THE CITY OF NEW YORK
MANHATTAN COMMUNITY BOARD 3

59 East 4th Street - New York, NY 10003
Phone: (212) 533-5300 - Fax: (212) 533-3659
www.cb3manhattan.org - info@cb?;manhattan,org

Gigi Li, Board Chair Susan Stetzer, District Manager

Communitv Board 3 Liguor License Application Questionnaire

Please bring the following items to the meeting:

N ﬁ& ALL ITEMS MUST BE SUBMITTED FOR APPLICATION T O BE CONSIDERED.

A _- Photographs of the inside and outside of the premise.

éﬁ/ Schematics, floor plans or architectural drawings of the inside of the premise.

E/ A proposed food and or drink menu.

O Petitionin support of proposed business or change in business with signatures from
residential tenants atlocation and in buildings adjacent to, across the street from and behind
proposed location. Petition must give proposed hours and method of operation. For example:

estaurant, sports bar, combination restaurant/bar. (petition provided)
E/Ir\l otice of proposed business to block or tenant association if one exists. You can find
community groups and contact information on the CB 3 website:
, http://www.nyc.gov/html/manch3 /html /communitygroups/community group listings.shiml
Photographs of proof of conspicuous posting of meeting with newspaper showing date.

O Ifapplicant has been or is licensed anywhere in City, letter from applicable community board

indicating history of complaints and other comments.

=t

Cheek which you are applying for:
: new liquor license O alteration of an existing liquor license O corporate change

Check if either of these apply:
3 sale of assets [J upgrade {change of class] of an existing liquor license

.. Today's Date: % é’/d cr "‘! 2. ; Qa/é ’ e s e e b

If applying for sale of assets, you must bring letier from current owner confirming that you
‘are'buiyitg busIness of Have the SEHeT Comme wWith youto the meeting. o

Is location currently licensed? O Yes I3No Type of license:

If alteration, describe nature of alteration:

.
Previous or current use of the location:

Corporation and trade name of current license:

?i}r’:;l‘ls(;ifizess: /? ﬂfOéé’/g f#l?f—zl

Cross streets: é/” w@?/(f\/ F s n Q%’l’dq 5//3‘

T

/
Name of applicant and Tyrincipalszg.{/ﬁﬂce\f v(%’ ‘{éﬂf/ 74425‘/0 /7[@/7/‘? L& C—/f//‘? 0'6'4’"/"’?/
1/ ,

%szig 2 (&gt 0e ; fcz/,a(; /43(:,0 / .l
Trade name (DBA): The  Johy Lamb /§/i/£m<>n Avad:  F<
- _




PREMISE: o | /

Type of building and num;ber of floors: /0 S e {\7 77’ 4) gl / /

Will any outside area or SIdewaIk cafe be used for the aale or consumptlon of cohohc beverages" i
(includes roof & yard) BrYes [0, No If Yes, describe and show on diagram: 2SeS A LOopu ‘5}4 ‘} 7/

Floor }frrace over /% xfw@ OJQ/ fﬂ‘ &

Does premise have a valid Certificate of Ofﬂlnarmgd_aﬂgcppfepmtmts including for any
back or side yard use? EI Yes O No Whagis maximum NUMBER of people permlttec‘{')(j\> A

| e {67>
Do you plan to apply for Public Assembly permlt7 O Yesk No

What is the zoning design ation (check zoning using map ht’m / /gisnve. gov/doitt/nycitymap/ - -

please give specific zoning designation, such as R8 or €2J: C G ;1 A

PROPOSED METHOD OF OPERATIO\T ‘ :
Will any other business be51des food or, alcohol servxce be conducted at premls e7 E! Yes EsNe

Ifyes, pIease describe What type

What are the proposed days /hours of operation? (Specify days and houys each Aay hours of
outdoor space) &// ic b — ///4/% /2 A4 / Lr S / - {7@/; ///;'ﬂ’«?ﬁ’/f'i
O«"f%:o( -—{i’/feCe 04;.?:5 &4 /Sﬁﬂ' &4 ’Wf/%/é/

Number of tables? VQ ' Total nnmbpr of seats" . / g ‘7

i i bt il 2 5 o B B B A it o v /e“&_

l—lowmanystand Up bars/ barseats are located on the premlse7 : - e -

RSO . - - s Vs | upbar-fl& any-bczr or- cou‘uter Lwh ether W’bd’k Seafzng«er not)-over vﬂnc}ra PAtron-€an order; -~
pay for and receive an ala ohohc be|verage) o o ,
Describe all bars (length, shape and location): éﬂﬂm% 4 3/%' S
Does premise have a full lﬁtchenmﬂ N07 ,
Does it have a food preparauon area7 u Yes E! No (If any, show on dlagram)
Is food available for sale? gYes E'No Ifyes, describe type of food and subrmt amenu
%cz/f Cdn Co isSine
What are the hours kitchen will be open? 4 / / Aoufj d % ° ﬁf/,cﬁ/' Lhs
Will a manager or principal always be on site?NGHes m No Ifyes, Wthh7

How many employees will there be? _ 20— D

Do you have or plan to install O French doors O accordion doors or II windows? )

Will there be TVs /momtc rs7mestl No (If Yes, how many7) 2 -3 - /ﬂm @ﬂ[‘ Mo57L
will premise have music} D Yes D No ' tres,

Re\”dwaFCh 2015 - y - — —— Pag 2 O =




3

If Yes, what type of music? O Live musician [I DJ I Juke boxb)(apes/CDs/iPod
If other type, please describe i

What will be the music volume? BBa cLckground (qu et) O Enterfal ent level / / /
Please describe your sound system: /&M "’#’Uf’/ (@5 @ la V’(f & fIme /_gfe«. 2

Will you host any promoted events, scheduled performances or any event at which a cover fee is
charged? If Yes, what type of events or performances are proposed and how often? A

How do you plan to manage vehicular trafﬁc and crowds on the sidewalk caused by your
est }:ﬂlshment? Please attach plans. (Please do not answer "we do not anticipate congestion.”)
/(/a Kew /05 hes no s idewall Tore serg

%here be securitv pergonnel? I Yes £3-No (If Yes, how many and when)

&/// édé/f(;@&/)é/% restavrenT i/ /zpiéarve Sw/éf

How do you plan to manage noise inside and outside your business so neighbors will not be

affected? Please attach plans. T_{ r_rﬂq,v.(,f Lol ﬁéj
—AoiSe il &;@07[@7—@//”””‘”‘7 éf “S‘Iéf Fos s Ss e:%o

Do you have sound proofing installed? &I Yes OO No A £ ’Hb(é sur rey blus @S wedf
Ifnot, do you plan to install sound-proofing? I3 Yes I No / A
TP proomne 2o S Quests of Th At

APPLICANT HISTORY: .
Has this corporation or any prlnCIpal been licensed prewously'g/&‘e‘s 3 No
If yes, please indicate name blishment: A}f” A rz‘ié LL

of esta
Address: Sé 5 4/ é 4 J—'/L/Ule/ Ay < ~ Community Board # 2
..Dates of operation: Poo = 20r¥

‘Ifyou answered "Ves' to the above question, please provide a letter from the commu 627 /é % C (7_‘
board indicating history of co“aplamtso othercomments: ()@f(ﬁzéfj et wg)ﬂ e = / 7‘-\/; -
A

Has any principal had work  exp erience similar to the proposed business?¥J Yes O No If Yes, please

attach explanation of experlence or resume.

Does any principal have othier businesses in this area? O YesJS:No If Yes, please give trade name
and describe type of business :

Has any principal had SLA geports oraction within the past 3 years? O Yes INo If Yes, attach list
of violations and dates of viplations and outcomes, if any.

Attach a separate diagram that indicates the location (name and address) and total number of
establishments selling/serving beer, wine (B/W) or liquor (OP) for 2 blocks in each direction.
Please indicate whether establishments have On-Premise (OP) licenses. Please label streets and
avenues and Identify your location. Use letters to indicate Bar, Restaurant, etc. The diagram must
be submitted with the questionnaire to the Commumty Board before the meeting,

el — Page 3 Of 4




LOCATION:
: 7y
How many licensed establishments are within 1 block? S é(“ A/(/ (AcHeDd

- How many On-Premise v[O P) hquor hcenses are within 500 feet7

Is premise within 200 feet of any school or place of Worsh1p7 | Ye§E/No

COMMUNITY OUTREACH:
Please see the Community, Board website to find block associations or tenant associations in the
immediate vicinity of yous location for community outreach. Applicants are encouraged to reach
out to community groups.| Also use provided petitions, which clearly state the name, address,
license for which you are applying, and the hours and method of operation of your estabhshment at
the top of each page. (Atta -h addl’aonal sheets of paper as necessary).

Weare mcludmg the foII owing quesizons:to be able to prepare stipulations cmd havethe
e ee;mggbe fgzsten -and more eﬁ‘ictant..PIeage answer per your busmess plan, do rwt pl’a‘m to-
negotiate atthe meetmg : | .

1. agree to close‘any doors and windows at 10:00 P.M. every night?

2. m\zﬂl not haveh/D Is, :Ed/e musm)ﬂﬁ‘dinofed event& any event at which a cover fee is
charged Xscheduled performances g more than ____DJs/ promoted events per more

than private parties per .ﬂa/rﬂ‘}i
3. "B 1will play ambient recorded background music only.

4, will not apply for an alteration to the method of operation agreed to by this stipulation
without first coming before CB 3.

5. OIwillnotseeka cha;nge in class toa ﬁﬂlﬂon—pre‘mse hquor license. Or O my busm ss plan is
to seek an upgradeata iatef date. A .‘ Yass

6. @ will not participate in pub crawls or have parsy buse o*r! o Ly st caohsnmem

7. )Xfmu nGtHave A Happy HOur. 0L .uﬁappv hour W*'“ﬂd bV — '_ J——

8: I will not have wa1t lines outside. O mere wﬂl bea stafr person outsme to momtor suiewau{

CFowds and ensire o 101ter1nc A i -

9. H Residents may contact the manager/ owner at the following phone number. Any complaints
will be addressed immediately and 1 wﬂl revisit the above-stated method of operation if
necessary in order to minimize my establishment's impact on my neighbors.

