
RE: 

vJHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

THEREFORE 
BE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

BE IT 
FURTHER 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

Approved: 

1ma 

EXECUTIVE COMMITI'EE 
RESOLUTION 

Alteration Applications for Commercial Units in Interim 
Multiple Dwellings (IMDs) 

Communi1:Y Board 111 Manhattan. has long been in support of the 
legalization of IMDs, and 

It has been six years since Article 7C was passed and almost 
two years since the Loft Board passed the Code Compliance 
regulation for legalization of residential loft hui1dings. 
meaml7hile, hundreds of buildings are waiLing to become 
legalized. and 

During the City's delay in resolving the fire and safety issues 
in 10ft buildings. the tenants of many IMDs are enduring 
extreme cases of diminution of services and harassment, such as 
loss of heat and elevator services. and 

The Department of Buildings has been approving alteration 
applications and issuing permits for work in commercial units 
which may later cut off options for legalizing the residential 
units, now 

Community Board #1 urges that the Department of Buildings 
confer with the Loft Board before approving alteration 
applications for work in commercial units of IMps, so as to 
protect legalization options for the residential units, and 
that no alteration applications be approved unless they include 
code compliance work. The Loft Board should also assure that 
all essential services i_n residential 10fI: buildings (IMDs) be 
expeditiously restored. and 

Community Board III Manhattan. urges the Loft Board to activate 
its timetable for legalization of all IMDs. 

In Favor 29 Opposed 1 Abstained 4 

(reso1uti. feb/6) 



RE: 

WHEREAS: 

.7HEREAS: 

vJHEREAS: 

THEREFORE 
BE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

Approved: 

1ma 

CIVIC CENTER COMMITTEE 
RESOLUTICJN 

Fulton Steamer Sidewalk Cafe 

The South Street Seaport Historic District contains a number of 
sidewalk cafes which are quite popular and attractive, and 

The proposed location on Beekman Street is not heavily 
congested with pedestrian or vehicular traffic, and 

The applicant will provide eight feet of clear sidewalk space 
for pedestrian traffic and w ill remove all tables and chairs 
each evening so as net to interfere with Fulton Fish Market 
activity, now 

Community Board ,1 supports the application by the Fulton 
Steamer Corp. to establish a 6 table, 21 chair, outdoor 
sidewalk cafe at 1~4 Beekman Street. 

In Favor 31, Opposed 0 Abstained 0 

Cresoluti. feb/6) 



RE: 

WHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

CHARTER REVISION 
CCMMITTEE RESOWTION 

Recommendations to the Charter Revision Commission 

The Charter Revision Commission is empowered to elicit 
COll1lll2nts from affected agencies and interested parties about 
revision of the City Charter; and 

Recommendations have 
Revision Commission 
activities; and 

been made by oti1ers 
that would affect 

to the Charter 
Community Board 

WHEREAS: Community Board #1 has been repeatedly frustrated by the 
inability or refusal of oti1er city agencies to respond to 
needs of our community in the areas of zoning, landmarks, 
development, and budget implementation, particularly in ti1e 
following specific ways: 

a) The final certifying agency is free to disregard any input 
from the community board, no'matter how valid, so long as the 
process has been properly followed; 

b) Community boards have no more ease in initiating a technical 
change in ti1e zoning, landmarks law, or oti1er city regulation 

,than would any average citizen; and because of the budgetary 
constraints, the community board has far less ability ,to 
pursue such a change than would a private developer; 

c) community boards 
budgetary process, 
funded; 

are .often ignored altogether in the 
so that high priorities are repeatedly not 

d) The City of New York has established a developmental agency, 
the Public Development Corporation, which operates generally 
witi10ut direct oversight by the city legislative process, and 
has pioneered the art of awarding city approvals to companies 
witi10ut competitive bidding, on ·the theory that some city 
need is fulfilled, as defined by the POC, by this sole-source 
negotiation; and 

