
",ain.d Ihe La.un-L.Roy homestead
until 186S.

..
~

The small $Ion. foundalion sOll/h of ,h.
landing is interpreted as 4 storage
facililY for on. of Irving Grinn.I/'s
many boats.

Th. foundation of his .Iaboratt
boathouse can be seen on the Bowdoin
Park Tri-Municipal Nalure Trail
properly. The bOalhouft. buill in Ihe lat.
/800's. had a larg. apartm.nl and a
porch all Ih. way around it for vl.wing
of Ih. riv". Mr. Grinn.I/, a New York
City shipping magnatt, was a boal
racing enthusiast. owning several sailin,
and iceboats.

This lime was mixed with sand to lorm
a mortar that was commonly used in the
building of $Iruclures until Ih. lalt /9th
century. Physical evid.nee of a numb"
of similarly buill kilns has betn found
in Ih. gen"al vicinity of Bowdoin Park.

7. Boathous. Shed Fouad.tlo.

When Ih. terrain p..mil/.d, lim. kilns
w..e usually buill inlo a hillsid. 10
facililale loading from Ih. lop. Th.y
could be up to 20 f.tt high and round or
barr./-.haped. AI Ih. bOl/om of Ihe kiln
Ih... wa. an opening Ihrough which Ihe
fi" could b. igniltd ana Ih. burned
lim. "moved. Th. "mnanl. of Ih. Iwo
kiln. found on Ihis site art Ih. /irt
charr.d base. of Ihe kiln•.

On Ihe W'$1 fact of Ih. bluff
o,..looking Ih. ri,... jusl .oulh of Ih.
IIpper terrace Ihe silt 01 two early
181h ernillry lim. kilns hos bten
id.ntifi.d.

6. Isaac', Lim. Kilos

''ol')I'"'~.~"

In Ih. 111/. 1800's M...dilh Howland, Ih.
son of Gardin.. Grten Howland. who
own.d Ih. adjouming Nttherwood
.state. purcha.ed parr of Ih. LeRoy
properlY and buill a smail hom. h.
cail.d Pleasant Hill on Ihe edge of Ih•
bluff o,..looking Ihe ston. wali.
Archaeological excDl'ation 01 this sile
ft'leafed a corner wall. an exterior cellar
entry and jour stair treads leading 10
Ihe er/lar.
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4. L.Roy's Laadlas PI.c.
(slaa. wall)

Caplain John £tRoy, Ihe .on of Ptt..
L.Roy, oprrattd a f.rry allhe slone
wail known a. "Ih. Landing Place'. The
ferry cro.sed Ihe ri..r and dock.d al
Marlborough. Johll LtRoy operated hi.
f.rry unlillh. ]8S0·. when Ih. building
of Ihe railroad cui off hi. acc.u 10 Ih.
ri,.. and forc.d him 10 more Ih. f.rry
landing 10 N.w Hamburg.

511. PI.a: Trl-Muuldp.1 Wast.wat.r Tr••lm••t Plaul, Poushk••psl., NY
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