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
| :
e L S TN 572
[
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INTERIOR DIAGRAM ~ Typical Floor (Proposed)
120 Allen Street

New York, NY

February 26, 2014

NOT TO SCALE
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120 Allen Street o
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February 26, 2014
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Bar Snacks

Deviled Eggs $6
) Roasted Nuts $6
Marinated Olives $6
Devils on Horseback $6

‘Raw
Oysteris 31
Tuna Cruedo $12
Shrimp Cocktail §12

Small Plates

Grilled White Asparagus $12
Chanterelle Mushraoms, Lardon, Soft Boiled Egg, Cilantro Hollandzise

Id

Slow Roasted Pork Belly $12
Tamarind Glaze, Toasted Pistachios

Grilled Radicchio Salad $10

GorgonzotaDoteg Toasted-Pime Nuts, Bhack Chetry Balsamic Glazs, Lemon V.00

Roa:sted Beet Salad $12
Heirlopm Beets, Farmed Goat Chéese, Spiced Walnuts, Mache

Gravlax S 12
House-Cured Lemon Grass Red Beet Salmon, Truffle Vinaigrette, Brioche Toast

Crostini $10

. Buifalo Mozzdrella, Prosciutto, Grated Gruyere Cheese, Rosemary, Truffle Ol .

Kung Pao Calamari $11

T "~ Chiopped Peafts; Cilartro, Spicy Brown Bean Satice

Bone Marrow $14
- Roasted Oxtail Shallot Marmalade

Séar.ed Hudson Valley Foie Gras $15
Fresh Chicory Leaves, Black Cherries, Grand Marnier Port Drizzle

Seared Scallops $15
Sweet Potatp Hash, Fresh Chikory Leaves, Orange Ginger Beurre Blanc

Gnocchi Alla Romana $11 ]
Pan Seared Gpocchi, Carbonara, Crispy Pancetta, Fresh Peas, Grana Padano

Slab Bacon $9
Thick Cut, Chili Maple Glaze
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Cucu

Sausage Selection

Jrish Banger §7
Hash Brown Potatoes and Caramelized Onions

Saucisse Bretonne $9
h-Caramelized Apples and Maytag Crumble

~ Mexican Chorizo $8
sh Guacamole and Grilled Pineapple

Lamb and Feta $8
mber and Potato Salad, Tzatziki Sauce

. Tasso $9
Aged Gouda and Arugula Salad

En‘frées

Steak Frites $20
land Cut Fries, Bordelaise Sauce

Chicken Milanese $18

Brej@ed Chicken Breast Pounded Paper Thin and Pan Fried.
Cnmrra d cxaiele Q12 TP u | ~
AT AL Sy 0 2 4 3 R R oy E LU}\;LLLLL\.:

Fava Bean Sglad,

Frie

Sausage

L Up

Pa
Lopp

Sout
Grax

=3 . bl e O 1 T o I s ks
Gritied-Cormy-ShitekTviustroonss Parmesanr Rencir Drizzie

1 Roasted Chilean Sea Bass $23

ed with Crispy Ramps and Roasted Red Pepper Sauce
Fried Chicken $17

hern Style, Served with Homemade Biscuits, -

'y and Maple Bacon Mashed Sweset Potatoes

Pan Seared Atlantic Cod $19

o GINCEL G
SN o1 5

Arlid

bok!

Apple Cid

Marinated with Yus

Mads

Grourn

Chopped

U an

with
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Salm
hi M

choy;-Japanese-eggplant; Fresno-chili lime-sauce——

nbleCut Grilled Pork ChopS20
ted, Fresh Cole Slaw, balsamic fresh cherry sauce

Grilled Shrimp $15
eet Soy. Garlic and Goat Cheese Mash, Crispy Yuca Chips -

Burgers

Basic Burger $12
ss Fed Ground Brisket, Chuck and Short Rib
vle Wood Smoked Bacon $2 Cheese $1

Lamb Burger $14 ‘
Sliced Cucumber, Tomato and Tzatziki sauce

Salmon Burger $14
on with Ginger, Scallion, Garlic and Chives
2y o, Grilled Bok Choy, Teriyaki Drizzle




;_’ 19 Mé’i"é"é’r Street NY, NY 10013 (212) 925-1365 Fax: (212) 966-4216 www.acoustilog.com

Delancey Square Hosplta ty
119 Orchard Street / |
New York, NY. 1 0002 N

- ~
........... i 2

Re: New Hotel, Roof‘op N sise| -

Dear Mr. Valentine, J 2y
R (g N -

I have studied the noise issués at the above premises. You have asked me to make

recommendations to preve n’é,\ncii\se dlsturbances from the outdoor space at the new hotel.

N

SUMMARY SN

\

You are constructing a hoﬁk [ that will. mclude a snvth ﬂoor outdoor rooftop (occupancy 62). The
angles and distance from nearby reSIdences the hxgh level of ambient noise in the area and the
design of your facility will Keep |[sound levels w;tthorse Code limits for voices.

Recommendations are pravided in this report e /_,/ _ N

o //
\ / e P

TEST AND INSPECTION <

.

To measure the outdoor ambient naise level, a long-ter;m out,door recording was set up to

monitor the noise levels o a typical Friday, Saturday and Sunday night. This provides a mix of
busier and quieter nighttime periods. s S

I inspected the building plans and then performed caicufauons o defermme the sound level of
your outdoor customers’ vgices inside the nearest residential g‘wel/lmg vylngows

THE NOISE CODE - UNREAS ONABLE NOISE

§24-203 General definitions. When used in the New York c:ty nOIse conz‘rol code the
following terms shall have the following meanings: \ >

(62) Unreasonableinoise means any excessive or unusua//y Toud sound z‘haz‘ d/sz‘urbs
the peace, comfort pr repose of a reasonable person of normal sens:tfv/tles /njLﬂ’es or
endangers the hea f or| safety of a reasonable person of normal sensn‘/wz‘les or wh/ch

causes injury to plapt on animal life, or damage to property or bus:ness e C
§24-218 General prohi

(a) No person shallimake, continue or cause or permiz‘ fo be made or continded any
. f VA " N
unreasonable noise

g
itions. : e [

(b) Unreasonable noise shall include but shall not be limited to sound, aﬁr/butable z‘e‘w
any device, that exgeeds the followmg prohibited noise levels: N

(1) Sound, othefithan impulsive sound, attributable to the source, measured at a <

Page 1 0of 8 Acoustilog, Inc . email: af1@acoustilog.com




~""_ level of 7 dB(A} or more above the ambient sound level at or after 10:00 p.m. and

before 7:00 a.nj., as measured at any point within a receiving property or as
measured at a gistance of 15 feet or more from the source on a public right-of-way.

x ) (2) ‘Sound, other than impulsive sound, attributable to the source, measured at a
~evel of 10 dB(A) or\more above the ambient sound level at or after 7:00 a.m. and
before 10:00 p.mn., as measured at any point within a receiving property or as

(3) lmpuISIve seund, attri
mor¢ above the ambient
properfy’or as I neas ureq

measured af a distance of 15 feet or more from the source on a public right-of-way.

ibutable to the source, measured at a level of 15 dB(A) or
sound level, as measured at any point within a receiving
at a distance of 15 feet or more from the source on a public

r/ghf—o__f__gv_,aj/;,,,/t”r pulsive sound levels shall be measured in the A-weighting network
with the sodnd feve meter set to fast response. The ambient sound level shall be

taken in the A“weighting

N L P

network with the sound level meter set fo slow response.

~, s Sl S
DB(A) is a measurementg F'n‘jindrg/ng\.e‘é*qund and is applicable to voices.

TN

AMBIENT NOISE ANALYSIS |-

| have calculated the rooftp s contf]

determining the line-of-sigt \xt sound
levels will be below all of £

ifﬁutior?to fhe noise level at the neighbors. This was done by
aaths as well as the distance to the neighbors. The sound
equ ,rements if the recommendations are followed. This is
clow. -

' raphs b

e Code 1
illustrated on the map and ky

Page 2 of 8

This image is from Google

Maps, although your building

looks different due to recent
onstruction.

The rooftop is openté -
Detancey Streetand. " /
Orchard Street- a ;
constant source of noise.

Acoustilog, Inc email: af1@acoustilog.com




s Sunday period. The back
measure ofthe mldrange oun
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dBA sound levels throughout a Friday, Saturday and

se level (night only) ranges from 62 to 64 dBA, which is a

e sound levels are actually quite consistent considering that
his is partly due to the fact that the terrace is open to

oad with commercial traffic. The low frequencies vary widely
oes not relate well to voice sounds.

3:00 AM |

5:00 AM |
Z:00_AM
9:00 AM |

11:00 AM

=== Midrange (dBA)
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night|"
Time of Day

VOICES NOISE ANALYSJJS

ied U
| on

The noise level was analy.
source. The total voice lev

The nearest residential wiidow
with only an air shaft sepafatin
distarnce to any one windoy, th
number of people in the injmed
level of 74 dBA.

The noise level caused by
11 decibels after entering
still be too loud inside the
to shield sound from the ne
over the barrier wall, the s
inside the windows would

VOic
an Of
ear,

und

O
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ight

be 56

sing
the
s are
g the
e no
iate

es Wi
Den v
OV af
DOTS.

leve
0] dBI

a total of 65 people on the roof terrace as one sound
roof would typrcally be 77 dBA

> to both the north'and south. These windows” are ,very close
m from the property line of the terrace. Given the small

se level at each window would be prlmanly due‘to a smaHer
vicinity, assumed to be 10 people with a combmed vorce\

'\

th this proximity and geometry typically drops approxrmately\ N
vindow. The voice levels, after traveling only 6 fest; wotld »
artments. Therefore, a barrier wall has been recommended
With the barrier, which forces any voice sounds to bend —,
I will be 40 dBA inside, while the ambient background 1 noise 5
A. This is shown in the chart below.

"

Acoustilog, Inc email: af1 @acoustilog.com




A -orﬁer\to meet Code requirements, the voice sound must not exceed the ambient by 7 or 10
decrbels (night/day). Since the|voice sound will be below the level of ambient noise, it will not
exceed Lhe ambient noise [by either| 7 or 10 decibels and will therefore meet Code requirements.