WHEHEAS: Projects of great density, such as Bat'tery Park City, come 
before a community board wi·th only the usual uroUHP period of 
60 days for comment, despite the complexity of issues raised 
by the environmental impact statement, and the size and scope 
of such projects make a proper analysis of the issues and 
data nearly impossible in this time frame; and 

wtlERFAS: A community board has no access to traffic and environmental 
consultants, and no budget with which to pay them, even if a 
60-day period were enough to do a proper analysis; and 
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WI-IEREAS:- - -'rhe-canbiHe8-e·f:Gect-of-size -o[~J3rejeet, -hast<o-in-timGtabI-e, -- -
and insufficient finances is that the community is at a 
severe disadvantage in determining the potential impacts of 
most large projects which come before it; and 

WHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

THEREFORE 
BE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

The City of New York has responded to its budgetary CrlSlS 
by seriously cutting back on city services to its citizens, 
and has responded to the more recent budget surpluses by 
continuing to renege on city services to its citizens; the 
City has chosen not to provide basic services which have 
been available to its citizens in the past, and have 
repeatedly refused to consider increasing services to 
neighborhoods where major projects created major impacts 
upon its neighbors; and 

Community boards are therefore forced to negotiate with 
developers during the ULURP process to obtain necessary 
services and impact mitigations which the city refuses to 
provide; now 

Communi ty Board j!l, based upon its own experience and needs, 
offers the following resolutions as guidance for ~1e revision 
of the New York City Charter: 

1) PURPOSE: To make certain that the voice of the community board is 
heard in decisions affecting its area. 

ACTION: Amend 197 c (a,c,e,f) on ULURP, add new 2802 (city board) 

a) Where approval or disapproval of an action by the city can be 
shown to impact significantly in the community served by the 
board, a 2/3 vote of the City Planning commission or Board of 
Standards and Appeals shall be required to enact, approve, or 
deny an application or. proposal contrary to the 
recommendation of a Community Board. A 2/3 vote shall be 
required in the Board of Estimate to override the 
recommendations of the Community Board and the City Planning 
Commission (CPC) or Board of Standards and Appeals (BSA). 

b) When a proposal before the CPC, BSA or Board of Estimate is 
altered significantly from the proposal voted upon by a 
community boord, the revised proposal must be resubmitted to 
the community boord for comment. 

c) Delete the words "Except as otherwise provided in this 
charter" from 197 c (a) to ensure that all important land 
uses come before a community boord through ULURP review. 
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· cl)_l::f_ IlClt .c:over.s~cL in _c:.) -.9.bQy~,-_ tbg __ lJLUBP_PXP.Q.e.s.ii .. ..shQuld_be_ . 
expanded to include: any change in city-owned property; 
transfers between agencies; closings of facilities where city 
funding is involved; reductions of services; RFP's (requests 
for proposals); letters of intent affecting city properties; 
zoning text amendments; acquisitions of property; use of 
waterways. 

e) 1:'he corrnnunity board should participate in scoping sessions 
and pre-certification discussions between the Department of 
City Planners and developers. 

f) The Charter should differentiate between neighborhood and 
citywide decisions, allowing community decisions to be made 
at the canmuni ty level, when not inconsistent with citywide 
interests and priorities. 

g) Environmental impact analysis procedures, including social 
and econcroic impacts, should be established as part of all 
land use decisions; the process should be streamlined for, 
minor actions, and a 6-month pre-certification time limit 
established. 

h) Where a project can be expected to have a major impact on a 
corrnnunity the Department of City Planning and community 
Boards may a~< and make part of the permit process developer 
contributions h:wards any amenities, or mi tigatious 
appropriate to the neighborhood. ' 

i) A community board should have the right to sue, under Article 
78, in a court of competent jurisdiction. 

j) Establish a citywide board, similar to the borough boards, to 
act when an issue affects more than one borough. (New 
section 2802). 

k) Provide that a taxpayer's suit may challenge any plan or 
action of the city that has not been properly submitted under 
ULURP (197 c). 

2) PURPOSE: To provide corrnnunity boards with independent consultants 
familiar with city planning, traffic, and environmental 
issues, who are presently unavailable except on a pro bono 
basis. 

