
WATERFRONT PETITION GATHERS STEAM FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

Contact: Save the South Bay
Sam Pratt, (518) 755-6624
Peter Jung, (518) 755-4350

Residents call for City of Hudson and State officials to revise
waterfront plan in a more responsive and sustainable direction

WWW.HUDSONWATERFRONT.ORG

HUDSON, N.Y. (MAR. 9TH, 2010) — In less than 20 days, over 500 area residents have signed a petition
calling for major revisions to the City of Hudson’s plan for land use along the Hudson River.

The Save the South Bay petitioners find that “the current draft Waterfront plan for Hudson reflects
neither the public input received, nor previous instructions from the Secretary of State for rezoning
this magnificent public resource.” The signatories call upon City and State officials to:

(1) extend the public comment period on the plan beyond the current March 15TH deadline;

(2) revise the plan in a more forward-looking direction to unlock the full recreational, habitat,
and commercial potential of this regional treasure; and

(3) remove any possibility of further impairment of these resources by heavy industrial
activity, nuisances and blight.

In April 2005, a Coastal Consistency Ruling was issued by then-Secretary of State Randy Daniels
regarding the massive, coal-fired St. Lawrence Cement Greenport project. The project included a
major barge facility along the river, and in rejecting it Daniels determined that heavy industrial
activity could not coexist with lower-impact and more publicly-beneficial uses of the waterfront.
The then-Secretary (whose office supervises the State’s Division of Coastal Resources, which is
now reviewing the draft plan) then advised the city to “immediately” create a new Waterfront Zone
to promote more economically, ecologically, and socially-beneficial uses. 

Yet almost exactly five years later, the City not only has failed to implement the Secretary’s
guidelines, but instead has disregarded them in its draft Local Waterfront Revitalization Plan
(LWRP). The draft promotes significant increases in truck traffic through the wetlands of South Bay
and barge activity at the waterfront, adjacent to public parks and other planned amenities. The
petitioners therefore urge that:

The wetlands of South Bay should not be further industrialized; and the public’s access  to
the Hudson River should not be compromised by harsh, incompatible neighboring
activities. Future generations will thank those citizens and officials who ensure that this
plan is one based in long-term benefits for the many, not in the narrow, short-term
concerns of a single corporation.

In his own comments on the petition, Save the South Bay co-organizer Peter Jung reminded City
and State officials that in his 2005 ruling, Secretary of State Daniels wrote that:

In the last 20 years, communities in the Hudson Valley have been moving away from
waterfront industry, toward a more diversified economy with higher valued economic
uses. Increasingly, Hudson River communities such as Hudson and Athens rely upon the
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DANIEL RENEHAN, HUDSON
“ I live within a few hundred

yards of the footprint of the
South Bay. The current draft
of the Waterfront plan is not
the result of the process we
were told was in place.”

FAYAL GREENE, HUDSON
“ Responsible citizens should

work on reviving, not further
destroying, the South Bay
and waterfront. This will cre-
ate an asset for the future of
all people in the region,
rather than a short-term
convenience for industry.”

KRISTIN FLOOD, MOUNT MERINO
“ This waterfront must be done

right, with emphasis on the
people of the Hudson area
and its ecology and beauty,
that are masked by the indus-
trial mess there now.”

CHRISTINEKOVALICH EIDEM, HUDSON NATIVE
“ I grew up in Hudson and

currently live in another
rivertown revitalizing its
waterfront. This natural
treasure should be used and
celebrated and embraced by
the people and handed down
to their children.”

HUDSON RESIDENT NICOLE VIDOR
“ I walk my dogs daily along

the River... We are sitting on
a gold mine of opportunity
and beauty.”

MATTHEW MILLER, HUDSON
“ It is time to realize the poten-

tial for Hudson’s waterfront
and renew the relationship
between a community and
the river for which that com-
munity has been named. Save
the South Bay  and revitalize
one of Hudson’s greatest
open spaces.”

MELINDA SLOVER, BUSINESS OWNER 
“ The LWRP does not reflect the

desires of the community.”
JOHN MEROLA, HUDSON
“ I live on the edge of the South

Bay. It is much more beauti-
ful than many might realize.
Before you decide what
should be done please go and
have a good look. I think you
will agree with me, the  cause-
way should not be made big-
ger; it should be removed.
The South Bay needs to be
saved and restored for the fu-
ture of Hudson and the Hud-
son River.”

NORMAN MINTZ, PLANNER & AUTHOR 

“ The decision by the state to
limit industrial development
on the Hudson waterfront
was made on sound evidence
and testimony. Allowing any
form of industrial use will
open the door for additional
steps by corporations to make
use of the waterfront for their
purposes. I urge that no
allowances be made on their
behalf.”

NEAL HOLLINGER, BOATER 

“ I often sail the Hudson and
would consider it a disaster if
any wildlife habitat were de-
stroyed. Increased barge traf-
fic would be discouraging.”

JOAN REDMOND, REALTOR

“ Please revise the plan to
reflect the broader good for
the environment and the
community.”

MARY KOCH, CLAVERACK

“ I have lived here almost all
my life and I don’t want some
nasty  corporation taking over
parts of the city that are as sacred
as the Hudson wetlands.”
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area’s high quality of life, contributed to by the visual appeal of the area, its historic
fabric and texture, its pastoral setting, and attractions such as Olana as the basis for
continued economic growth. This community character would be jeopardized by the
proposed plant and riverfront industrial facility.