A N == Ambient sound Final Level inside apartment

70" X =0~ Voice Final Level inside apartment

.
65
60
55
50
@ 45
T
40
35
30
25
e .- = . _ ___ @ o= _ -~
N N N N N N N N N n N N7 N >N N N N N N N N N <
r ©r T I I £ |/rxrx T X X X I T T I T I I I I I ©
[ o <o w (=4 (=3 (=3 o = [ =C i~ S -1 el = 4 = = = = =3 - == -
© =] (=2 o~ © (=] D I~ = =4 L oS w0 © N w w < w « «©
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1. No music should be played on the terrace, so do not mstallspeakers outside.

2. There are various parrier materials to block voice norse The barrrers will extend along
the north and south edges of the terrace in line with, or on ‘the parapet walls. Do not
extend the barrier past|the solid brick of the building to the seuth it is unnecessary. On
the north side, taper the barrier down toward the front but contrnue it to protect the north
building’s terrace. Hee the diagram on the photo at the endt O this report N

3. The barriers should be at least 3 feet higher than the windows they are- protec’ung Note
that even windows|on lower floors that cannot see the terrace will also befprotected by
.using the barrier. : o ey

Ve

4. lrecommend _buildﬁng the barrier using ¥4” thick clear or translucent glas\s or”i’_"exésrf /Tl';i*s
will not block light &s much as an opaque material such as wood or concrete; board/ __________

I

which are also effdctive barriers. : NP e N
5. A “fence” with slotg or gaps will not be effective. Any barrier must be solid and all jgap‘s’
must be sealed with caulk. | . AN v

6. The architect and engineer will have to determme the best way to meet the varlous
requirements sucH as for wind safety.
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Calibrated to Bruel & Kjae

Page 5 0of 8

Oust

89
422

that all
ake sure

vay f

ustilog, In
Srmissior

obar..

log,

or 47

, please call.

Acoustilog, Inc

can|be hidden behind a wood-slat fence, trellis or plantings.

complicated construction projects get regular inspection

the system performs properly. This is an optional service
Inc.-designed information supplied is for the original client
or different prOJects by any architect, consultant, engineer or
ic. 2016. All rights reserved. No reproduction of any type -

1 of Acoustilog, inc.

0 Sc una( Source or Quest CA-15A.

/\.

email: af1@acoustilog.com

Peadmgs taken with Bruel & Kjaer 2260/2270 Analyzer, Bruel &
90 Mzcrophone Acoustilog 232A Reverberation Timer.



A long-term outdoor
recording was set up to
record the noise levels on a
typical Friday, Saturday and
Sunday night.

“are facing the rooftop to the
north.

e

“Fhe'nearest residential windows
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There are residential windows
facing the rooftop to the south.

View of the hotel from the
rooftop terrace.
\\ N/

iers mustt extend all
way|to tHe hotel
on ! oth ‘sides
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View of Delancey Street
from the rooftop terrace.
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119 Orchard Street, New York, New York

Traffic Impact Study Page 1
Introduction and Summary of Findings

The appﬁcant seeks a ljcense from the NYS Liquor Authority (SLA) for.a proposed
+/- 90 person capacity| restaurant that will be located within a new +/- 20 room

hotel that is currently b
in Manhattan Commun
Orchard Street and Alle
Side neighborhood of M
and 2.

ns

Exhibit 1: Project Site

The address of the new
restaurant will from the

the hotel's main entrange w

north of Delancey Stree

two-way arterial that begin

Houston Street to the n

0

ver
ney

|

.

nrth

eing co
ty Distr

anhatt

ocation

mpleted at 119 Orchard Street (Block 415/Lot 77)

ict 3. The property is a through lot located between

treet just north of Delancey Street in the Lower East

ue
N Te
/hich
AS S
S at
, wi

an. The project site location is shown in Exhibits 1

s 119 Orchard Street, but the main access to the
staurant's Allen Street frontage, adjacent to the

1 is also on Allen Street, approximately 80 feet
nown in Exhibits 1 and 2, Allen Street is a major
the FDR Drive to the south, and terminates at
nere it becomes one-way northbound First Avenue.

PlanningWorks.NYC
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119 Orchard Street, New York, New York
Traffic Impact Study , ' Pags 2

Delancey Street in a major east-west arterial that provides access to the
Williamsburg Bridge to|the east and becomes Kenmare Street west of Broadway
and provides a connection to Little italy and SGHQ before terminating at Lafayette
Street. Both Del ancey Street and Allen Street have raised center medians that
separate the two-way traffic flows, and both are NYC DOT Truck Routes.
The area Sdi‘i‘{}ﬁﬁdmﬁ the project site was t‘ze subject of a NYC sponsored
rezoning (“Easz Village n Lower EESL Side Rezoni ing”) that was adopted by the City
Council on November 8 2008. The rez:;mrigia;med to premote the preservation
of the neighborhoods v “ iie also providi ng opportunities for growth and affordable
housing along the wider corridors that are well served by mass transit. The
rezoning aiss sought i« ‘ ap more contextua! zoning districts in the Lower East
Side and East Village neighborhoods; in which any new construction would need
to consider the nearby : nd admamng built forfns. Prior to the rezoning action, the
»

project site and the areps to the north and soatﬁ between East Houston Street
and Grand Street were meé C6-1. As shown in Exhibit 2, the Delancey corridor
e)

(including the project s is now a C6-2 contextual zone, and areas to the north
and south of the Delandey Street corridor are zoned C4-4A (aiso contextual).

Exhibit 2: Project Site Lgcat w'amzi"“E'_>,.<‘;stsrtg'§ Zg; ing

-~
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This traffic study has b
SLA license, in combinz
affect existing pedestria
provide a conservative
because the restaurant
future projections inclu
the operation of the nej

Preparation of this rep
the East Village / Lowe
surveys of the existing
assignment analysis, af
potential for significant

The report concludes that t
atig

project site given its log
combination with the ng

respect to the existing tran

There are several key f¢

Y

2en
tion

and
will
le {
v h

pro

n,

Ea

Lran

dt

|

prepared to evaluate the potential for the discretionary
) wrth the operation of the new venue, to negatively
traﬁTlc and parking conditions in the area. In order to
Wo‘rst case traffic and transportation analysis, and
pro‘wde food and beverage service to the hotel, the

he c?peratlon of the new restaurant in combination with
otel! =

#rt included a review of previous planning studies including

st Side Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS),
sportation network, a trip generation and traffic
raffic and parking capacity analyses to determine the
ject related impacts.

he ?roposed restai@urant use is well suited for the

n and the other nearby uses, and its operation in

w hotel would not reSuIt in any significant impacts with

aty

sportation network.

res|of the project site location that make it uniquely

well suited for the proposed bar and restaurant venue.

While the inte
busy interse
entranceis o
Allen Street
and vehicular g

lower than on any
ect
cap
pic

Exhibit 8, this s
than adequate
dropping off or|

The project s
two-way co
Truck Routes
vehicles would
any predomina

Both Allen St

multiple lanes

would be room
vehicle that ma

o

e
- Alien Street and Delancey Street. Project related
hav
tly

eet
st

for

y b

lrser:i:i‘cm of Allen Street with Delancey is generally a
F:ian, ti‘ae location of the new hotel and restaurant
the comparatively quiet section of northbound

\

arting from the busy intersection. Traffic volumes

icts| on this section of Allen Street are substantially
of the other legs of this intersection. As shown in
ion %of Allen Street is relatively quiet and there is more
acit‘y along this section of Allen Street for vehicles
King up passengers at the new venue.

is Ic‘ocated near the intersection of two major
rCiéi arterial streets and designated NYCDOT
e di

res

rect access to ’the site without traveling through
idential areas.: ;

d Delancey Street are wide streets with

d for through and turning vehicles. There

fic to navigate around an occasional double parked
omentarily dro?pping off or picking up passengers

an
ripe
traf
e m
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119 Orchard Street, Néw York, New York
Iraffic Impact Study Page 4

at the hotel and restaurant entrances.

- The Delancey Street corridor has been upgraded as part New
York City's Vjsion Zero safety initiative. In addition to safety
improvements|and provision of newgpedestrian plazas, improved bike
lanes and cou;m\t—down‘ clocks, recent improvements have also addressed
traffic operatignal issues. While many of the local corridors are heavily
used, particularly durlng peak hours, the analyses presented below

indicate that there is more than ade?quate roadway capacity available to

service the small amqunt of incremental traffic associated with the
proposed restzurant a‘nd hotel venues.

- The proposeljf restaFrant venue is well located with respect to the
public trans rtation system, a short walk to several major

subway lines, and there are also bus routes on both Delancey and

Allen Streets Basec!i on the information presented below, a substantial

percentage of the pat'rons will use transit, or will walk to access the site,

and those that|do travel by car will be carpooling. A large number of
these trips willj also be% linked to other trips already occurring on the
network. Even during peak periods, the new hotel and restaurant

together would generate +/- one (1) new vehicle trip every five (5)

minutes.

— There is on-street and off-street parking available in the area.
Based on information provided in the East Village/Lower East Side FEIS,
projected 2017 parking demands are expected to be accommodated by
the available parking supply, with peak parking utilization in the area of
85 percent during |peak parking demand periods (primarily the late
evening and overnight hours). Combined, the new restaurant and hotel
would generate a heak parking demand of 17 parking spaces and this

would not signmﬁcantlyi affect neighbdrhood wide parking supply.

— The applicani intends to enter into an agreement with the hotel
operator and |a nearby parking garage operator to provide valet
parking. Itis an@:mpated that the hotel will also pursue the
installation of a hotel loading zone on Allen Street. The number if
vehicles circulating on the nearby streets would be minimized by
providing a corisistent|and reliable parkmg program, and there would be
adequate curbside|parking available for vehicles to pick up and discharge
passengers visiting the hotel and restaurant venues.

PlanningWorks.NYC January 27, 2016
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— The applicani in;em
mation

eb and online mobile presence in order to
ns‘it u
d on th
rection
ear real-time incidents and construction information, in
rmatior

parking infor
venue's own
encourage tr
patrons spen

door-to-door dﬁ

real-time and
addition to infdq
voucher progra

The proposed

ms

existing C6-

1s to include a set of traffic, transit, and
pages and links on or accessible from the

se, and to minimize the amount of time
e local roadways. Information could include
s to the site via automobile and transit and links to

1 regarding any valet parking and/or parking

restaurant is an appropriate land use in the

mitted in this zone. C6-2A zones are generally

2 zpning district and would generate less traffic
than other uses per

mapped in ares
parking. C6-2¢
addition to hot
such as food/g

and service center

The number of peak hour p
har‘1 th

restaurant use are less
uses of the site, and are
existing conditions that
represents an efficient u
perspective, and as des
transportation network
number of new trips ang

Existing Setting

As noted above, the pro
Orchard Street and Alle
frontage is shown in Exh
4. Primary access to bo
relatively quiet section ¢
intersection at Delancey

s W‘/ell
\ di‘

|
ocery
S.

we
alre
tiliz
rib
S m
th

ad
ati
<le]

ect
Il St
ibit
th t
f Al
Stn

3
he

The project site is locat
study area is defined a

east. The area is in tran
under construction.

s] he
Grand Street to the sou

, F
Sitio

stria
>|s and

LFSC

ore
e de

len
eet.

are
ors _
n as evidenced by a large number of sites currently

served by transit and do not require off-street

ts permit a wide range of commercial uses in
restaurants, including high traffic generating uses
stores, pharmacies, and certain automotive sales

n and vehicle ?crips associated with the proposed
ose that would: be associated with other permitted

Il below levels that could significantly affect the

exist. The prbposed bar and restaurant use

n of the site from a transportation planning

n the sections that follow, the existing

than adequate to process the relatively small
mand for parking associated with the new venue.

Y
0

site is a through-block property with frontage on both
reet

just north of Delancey Street. The Allen Street
and the Orchard Street frontage is shown in Exhibit
hotel and restaurant uses would be from the
Street, approximately 80 feet north of the

a between East Houston Street to the north,
yth Street to the west, and Essex Street to the

E in the Lower East Side and the traffic and land use
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Exhibit 3: Project Site [Allen Street Frontage
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Most of the residential
uses are typically founc
complex is located at 1
southeast corner of St
13 apartments. Higher;
frequent occurrence, w
construction or recently

Ground floor commerci
known for the discount
the local area streetsca
an increasing number ¢
have opened, the area
shown in Exhibits 5 thr
immediate vicinity of th

Leather Goods

Pharmacy
Fur and Shear

The Delancey Street co
districts are mapped in

the central business distric

most retail establishme

establishments), are permi

provided in Exhibit 9.

Analysis Methodology

This traffic study has be
discretionary SLA licens
and hotel, to resultin s
impacts. Accordingly, t
compared:

— Existing Condition
Future Conditions
Future Conditions

Clothing and Lu

Other Restaurants

uses are comprised of four- to six-story tenements; retail
on} the street level. The six-story Pueblo Nuevo Housing
25 Street at Stanton Street. NYCHA Stanton Street, on the
nto‘n and Attorney Streets, is a three-story building with
der‘wsity residential development is becoming a more

th a number of taller residential buildings currently under
completed.

| uses are common throughout the area, which was

>d apparel shops, tailors, and fabric stores that dominated
pes‘. hile many of the discount stores have closed and

f boutiques, specialty shops and signature clothing stores
has majintained its discount commercial character. As

bugh 8, ground floor commercial land uses in the

e site include the following:

g agj
Supplies

- Discount Department Stores
- Electronic Stores

- Medical and Dental Offices

- Specialty Food Stores

ing|Qutlets - Pet Care Establishments
ridor (including the project site) is zoned C6-2A. C6
regional commercial centers, that are located outside of

LS.
(ing
tted

Use Groups 5, 6, 8, 9, 10 and 12, which include
luding hotels and eating and drinking
in C6 districts. A zoning and land use map is

nts

en
e, i
gni
ne f

prepared in order evaluate the potential for the

n combination with the operation of the new restaurant
ficant pedestrian, vehicular traffic, and parking
ollowing development scenarios were evaluated and

S
wit
wit

t the facility (‘fNo Action Scenario”)
e facility ("With Action Scenario”)

hou
h th
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Exhibit 8: Allen S Facing North, Just North of Delancey Street
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119 Orchard Street, New York, New York

Traffic Impact Study Page 12
Existing Conditions

Public Transportation and Bicyale Networks

The project site is well served by the public tifan’sportation system. As shown in
Exhibit 10, the NYC Trapsit/M, J and Z trains have a station stop on Delancey
Street at Essex Street, two blocks east of the project site and B and D trains have
a stop at rand Street/Christie Street, approximately four blocks southwest of the

project site. The MTA NﬂlS‘bus
the north, with Bowling|Green

As shown in Exhibit 11,
carries physically prote
in both directions that k&
continue along northbo
north of East Houston

going eastbound and "

teq‘ bic
egin at

treet.
stbbur
respectively, and shareg bi}cycl
Delancey Street, and S ‘ffolk S
locations at Allen Stree\ ivi

Side neighborhood of
north of Delancey Stre
will primarily be concen
Street. As shown in Ex

. +raﬁ
ra’c‘ed z
ﬂbip 12

designated NYCDOT Truck Rout

Parkina Characteristics

The section of Allen Str
bus line. Further to the
sweeping regulations (N
Saturday) and metered

et | djz
north,

0 P‘a rki

line runs Allen Street, connecting East Harlem to
and the southgrn tip of Manhattan, to the south.

the Allen Street segniﬂent adjacent to the project site

cle paths (denoted by the solid green route lines)
the FDR Drive/South Street to the south and

nd‘ Firs%,t Avenue and southbound Second Avenue, to the
‘There are also: dedicated bike lanes (blue lines)

d along Stanton and Rivington Streets,

e [anes (purple lines) on portions of Grand Street,
treet. Nearby CitiBike installations are include
ton Street, just north of the project site.

ild be located on a through-block property between
t just north of Delancey Street in the Lower East

n. The main entrance would be on Allen Street,

fic accessing and departing from the project site

it the busy intersection of Delancey Street at Allen
, both Allen Street and Delancey Street are

es. :

icent to the project site is a bus stop for the M-15
Allen Street is posted with overnight street
ng Midnight to 3AM Tuesday, Thursday and

paqking is permitted from SAM to 7PM Except Sunday. On

the west side of the street therTe is also a bus stop for the M-15, and overnight

on§ (N

rking is

street sweeping regulat
Friday) and metered pa

Exhibit 11: NYC|DOT Bi

0 Parking Midnight to 3AM Monday, Wednesday and
permitted from 9AM to 7PM Except Sunday.

cycle Lanes
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Exhibit 12: NYC DOT D
The section of Orchard

6PM Sunday regulation
Sunday. The east side
Except Sunday, No Star
regulations (No Parking

.-
esignate

din‘

|

g Re

The official NYCDOT Paikin

Existing Traffic Volumes

Traffic generated by the

ne

immediately adjacent tg th

Street at Delancey Stre

The critical analysis pern
evening peak hour peri
traffic, and the project

I,

ods
ds
raft

Str@et F
Standing Midnight to 6A4M Fridz
M| ter
of Orch

Midni

g 84
g

w fa
e pr
vas

5 are
the
c, \

>d Truck Routejs

adjacent to the project site is posted with a No

3y to Sunday regulation, and a No Standing 8AM to
ed parking is permitted from 9AM to 7PM, Except
ard Street is posted with No Parking 7AM to 7PM
AM to 6PM Sunday, and overnight street sweeping
ht to 3AM Tues}day, Thursday and Saturday).

gulation Repoi‘ts are provided in Appendix 1.

cility will be céncentrated at the intersection
oject site. Accordingly, the intersection of Allen
chosen for analysis.

> the weekdayifevening and Saturday afternoon/
>se are the periods when both the background
nill simultaneously peak.
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119 Orchard Street, New York, New York
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Existing traffic volumes jat the study intersection were determined by a traffic
survey that was conducted on Friday Night and Saturday evening, January 15 and
16, 2016, The Friday evening counts were conducted between the hours of 5:00
PM and 8:00 PM and the Saturday counts wefe performed between 5:00 PM and
11:00 PM. Backgroundjand preject generated volumes are highest in the Friday
evening peak hour, so this period was chosen to perform detailed capacity

analyses. Existing traffjc v3!urr‘1es are showniin Exhibit 14.

Existing Levels of Service

Consistent with current|City policy, the HCS ZOOO software was used to calculate
signalized intersection levels of service. The level of service criteria for signalized
intersections is based op control delay. These criteria are presented below:

Level of Service Criterig for Signalized Intersections
Control Delay per Vehicle ‘

Level of Service (seconds/vehicle)
A 0-1

B >10-20

C >20-35

D >35-35

E >55-80

F > 80

The existing levels of sarvice for the signalized intersections are summarized in
Exhibit 15. The Existing, No Btljild, and Build level of service calculation sheets
are provided in Appendix 2. As indicated, each of the intersection approaches

operate in the LOS C to| D range.

The results of the level jof service analysis are consistent with field observations.
While the Delancey Street/Allen Street intersection is heavily utilized during the
PM peak hour period, the traffic demand volumes on each of the intersection
approaches are generally processed within a single traffic signal phase, and
delays the existing levels of service are in the C to D range. The intersection
approaches that would garry the new facility traffic are each operating at
acceptable levels. '

PlanningWorks.NYC January 27, 2016
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No Build Traffic Cond

No Build Traffic Volumes
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Future No Build traffic ¢
Future Build condition is
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) be operational in 2016,No-action conditions for
termined by applying a conservative 1.0% annual
jsting early 2016 volumes to account for a general
addition, the traffic volumes associated with the
2zoning were also added to the traffic volume
olumes are dis}played in Exhibit 14.

sere calculated using the same methodologies as
1lts of the No Build levels of service analyses are

kground trafﬁé results in conditions that remain in
the intersection approaches would be congested
tions, and operating levels of service would remain

n

In order to estimate the
project, a trip generatio
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r and type of trips associated with the proposed
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119 Orchard Street, New York, New York
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HOTEL 20Rooms _ Person Trips

TRIPRATE] %Nl %0UT INN  OUT| TOTAL
WEEKDAY 9.4 50% 50%, 94 94 188
SATURDAY 9.4 50% 50%| 94| 94 188
AM .08 41% 59%). 6 8 15|
MD 14 88%  32% 18 8 26
M .13 55%  4l% 14 10| 24
ISAT .08 56%  44% g 7 17