“A truly forward-looking waterfront plan would provide both economic and environmental benefits
to the the community, instead of pitting those two interests against each other,” Jung added. “This
plan attempts to hand over to the Holcim cement company the same keys to the Waterfront which
they were denied just five years ago. Enacting this plan would be a giant step backward.”

Co-organizer Sam Pratt likewise called on the City to stop forcing residents to choose between two
evils when it comes to heavy truck traffic: “Heavy trucks have no place on either Hudson’s streets
or its valuable waterfront. Downtown residents shouldn’t have to put up with it, and neither should
people trying to enjoy access to the River. It’s time for the City to use its zoning and enforcement
tools to relieve residents of local nuisances, and also re-route the State truck route altogether.”

Petitioners have added many personal testimonials to their petition signatures; a sample of these
appears below and on Page 3. In addition, many residents have submitted emails, letters, and other
public comments directly to State regulators. The deadline for comment on the plan is this Monday
the 15th; more info on the LWRP and how to submit input is at: http://www.hudsonwaterfront.org



PATRICIA MIXA-COHEN, GHENT
“ Growing up in Hudson dur-

ing the industrial era of the
riverfront, I am looking for-
ward to being able to enjoy
this natural resource.”

PEGGY ANDERSON, HUDSON
“ The waterfront has been a

focus of hope for all residents
of Hudson and we have been
looking forward to seeing the
rebirth of the South Bay...
Please don’t allow Holcim
and their subsidiaries to use
our waterfront for trucking
and shipping, thereby threat-
ening the growth, stability,
and ecological rebirth that we
are now experiencing.”

KAREN MONTONE, BOOKSTORE OWNER 
“ The extension and revision

are of the utmost importance
to the survival of the City of
Hudson, its residents—and
its small businesses.”

MARGARET SALISKE, HUDSON
“ Access to the Hudson River is

becoming increasingly re-
stricted due to waterfront de-
velopment. Access to the
Hudson River is a public
treasure and should not be
owned or restricted by indus-
try or private development.”

JIM McCABE, CLAVERACK
“ I have watched in disbelief

that this debate has gone as
long as it has. The opportunity
handed us with the historic
defeat of the SLC project five
years ago has not been acted
upon. Now we have been
handed a draft waterfront
plan that is beholden to a
small minority of commercial
interests and that in no way
reflects the broadly supported
and expressed wishes of the
community.. Let’s not blow it.”

WENDY McDARIS, HUDSON
“ The South Bay belongs to

EVERYONE, not cronies with
hidden agendas. I fully sup-
port the Save the South Bay
Petition because it takes the
long view, not the short-
term, self-interested view.”

RICHARD EAGAN, HUDSON

“ The waterfront is one of the
most fragile considerations in
the future of Hudson.. I
would be a most disappointed
resident to see the river proj-
ect not reach properly-con-
sideredlong-term objectives.”

KRISTEN JONES, TAGHKANIC

“ The Hudson River has been
my home my entire life, not to
mention it is an enormous
asset to this area... Further
industrialization will cause
even more pollution and wipe
out habitats of indigenous
wildlife that we appreciate
and peacefully coexist with. Is
nothing sacred? ”

FLO MEYERS, GREENPORT

“ I am very concerned about
the development of the South
Bay and its environs abutting
the Hudson River. Any man-
made changes to the area
need to be clearly thought
through.”

JANE MEIGS, ANCRAM

“ Thoughtful, appropriate   de-
velopment should include en-
vironmental safeguards and
access to the public. Hudson
needs a vital and ecologically
strong waterfront. ”

KINDERHOOK RESIDENT WARREN COLLINS

“ This draft plan is in direct
conflict with the 2005 deci-
sion by the DOS of New York!
There is no going back once
these wetlands are lost.”

NICHOLAS KAHN, HUDSON

“ I canoe and kayak the river
and really want to see better
access on this side and green
development here on the wa-
terfront.”

BARBARA PONKOS-MEROLA, HUDSON

“ Let us always keep the future
generations in our hearts as
we make decisions that effect
them. Let us not make deci-
sions based on individual
gain or power, but the power
of our community standing
up for what is truly right.”
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OPEN SPACE INSTITUTE’S SUSAN BARBARISI
“ As a long-time Hudson Valley

resident who has seen the
comeback of the River and
revitalization of riverfront
communities, I urge you to
consider long-term benefits
and not simply react to     cur-
rent conditions. Beacon,
Poughkeepsie and Kingston
all are thinking long-term.
Don’t let Hudson lose out.”

BELINDA BREESE, HUDSON
“ It is of the upmost impor-

tance that the public com-
ment period is extended and
the plan is revised. This is our
heritage and it cannot be
squandered.”

GERMANTOWN RESIDENT PAULA SUPERTI
“It is time for common sense

to prevail. Hudson’s water-
front is presently inhos-
pitable and it really wouldn’t
take that much effort to make
it a beautiful place for all.”

ISABEL BARTON, HUDSON
“Hudson needs to hear the
voice of its residents and re-
vise the current Waterfront
draft to reflect a more hu-
manistic plan that protects
the standard of life of its res-
idents as well as the ecosys-
tems of its habitat.”

SALLY BAKER, PHILMONT
“ Ignoring this request would

be a total disservice to all
those who have participated
in the debate, given hours of
volunteer time, and lent their
expertise willingly to achieve
a Hudson waterfront to be
proud of.”

JENNIFER ARENSKJOLD,HUDSON
“ I have been watching the wa-

terfront for 29 years and
hoping for its full recre-
ational, habitat and commer-
cial potential to be realized.
The proposed LWRP does
not achieve these goals and I
would like to see the true
public wishes reflected in it.”