[RESTAURANT 2,000 SF f Person Trips.
, TRIP RATE %IN  %OUT| N QUT| TOTAL
\WEEKDAY 173 50% 50% 173 173 346
SATURDAY 139 50%; 50% 138 139 278
AM ' 0.0t 84% 6% 3 o 3
MD | | 0.437 65%, 35% 31 17 47
PN 0.127) 65% 35% 28 i5 44
SAT 1 | o418 63% - 37% 20 12 32|

w

TOTAL Person Trip
: *?@E OUT TOTAL
[WEEKDAY | 267 267, 534
%5&'?833&? 233 232 455
AM e g 19
MD t 49 25
PM B ; 43 25 68
SAT | 30) 19 49|
Exhibit 12: Trip Generation Rates and P-’-"E‘SBﬂ Trip Generation

(353

The vehicle trip generatjon |analysis (autos ;:}iz.s taxas plus car service vehicles),
corresponding to both the weekday and Satu"day periods, is summarized below in
Exhibit 13. |

Exhibit 13: Hotel and Restaurant Trip Generation Estimates
Tne g:«mjccf generated traffic was assigned ‘i‘r{}uch zi';e mte*'s*—“-cz;m at Delancey
Street/Allen Street a:sj% ing a worst-case condition that would have 100 percent

of the new traffic traversing the study intersection. The project traffic-assignment
is displayed in Exhibit 14. :

PlanningWorks.NYC | January 27, 2016




119 Orchard Street, New York, New York
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2075 EVILES] | 2016 T 3 %
Existing Rezoning| No Buid aﬁs‘“i’zﬁiﬁf __Hotel Restaurant] Toig ?m;se«::t} 2016 Buid
Traffic, RWCDS  [freffic il S@Eﬁ Trafie | Trafic| mcrement Traffie
=1 450 455 . 0 i i 459
EBR 150 ] 52 90 [ 0 152
VWBL 100 b 161 9 9 0 101
WET 600 ! 810 ) 0 0 0 610.
WER 150 [ 153 5% 2 3 4 157
TN 80 B 61 ' 0 0 0 61
NBT 300 % 303 0% , 2 3 4 307
NBR 45 ) 45 : 9 i 0 45
SBL 45 | 45 33% 1 1 2 47
SET 360 o 303 33% 1 1 2 305
SER 150 ' ﬁ\}% 152 33%)| 1 1 2 153
TOTAL | . 2350 8 03825 100%| 100%)| 5 8 13 2365
Exhibit 14: Existing, |No Build, and Build Traffic Volume Summary

As show in Exhibit 12 the proposed hotel and restaurant use would generate a

total of 13 new vehicle trips (8 inbound and 5 outbound) during the critical Friday

evening peak hour. This level of trip generat;m} is well beiow the City’s threshold
for requiring a traffic analysis, and re:)re8°ni's approximately one {1) vehicle
every five minutes minute.

The new facility trips were assigned to the roadway network based on existing
traffic patterns, and the likely travel routes discussed above, Since vehicles
would be accessing thesite ﬁ'clfn various directions, the maximum number of new

vehicles on any ;:sar‘:cuﬂfr intersection approach would be four {(4) per hour, or

approximately one (1) new vehicle every 15 ms utes.

Build Traffic Volumes

The Build volumes were calculated as the sum of the No Build volumes and the

project traffic, and are displayed in Exhibit 14.

Build Levels of Senvice

The Build levels of sew;lf
5,

in the analysis year 20.
displayed in Exhibit 15.
operating in the level of

gey

AS

e were
The
ind
vice

: calcufated based on the projected build volumes
Existing, No Build, and Build levels of service are
icated, each of the intersection approaches are
> C to D range, which are considered acceptable
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operating levels of SEﬁ,
rzezthef t&e gmw*h inb

- With
3:?.{}1_
r East
{}i H

in the City of New York. As shown in Exhibit 15,
nd treffic in combination with the new traffic
Si de / East Village Rezo*'ia?g, nor the new traﬁ"if‘

of the new éwtei and restaurant, wouid affect these

ool o] Lp] [ Lo
SO O

25|

Exhibit 15: Leveil of Sarvie

Each of the analyzed agpro
of service Cand D during t

Parking Demand Analvsis

BEESY
XD
SO

As discussed above, ap

restaurant patrons are
auto occupancy of 2 pe
generate a parking deman
restaurant would .gercrfae
gccupancy, the new facjlity

Traffic and Parking Impact

e g

<imiz
acte
1S p
; for

ce Su

ach

a de
WOl

Ana

es would contx;me to operate at accepiable levels

ritical analysi s per od.

itely 30 percent of both the hotel guests and he

d to travel by private automobile, with an average
ar vehicle. At full capacity, the 20 unit hotel would
three (3) veh,cfes, and the S0 person capacity
=rmand for 14 vehicles. Accor rdingly, at full

1ld generate a demand for 17 vehicles.

T

ysis

According to the CEQR Jed!
acceptable LOS A, B, o Ci
unacceptable mid-LOS
would be considered si

7]
=

nifi
For any signalized intersect
LOS D, an increase in proje
should be considered s%@zéif
action LOS E, 4 seconds of
LOS F, 3 seconds of del iay s

However, if the no action L

D or

nic
n the
un
cant

fon
Chet
icant
delz
houi

DS F

al Mamai levels of service that deteriorate from
e future no 8€§i§i’! condition to marginally
acceptable LOS E or F in the future build condition
- impacts. i

lane group mtﬂ future no action levels of service of
i delays of five or more seconds in a lane group
tif the Build delay exceeds mid-LOS D. For no

ay should be considered significant. For no action
Id be con ;s;dered significant.

- condition a;readyhas delays in excess of 120
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seconds, 1.0 second orjmofe o]f delay shoufd;be considered significant, unless the

proposed action would
in the peak hour.

Based on the criteria ot
criteria requiring traffic

There would be a maximun

would only occur during
operator intends to ent
parking for the hotel an
East Viilage / Lower Eas
expected to be accomm

jen

tlin
mit

pe
21 1]
d re
tS
odaz

utilization in the area o
(primarily the late eve
and hotel would gener
would not significantly

Conclusions

The property at 119 Or,
transportation network.
site along the local roag
routes, and there are a
walking distance to the
street parking available
applicant is taking affirrn
off-street.

The project itself is not

generate no more than
at only be 17 cars. Bas
that no single intersecti
about one (1) new vehi

Based on the analyses
is expected to be small
the proposed project is

Based on a thorough ar
that the proposed resta

1

85

ng
e a
ffe

char

Th
waj
var

nat

15
ed

tle

not

aly
ura

erafe fewer than five vehicles throu

site.
duri

a m
discussed above, even |n tf

on i

res
the

gh that lane group

ed
iga

a

bove, none of the intersections would meet the
i : ’ |

on.

n of| 17 cars that would be parked in the area and this
ak QEmes at the venue. As discussed above, the

1to an agreement with a nearby parking facility to offer
>staurant patrons. Moreover, as documented in the

ide FEIS, projected 2017 parking demands are

sted‘ by the available parking supply, with peak parking
percent during peak parking demand periods

and overnight hours). Combined, the new restaurant
peak parking demand of 17 parking spaces and this
ct neighborhood wide parking supply.

\

treet is well Io@:ated with respect to the existing

is relatively easy and uncongested access to the
twork that is Ijargely composed of designated truck
of public transportation options within easy

here is an adequate amount of on-street and off-
the project's peak periods of operation and the
action to ensure that all parking demands are met

d S
lere
Yy Ne
iety

T

ing
Ve

r generator of traffic or parking demand, and as
eak hour of operation, the new facility would

cles per hour. | Peak parking demand is projected
he multiple access routes to the site, it is projected
ement will carry more than 4 new cars per hour, or
'y 15 minutes.

ajo
e p
veh
on t
MoV
cvey

ed, the amoun?c of new traffic on the area roadways
s ample capacity at the nearby intersections, and
ected to significantly affect local traffic conditions.

ent
2re |
exp

f projected future conditions, this report concludes
combination with the operation of the new 20 unit

SIS @
Nt in
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hotel, will not adversely| affect traffic or parking conditions on any of the streets,
or at any of the intersedtion approaches, when it opens later in 2016.
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APPENDIX 1
ON STREET PARKING REGULATION REPORTS

i

Source: NYCDOT |
http://a841i-dotvweb01.nyc.gov/ParkingRegs/ViewController/LocationValidation.aspx

!




i

Parking Regulatigns: :
Orchard Street, East] Side from Delancey Street to Rivington Street

|
|

3EE - 'Eﬁﬁi}e ~'—E_Eii'

EE%.&%"{C‘EY STREEY

BF-3520%1 ‘%&3’: DRCHARE STREET F“F%_A%CEY STREET RIVINGTOR STREET

Pote: Chclk the Regy aﬂjﬂ

on Info nomber fo get the gsarilm,g regulation details,

iocation of signs © fing perking on this bigck for parking reoulsfion info number 5-

34 South B S_&%XE)ING: AMFTIME [ARROW}
B3 MO ETANDIN iZ:: BAM-GRM BUNDAY <-——-=
Same location s sbove MO PARKING gAI‘é‘??M EXCEPT SUHDAY

PESHT REt:ml'armz {MOOM & STARS SYMBOLS) HO
PARKING {&f:@?&?‘@éﬁ BROOM SYMEDL) HO BARKING
MIDNIGHT ml 3AM TUES THURS SAT <

Szme location as shoy

iy

F B aﬁiﬁfﬂ B{Gﬁ BEM-GPM SUNEAY <=

il

Josh

Sams locstion as ahoy BO PARKING FAM-7PM EXCEPT SUNDAY

T

BHGHT REGUEATION {MDON & STARS SYMEOLE) B
Bame locelion a3 above PARKING [ Sﬁ%ﬁ%’%ﬂm‘i BROOM SYMBOLY HO PARKING
MIDNIGHT TO 3AM TUES THURS SAT <=

278 P STAMNDING| 5;« -GPE SUNDAY <>
5EFT fra cation 35 ebove BO PARKING Zlﬂ-e"v «-?PH EXCERT SLUMDAY

MHGHT RE&:UL—;T'{}&} {MOOHK & STARS SYMBOLS) NO
PARKING (54 M‘HHQN BROOM SYMBOL) MO PARKING
FEEMIGHT TO ﬁsnF?E TUES THURS S&T <>

TF

Same location as sbhov

203 NO STANDING| 2AM-5PM SUNDAY <-—>
Seme looetion == shov KT PARKIBG E%’ﬁ%’ﬁ-??ﬁ EMCEPT SUNBEY

BEGHT RE%:HEJ%?;GH {MOON & STARS SYMEDLS) ND
Same logstion as sbov PARKING fﬁa?%:?xi'}"ﬁ?% BROOH SYMBEOL) MO PARKING
FEDMESHT TQ 3&M TUES THURS BAT ==

o
]
EF4

CURB LINE }

ORUBARD STREET & Rmﬁ% HIREET

i
|
!
i
|
I




Parking Regulatidns:
Orchard Street, West Side from Delancey Street to Rivington Street

a

BN & S?&%ZS {SYMBOLE) HO STARDING FRI-SLN
MIDMIGHT-6AM <=

Same looation s sbovk

O PARKING [SAMITATION BEODM SYMEOL! MOON &
STARS [SYMBOLS] MONDAY WEDHESDAY FRIDS
MIDHIGHT-348 =-=

Same iocation =5 showe

MO STANDING SUNDAY B8M-GPM <>

Same looation &5 above

2 HOUR MZEEE%LEE% ARKING SAM-7PM EXCEPT SUNDAY <-

i
|

135

MOON & STQ‘R,IS‘ {SYMBOLS} NO STANDIMG FRI-SUMN
i’HD%IGHT-SQﬁTY -

Same locetion a5 abow

MO PARKING [SAMITATION BROOM SYMBOL) MO &
STARS [SYMBOLS] MONDAY WEDNESDAY FRIDAY
MIDMIGHT-3AM «->

Szme ocation a5 show

MO STANDING ISLE%DE‘T BAK-GPM -

Zzme locetion 25 aboy

2 HOUR HEIEE;ES PARKING SAN-7PM EXCEPT SUNDAY «<-

=~ H
]
i

25

K|

WO B 5?;:5{5 [SYMBOLS) N0 STANDING FRI-SUM
&ﬂmgﬁz—-ags% .

Zame lncehion =5 abov

MO PARKIHG [SAMITATION BROOM SYMBOL) MOON &
STARS {SYMBOLS] MONDAY WEDNESDAY FRIDAY
Evﬁ@ﬁ«&ifil—t?—&%i&;z <

Ssme location as abovg

MO STARDING S*.fﬂ&%‘f BAM-GPM =~

=ame locetion a5 abovs

f
Z HOUR I‘«‘E’Em’ER].EEi FPARKING SAM-7PM EXCEPT SUNDAY <-

-

MOON & STARS ISYMBOLS) MO STANDING FRI-SUN

202
MIDNIGHT-5AM <->
MO PARKING féﬁmﬁtﬂ@ﬁ BROOM SYMBDL) MOOM &
Seme locetion 85 shovs STARS [SYMEOES] MOMDAY WEEHESDAY FRIDAY

%Eﬁﬁfiﬁﬁ?—%&% <-

Same location as abovs

MO STANLCEHE !Si_i?l&é‘f BAM-EPH =

Zzme locetion 25 ahove

2 HOUR BlEfEEE:EB PARKING DAM-7FM EXCEPT SUMDAY <-

=

.
435

CURE LINE |




Parking Regulations:

Allen Street, East

e from Delancey

Street to Rivington Street

P-353000

f‘—;i.‘.EE*'& STREET

DELANCEY

STREET RIVIBGTON STREET

P-3E2E07

st ALL jbk STREET

DELANCEY STREET

i
RIVINGTON STREET

inn Info numéur to get the pariz%ng ragulation details.

ing parking on this h-im:ki for parking regulstion infe number P-
|

"} STREET & DELAMCEY STREET

BUS 570P E'iﬁﬁ {BUS & HANDICAP SYMBOLS) ND

168 South ibann
S STANDING vif SINGLE ARROW
MISLTO(12% 6" 8 & EMUE (167X 8"}
Same location &= shove [TYPICAL BUS %C** 133 = It PANEL (TEXT TO BE
MODIFIED AS REQUIRED)
NO PARKING (SANITATION BROGM SYMBOL) MOON &
172 STARS (SYMBOLS) TUESDAY THURSDAY SATURDAY

MIDNIGHT-3AM <-=

Same location a5 above

2 HOUR E‘iETEF%lE’I PARKING SAM-7PM EXCEPT SUNDRY

K4

291

G PARKINSG fanr\u‘graw BRODM SYMBOL) MOON &
STARE {SY?«%B!'Z&SE TUESDAY THUREDAY SATURERY
MIBMIGHT-348 <->

Same locabon a5 above

2 HOUR METEREER:

-

ARKIHG BAM-7PM EXCEPT SURDAY =-

438

CURE HIHE

AILEN STREET & EI‘E‘IK?ST O SIREET




Parking Regulatiops: 5
Side from Delancey Street to Rivington Street

Allen Street, Wes

i
I
|

iocstion of signs regullsting perking on this bisdk for parking regulation info number P-

‘M_LE‘%E EIREET B RI?IK@TQ% SIREEY

|
Zouth

MO 5T ﬁ?&%?%'?‘ﬂﬂﬁﬁ@-?ﬁl&l{ SPPA-FPH

Zame location =5 abovy

Zouth

HO PARKING §§$&§E§Tﬁﬂﬂf’£ BRODM SYMBOL) MOON &
STARS (SYMBODLS) MONDAY WEDNESDAY FRIDAY
MIBNRIGHT-33M ~-»

Same locetion as shovy

Sopth

2 HOUR ME?ER! ED PARKIMNG SAM-4PM EXCEPT SUNDAY —

> |

D STAHBING iE«"fB’é&&‘-‘iﬁ’—F'T DAY 4PH-7PM <-

ok
MO FARKING [SAMITATION BROOM SYMBOL) MDON &
STARS (SYMBOLS) MONDAY WEDNESDAY FRIDAY
MIDMIGHT -34M =

Morth

2 ROUR kEEEQ:EE‘ PAREING SAM-4PM CHCERT SUNDAY —
> i

MO STAMEING MONDAY-FRIDAY 4PM-7FH <->

Borth

NO PARKING SHYTIVME —=

283

Haorth

HO STANDING [MONDAY-FRIDAY SPM-70M —=

Same location as abovs

Horth

NO PARKING (SAMITATIO
STARS (SYMBOLS) MONDAY
MIDMIGHT-34M —>

O SYMBOL) MOOH &
EHEZDAY FRIDAY

Zzme location a5 abovs

Morth

2 HOUR E’«¥§EREEE? PARKIMG SAM-4PM EXCEPT SLIMDAY --
= 1

BUS STOP SIGH (BUS & HANDICAP SYMBOLS] MO
STAMDING <——>

Szms focation 35 shove

B I8 £TD 512"&? 5°} & STREST/L AVERRIE {3167 &)
(TYPICAL BUS ROUTE/DESTIMATION PANEL [TEXT TO BE
MODEFED AS REQUERED)

CUHRB LIgE

AIEEN ZTREET & DEEANCEY STREET
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HCS2000: Signalized Intersectioﬁs Release 4.1f
i
Analyst: DB Inter.: DELANCY/ALLEN
Agency: PL NYC Area Type: CBD or Similar
Date: 1/25/201¢6 Jurisd: DOT
Period: PM EX Year 2015
Project ID: ORCHARD ST
E/W St: DELANCEY N/S St: ALLEN
SIGNALIZED INTERSECTI@N SUMMARY
I Eastbound |  Westbound [ Northbound | Southbound -
| L T R || L T R | L T R | L T R
| ! | ; I 1
No. Lanes | 0 3 0 | 1 3 0 | 0 3 0 ! 0 3 0 [
LGConfig | TR | L TR I LTR | LTR 1
Volume | 450 150 100 500 150 60, 300 45 [45 300 150
Lane Width | 12.0 1120 12.0 I 12.0 | 12.0
RTOR Vol | 0 | 0 | ! 0 | 0
Duration 0.25 Area [fype: CBD or Similar
Signal Operations
Phase Combination 1 2 3 4 | ? 5 6 7
EB Left | NB Left P
3
Thru P | Thru P
Right P [ Right P
Peds | Peqs
WB Left P A | SB Left P
Thru P P [ Thru P
Right P P | Right P
Peds | Pe@s
NB Right | EB Right
SB  Right | WB Right
Green 9.0 30.0| 35.0 : 30.0
Yellow 3.0 3.0 3L0 _ 3.0
All Red 0.0 2.0 | olo L 2.0
i Cycle Length: 120.0 secs
Interseption Performance Summary
Appr/ Lane adj sat Ratios Lane Group Approach
Lane Group Flow Rate
Grp Capacity (s) v/c g/C Delay LOS Delay LOS
i
]
Eastbound i
;
TR 1121 1483 oleo| o0.25 42l0 D 42.0 D
i
Westbound E
L 226 1624 0149 0.35 2919 C
TR 1581 4518 0l53 0.35 32.4 C 32.1 C
Northbound i
LTR 849 3396 0153 ] 0.25 41.)3 D 41.3 D
!
Southbound ;
|
LTR 931 3725 0159 0.25 42.3 D 42.3 D
Intérsection Delayj= 38.3 (sec/veh) f Intersection LOS = D
i
i




HCS2000: Signalized Intersections Release 4.1f
Phone: Fax:
E-Mail: |
OPERATTIONAL ANALYSIS
1}
Analyst: il}=) ;
Agency/Co.: BL NYC i
Date Performed: ]/2§/2016
Analysis Time Period: M EX §
Intersection: PELANCY/ALLEN é
Area Type: UBD |or Similar :
Jurisdiction: noT i
Analysis Year: 2015 :
Project ID: ORCHARD ST i
E/W St: DELANCEY N/S St: ALLEN
VOLUME DATA
|  Eastbound | [Westbound | Northbound | Southbound |
| L T R | I T R | L T R | L T R
I [ [ I |
Volume | 450 150 |l100 éOO 150 |60 300 45 |45 300 150
% Heavy Veh]| 0 0 |0 0 0 [0 ! 0 0 10 0 0 I
PHFE I 0.90 0.9010.20 0.90 0.90 [0.%0 0.30 0.90 [0.90 0.90 0.90 |
PK 15 Vol | 125 42 [28 167 42 (17 83 13 113 83 42 |
Hi ILn Vol | l ro e l I
$ Grade | 0 | 0 | 0 | 0
Ideal Sat | 1900 11900 1900 | 1900 [ 1900 |
ParkExist | | | | [
NumPark | | | : | |
No. Lanes | 0 3 0 [ 1 3 0 | 0 3 0 | 0 3 0 |
LGConfig | TR | L TR | LTR | LTR
Lane Width | 12.0 [12].0 12.0 I 12.0 | 12.0 I
RTOR Vol [ 0 [ 0 | 0 | 0
Adj Flow | 667 [111 83¢ | 450 | 550 |
$InSharedLn| ! l | I
Prop LTs i 0.000 [1.000|0.000 | ~0.149 | 0.081
Prop RTs | 0.250 | 0.200 | 0.111 | 0.304
Peds Bikes]| o] | 0 | 0 | 0 {
Buses | 0 10 D | 0 | 0
$InProtPhase [ 0.0 I | |
Duration 0.25 Area |[Type: CBD or Similar
OPERATING PARAMETERS
| Eastbound | Westbound i Northbound | Southbound |
I L T R | L T R | L T R | L T R
| l | 1 |
Init Unmet | 0.0 [0.0 .0 | 0.0 | 0.0
Arriv. Typel 3 |3 K | 3 I 3 |
Unit Ext. ! 3.0 [3.0 3.0 | 3.0 I 3.0
I Factor | 1.000 | 1.000 | 1.000 | 1.000
Lost Time | 2.0 [2.0 2.0 | 2.0 | 2.0 I
Ext of g | 2.0 [2.0 2.0 | 2.0 | 2.0 J
Ped Min g | 3.2 | 3.2 | 3.2 | 3.2
|
|
|
|




Phase Combination 1 2

EB Left
Thru P
Right P
Peds

WB Left P A
Thru P P
Right P P
Peds

NB Right

SB  Right

Green 9.0 30.¢

Yellow 3.0 3.0

All Red 0.0 2.0

VOLUME ADJUSTMEN

Volume Adjustment

PHASE DATA

NB

SB

EB

WB

MeStbound

5 6 7 8
Left P
Thru P
Right P
Peds
Left P
Thru P
Right P
Peds
Right
Right
30.0
3.0
2.0

Cycle Length: 120.0

 AND SATURATION FLOW WORKSHEET

secs

| Eastbound | |  Norxthbound | Southbound

I 5 T R | L T R | L T R | L T R

| I [ | !
Volume, V | 450 150 |J1100 600 150 |60 300 45 |45 300 150
PHF | 0.90 0.9010.90 0.90 0.90 10.90 0.90 0.90 [0.50 0.90 0.90 |
RAdj flow | 500 167 |i111 667 167 167 333 50 150 333 167
No. Lanes | 0 3 0 [ 1 3 0 | 0 3 0 | 0 3 o
Lane group | TR | L TR | LTR | LTR |
Adj flow | 667 J111 834 | 450 | 550 |
Prop LTs I 0.000 [1.]000]|0.000 | 0.149 | 0.091
Prop RTs | 0.250 [ 0.200 | 0.111 | 0.304 |
Saturation Flow Rate (see Hxhibit|16-7 to determine the adjustment factors)

Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound
LG TR L TR LTR LTR
So 1900 1900 [LsoO 1900 1900
Lanes O 3 0 1 3 0 '3 0 0 3
fw 1.000 1.Q00 [1.000 1.000 1.000
fHV 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
£G 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
P 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
£BB 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
fa 0.900 0.900 0.300 0.%00 0.500
f1Uu 0.908 1.Q0p00 P.9 8 0.908 0.908
£RT 0.962 0.970 0.983 0.954
fIT 1.000 0.950 1.000 0.741 0.838
Sec. 0.2p0
fLpb 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
fRpb 1.000 %.O 0 1.000 1.000
S 4483 1624 451¢ 3396 3725
sec. 377 |
CAPACITY |[AND LOS WORKSHEET

Capacity Analysis and Lane Sropp Capacity




|

Adj I Ady Sat Flow Green -—-Lane Group--
Appr/ Lane Flow Rate Flow Rate Ratio Ratio Capacity v/c
Mvmt Group (v) | s) (v/s) {g/C) (c) Ratio

Eastbound ‘
Prot ;
Perm |
Left
Prot
Perm
Thru TR 667
Right

Westbound
Prot 111 1624 0.07 0.075 122 0.91
Perm 0 377 0.00 0.275 104 0.00
Left L 111 0.35 226 0.49
Prot
Perm
Thru TR 834 ) 4518 0.18 0.35 1581 0.53
Right

Northbound
Prot
Perm
Left
Prot ‘
Perm
Thru LTR 450 ‘
Right !

Southbound .

\
|

4483 0.15 0.25 1121 0.60

3396 0.13 0.25 849 0.53

Prot
Perm
Left
Prot
Perm

Thru LTR 550 3725 0.15 0.25 831 0.59
Right

Il
o

Sum of flow ratios for criticall lane groups, Yc Sum (v/s) .00
Total lost time per cycle, || L = 0100 sec

Critical flow rate to capadity ratio, Xc = (Yc) (C)/(C-L)

I
o

.00

Contrcl Delay and LOS Detexmination

Appr/ Ratios Unf Progl Lane| Incremental Res Lane Group Approach
Lane Del Adj Grp Factor Del Del

Grp v/c g/Cc di Fact] Cap k dz2 d3 Delay LOS Delay LOS

Eastbound

TR 0.60 0.25 39.6 1.00p

|_l
H
[N]
'—l
o
w
(@)
N
w
o
O
1~
[N]
O
W]
[
[N}
(@}
o

Westbound
L 0.49 (0.35 28.
TR 0.53 0.35 31.1 1.090

N
[y
"
o
(&)
O O
=N
SelNe)}
}_l
[@ i)
o o

Northbound
LTR 0.53 0.25 38.9 1.000 849 0.50 2.4 0.0 41.3 D 41.3 D
Socuthbound

LTR 0.58 0.25 39.6 1.000 931 0.50 2.7 0.0 42.3 D 42.3 D




Intersection delay = 38.3 (sec/veh) Intersection 1LOS = D

SUPPIEMENTAL PERMITTED LT WORKSHEET

for|exclusive lefts

Input |

? EB WB NB SB
Opposed by Single(S) or Mthippe(M) lane approach M
Cycle length, C ! 120.0 sec
Total actual green time forx LT‘lane group, G (s) 42.0
Effective permitted green timelfor LT lane group, g{s) 33.0
Opposing effective green tine,igo (s) 30.0
Number of lanes in LT lane gropp, N 1
Number of lanes in opposing approach, No 3
Adjusted LT flow rate, VLT |(veh/h 111
Proportion of LT in LT lane grbup PLT 1.000
Propeortion of LT in opposing fgow PLTo 0.00
Adjusted opposing flow rate, Vo (veh/h) 667
Lost time for LT lane group| tL 5.00
Computation
LT volume per cycle, LTC=VLIC/§60( 3.70
Opposing lane util. factor, fLUo 0.908 0.908 0.908 0.908
Opposing flow, Volc=VoC/[36DO(No)$LUo] (veh/1n/cyc) 8.16
gf=G[exp(- a * (LTC ** b))]ltl) gf<=g 0.0
Opposing platoon ratio, Rpo (r?fer Exhibit 16-11) 1.00
Opposing Queue Ratio, gro=Max[Ll-Rpo(go/C),0] 0.75
gq, (see Exhibit Cl16-4,5,6,[l,8 14.17
gu=g-gq if gg>=gf, or = g-gif if gg<gf 18.83
n=Max (gg-gf)/2,0) ‘ 7.09
PTHo=1-PLTo | 1.00
PL*=PLT [1+(N~-1)g/ (gf+gu/EL1f4.24) 1 1.00
ELl (refer to Exhibit Cl16-3 2.59
EL2=Max ((l-Ptho**n)/Plto, 1J.0)
fmin=2(14PL)/g or fmin=2([L+P1l) /g 0.12
gdiff=max(gg-gf,0) 0.00

(@}

fm=[gf/gl+[gu/gl/[1+PL(EL1-{) ] (min=fmin;max=1.00) .22

flt=fm=[gf/g]+[gu/g]/[1+PL(ZLlLl)]+[gdiff/g]/[1+PL(EL2—l)J,(fmin<=fm<=1.00)
or flt=[fm+0.291 (N-1)]/N**
Left-turn adjustment, fLT 0.220 0.133

For special case of single-flane approach opposed by multilane approach,

see text.

* If P1>=1 for shared left-fpurn lanes with N>1, then assume de-facto
left-turn lane and redo calc#lations.

** For permitted left-turns|with multiple exclusive left-turn lanes, flt=fm.

For special case of multilape approach opposed by single-lane approach

or when gf>gg, see text.

SUPPL]MEﬁTAI PERMITTED LT WORKSHEET

‘ for shared lefts

Input }
EB WB NB SB

Opposed by Single(S) or Mulgiple(M) lane approach M M

Cycle length, C 120.0 sec

Total actual green time for|LT|lane group, G (s) 30.0 30.0

Effective permitted green time for LT lane group, g(s) 30.0 30.0

Opposing effective green time, |go |(s) 30.0 30.0

Number of lanes in LT lane group, [N 3 3




Number of lanes in opposing
Adjusted LT flow rate, VLT
Proportion of LT in LT lane
Proportion of LT in opposin
Adjusted opposing flow rate
Lost time for LT lane group
Computation

LT volume per cycle, LTC=VIL
Opposing lane util. factorx,
Opposing flow, Volc=VoC/[36
gf=Glexp (- a * (LTC ** Db))]
Opposing platoon ratio, Rpo
Opposing Queue Ratio, gro=M
gg, (see Exhibit Cl6-4,5,6,
gu=g-gg if gg>=gf, or = g-g
n=Max (gg-gf)/2,0)
PTHo=1-PLTO
PL*=PLT[1+(N-1)g/ (gf+gu/ELL
ELl (refer to Exhibit Cl16-3

EL2=Max ( (1-Ptho**n) /Plto, 1|

fmin=2 (1+PL)/g or fmin=2(
gdiff=max (gg-gf,0)
fm=[gf/gl+[gu/g]/[1+PL(EL1~
flt=fm=[gf/gl+[gu/gl/[1+PL(
or £lt=[fm+0.91(N-1)]/N**
Left~turn adjustment, fLT

For special case of single-
see text.
* If P1l>=1 for shared left-

approach, No
(veh/h
grbup PLT
g flow, .PLTO
Vb (veh/h)

, tL
|

PC/§6OO
pro
)O(go)ﬁLUo] (veh/1n/cyc)
~tl, gf<=g

(refer Exhibit 16-11)
bx[1-Rpo(go/C),0]

7:8)
£ if gg<gf

%4.%4)]

0)
[+PL) /g
)], (min=fmin;max=1.00)

left-turn lane and redo cmlc@lations.

** For permitted left-turns
For special case of multila
or when gf>gg, see text.

SUPPLEMENTAL
Permitted Left Turns

Effective pedestrian green
Conflicting pedestrian wvolul
Pedestrian flow rate, Vpedg
OCCpedg

Opposing gqueue clearing gre
Eff. ped. green consumed by
OCCpedu

Cpposing flow rate, Vo (veh
OCCr

Number of cross-street rece

Number of turning lanes, Nturn

ApbT
Preoportion of left turns, Pl
Proportion of left turns us
Left-turn adjustment, flpb
Permitted Right Turns

rime, gp (s)
e, | Vped (p/h)

n, 'gq |(s)
opp- veh. queue, gg/gp

lving llanes, Nrec

ng |protected phase, PLTA

Effective pedestrian green fTime, gp (s)

Conflicting pedestrian volumpe, Vped (p/h)

Conflicting bicycle volume,
Vpedg

OCCpedg

Effective green, g (s)
Vbicg

Vbic (bicycles/h)

|
|
\
Lan? approach opposed by multilane approach,

with multiple exclusive left-turn lanes,

curn lanes with N>1, then assume de-facto

ne approach opposed by single-lane approach

PEDESTRIAN-BICYCLE EFFECTS WORKSHEET

fL1+1) )+ [gdiff/gl/[1+PL(EL2-1)], (fmin<=fm<=1.00)

3 3
67 50
0.000 0.000 0.149 0.091
0.08 0.15
550 450
5.00 5.00
2.23 1.67
0.908 0.908 0.908 0.908
6.73 5.51
1.2 3.4
1.00 1.00
0.75 0.75
6.37 4.09
23.63 25.91
2.56 0.34
0.91 0.85
0.75 0.38
2.55 2.29
2.38 1.00
0.1z 0.09
5.12 0.69
0.40 0.69
0.741 0.838
flt==fm.
EB WB NB SB



|
OCCbicg
OCCzr
Number of cross-street recgiving lanes, Nrec
Number of turning lanes, Nturq
Apr |
Proportion right-turns, PRT | i
Proportion right-turns using protected phase, PRTA
Right turn adjustment, fRpb
!
SUPPLEWENEAL UNIFORM DELAY WORKSHEET
|
EBLT WBLT NBLT SBLT
Cycle length, C 120.0 sec
Adj. LT vol from Vol AdjustnenF Worksheet, v 111
v/c ratio from Capacity Workshget X 0.49
Protected phase effective reen interval, g (s) 9.0
Oprosing queue effective gr eniinterval, gq 14.17
Unopposed green intezxval, i 18.83
Red time r=(C-g-gg-gu) 78.0
Arrival rate, ga=v/ (3600 (ma [Xyl-(])) 0.03
Protected ph. departure ratk, Sp=§/3600 0.451
Permitted ph. departure ratp, Ss=s(gg+gu)/(gu*3600) 0.18
XPerm \ 0.29
XProt \ 0.66
Case 1
Queue at beginning of green ar%ow, Qa 2.40
Queue at beginning of unsatlraFed green, Qu 0.44
Residual queue, Qr ‘ 0.00
Uniform Delay, dl 28.2
DELAY/LOS VOR$SHEET WITH INITIAL QUEUE
Initial Dur. Unifor$ Delay Initial Final Initial Lane
Rppr/ Unmet Unmet 1 Queue Unmet Queue Group
Lane Demand Demand Unagj.! Adj. Param. Demand Delay Delay
Group Q0 veh t hrs. ds | dll sec u Q veh d3 sec d sec
Eastbound ‘
0.0 i 0.0
|
TR 0.0 0.00 } 39.6 0.00 0.0 0.0 42.0
0.0 } 0.0
Westbound
T 0.0 0.00 | 28.2 0.00 0.0 0.0 29.9
TR 0.0 0.00 D o31.1 0.00 0.0 0.0 32.4
0.0 | 0.0
Northbound |
0.0 ! 0.0
LTR 0.0 0.00 38,9 0.00 0.0 0.0 1.3
0.0 | 0.0
\
Southbound 1
_ 0.0 | v 0.0
LTR 0.0 0.00 | 39.6 0.00 0.0 0.0 42.3
0.0 i 0.0
! |
Intersection Delay :8.7 lsec/veh Intersection LOS D
|
%ACE? OF| QUEUE WORKSHEET
|




LaneGroup |
Init Queue |
Flow Rate |
So |
No.Lanes |0
SL |
LnCapacity |
Flow Ratio |
v/¢c Ratio [
Grn Ratio |

I Factor |

AT or PVG |
Pltn Ratio |
PF2 |

Q1 |

kB !

Q2 |

Q Average |

Q Spacing |

Q Storage [

Q@ S Ratio |
70th Percentile
£B% |
BOQ |
QSRatio |
85th Percentile
fB% |
BOQ [
QSRatio |
90th Percentile
£B% |
BOQ I
QSRatio

S5th Percentile
fB% |
BOQ |
QSRatio |
98th Percentile
£fB% |
BOQ I
QSRatio |

Eastbound

TR

0.0

244

1900

3 0

1645

411

0.15
.59
.25
.000

ONORFRFONHREFEWROO
NN .
o
o

Output:
1.5
12.0

| Westbound
| TR |
1oLo 0.0 |
1111 [306 |
ilpoo 1900 l
1] 3 0 10
|644 11658 1
[226 580 |
10.12710.18 |
10.491(0.53 |
10.35'0.35 |
| 1.000 |
EIE |
111001100 ;
11100 |1.00 [
[2!5 8.1 |
10l 1.0 |
1043 1.0 |
2.8 [9.2 !
125.0 25.0 |
10| 0 I
l} !
1142 0.2 |
1344 f1.1 |
I J
|
1146 1.4 |
4.4 13.3 |
P |
|
(1.7 1.6 1
[4.9 14.5 [
I |
|
12.0 .8 |
5.7 16.1 |
[ |
i
2.5 1.9 |
}7.@ 17.8 |
|

Northbound

LTR

0.0

165
1500

3 0
1246
311
0.13
0.53

= o
[@IN\N)
[@ NS}
O

[eNe!
[N

ON OO O = = W
Ul o s v 4 v .
o 1 oY O
(@]

[N ol
~J N

QO
P
N O

o =
P
=

10.5

2.2
12.0

Southbound
LTR
0.0
201
1900
3 0
1367
3471
0.15
0.59
0.25
1.000

.00
.00
.9

.7
-9
.8

5.0

ONOYO O WU == W

o =
w N

ERROR MESSAGES

No errors to report.




APPENDIX 3

KEY STAF QUALIFICATIONS
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environmental planning s

PlanningWorks.NYC is
region=s leading prov

and private sector exps
environmental reviews
within areas bounded
requiring detailed anal;

Our services include cq
presenting our work in
decision-making agenc
impact statements have
sector experience withi
the Department of City

Evan Lemonides, Sen
Mr. Lemonides founded

to starting his own firm, [Mr. Le
and at the New York Ci Dep
Associates, Mr. Lemonides dev
Brooklyn Master Plan Study. In

leading provider of real
successfully represente
and Appeals, Departme

Department of Transporati

Daniel Broe, Senior Associate
Dr. Broe has worked in ‘ riv
representing clients before the

Planning, and Departm

planner at the New York
conducting studies of tra
designing structural and

George Wright, Associ
George Wright is an OS
meteorologist/air quality

erier‘me.
within N
V sensit
ses of t

nductin
bublic fo
es.| Nor

1 th§ environm
Plannin
of Transportation, and the Mayé

\

i
rvices land use ftraffic air quality noise

\

|
|
}
|
|
|

an jurbafn and environmental planning firm that
was formed in 1989, apd is associated wi

] th Metrocommute, the New York metro

der of real time transportation information. The firm's staffis
composed of urban planne

rs, scientists and technicians with extensive public sector

The firm has successfully completed over 1,000

ew York City, ranging from residential development

ive wetlands, to high density commercial projects

ransportation, air quality, noise, and urban design.

| g analyses, preparing written and technical reports, and

rums including community meetings and hearings of the

re of our SEQRA, CEQR or similar environmental

hallenged in court. Key staff members also have public
iental review divisions of City agencies including

, Department of Environmental Protection, Department

r=s Office of Environmental Coordination.

be:en c

l
g

or /:-\ssci)ciate - Transportation Planning
the, p!ar‘ming firm of Evan Lemonides Associates in 1989. Prior
rqonides was a transportation planner in private practice
ar‘tment of Transportation (DOT). While with Urbitran
eloped the traffic network analyses for the Downtown
‘ 1994, he co-founded Metrocommute, the region=s
‘time traf‘ﬁc and transit information. Mr. Lemonides has

private and public clients before the NYC Board of Standards
t of Cit;‘/ Plannin
on, and t

g, Department of Environmental Protection,
he NYS Liquor Authority.

iate, Land Use Planning

ate planning practice for twelve years, successfully
B]oard of Standards and Appeals, Department of City
t of Enyironmentai Protection. Dr. Broe was a transportation
Cit)‘/ Transit Authority, where he had responsibility for

vel :dem

{and, preparing level of service forecasts, and
operational improvements in the transit system.
o

ate - Haﬁardo

- Hay us Materials, Air Quality and Noise
1A-certifi

certif ed hazardous materials specialist and

Environmental Assessmé

Coordination, and in pri
conducting and reviewin
applicable federal and s

scigntisq. As a staff member of the DEP Air Quality unit, DCP
nt and ﬁ%eview Division, and Mayor=s Office of Environmental
te practice, Mr. Wright has had primary responsibility for
aiﬁ quality and noise analyses pursuant to CEQR and
te regulations.

| |
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