ACTION: Add new paragraph to 197. 

a) A fraction of one percent of the development cost of any 
development with estimated costs greater than $1 million 
shall be charged as a fee upon filing with the Department of 
Buildings. This fee will go directly into the city's general 
fund. 
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.--- - - --b-)- -These- -hmds- sha-l-l -underwritepaymerrts-to-consuitants-by-- -
community boards. 

c) A list of experts in the fields of zoning, traffic studies 
architecture, the environment, and other areas of importance 
to community boards shall be compiled by each Borough Board, 
after ascertaining the willingness of each expert to perform 
work for community boards in the borough. This list of 
experts, together with their areas of expertise and fee 
schedules, shall be provided each community board. 

d) A community board shall be free to hire from outside the 
above list. 

3) PURPOSE: To provide for comprehensive planning by community boards for 
their neighborhoods ("Master Plans"). (The Charter now 
provides (197-a) that community boards may "initiate ... plans 
for the development, growth, and improvement of the city and 
of its boroughs and community districts," but does not tell 
how boards may do so.) 

ACTION: Amend 191-b (5) and 201. 

a) A community board which wishes to initiate a change in city 
zoning regulations shall be assigned departmental staff by 
the epe to help prepare and expedite the request. The epe 
should be mandated to provide aid to three such requests by 
community boards in each boroug11 in each year. 

b) A working group consisting of members of the community board, 
cpe, the Borough President, and other district 
representatives shall be convened to discuss and recommend 
such a plan, and hold public hearings upon it. 

c) A hearing by the epe on the plan shall be mandated within six 
months of submission, and Board of Estimate action must occur 
within nine months. 

d) A 3/4 vote of the epe and Board of Estimate shall be required 
to deny the plan, once recommended by the community board. 

4) PURPOSE: To ensure attention to community board recanrnendations on 
city budgets. 

ACTION: Amend sections 119, 120, and 214. 

a) eamnunity board priorities must be clearly identified in the 
prospective budge·t; 

b) The agency responsible for subn~tting and approving the 
budget must return to the community board with its 
recommendations on the priority items before the budget is 
adopted; 
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--G-)-When--EJrioriEy-items- are-not--approved-in- the--firra-l-budget--or 
when funding is not complete, the budgetary agency must 
provide detailed information to the community board 
concerning the reasons for said disposition of the priority 
items. 

d) The budget process should include some long-term capital 
projections and programs including projeC'ted operating l::!udget 
for such projects. 

5) PUHPOSE: To extend the ULDEP period for comment when a project is too 
large to review in the current 60-day period. 

ACTION: Amend 197c(c). 

a) The ULUHP period for projects which affect larger than a 
100,000 square-foot footprint, or more than 1,000,000 square 
feet of developed floor area, should be extended to 120 days 
for community board comment. 

b) If a developer chooses to provide the community board with 
requested material from the EIS work-in-progress, so that 
community board comments may be incorporated in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement prior to its publication, the 
developer may get credit for the time saved and the comment 
period may be thereby reduced. It may not be reduced below 
sixty days, however. 

c) The community board should have a minimum of 30 
review actions proposed as minor modifications 
Department of City Planning and Certificates of No 
the Landmarks Preservation Commission. If the 
board disagrees with the finding, the action 
automatically ULUHPed. All other aC'tions would 
minimum of 60 days camnunity board review. 

days to 
by the 

Effect by 
community 

should be 
require a 

d) If a community board recommends landmarking a building, the 
Landmarks Preservation Commission must hold public hearings 
within 6 months -thereafter; on community board hearings 
within 12 months, unless it can be shown -that more time is 
required for research. 

6) PUHPOSE: To bring all mayoral agencies under the aegis of the 
budgetary review and "sunshine" procedures. 

ACl'ION: possible amendments to 93 n, 117 a (10), or 112 a (2). 

a) No agency HBy negotiate, administer, nor in any way operate 
as an agent of ·the City of New York unless it submits a 
budget under paragraphs 112 and 214 of the Charter, and is 
funded directly under the budgetary approval process. 
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----- --ld-)--NG agenoy -may IJinEi--Johe--Gity- te--an- ~greement--to-buy j--seU,or-
lease property prior to approval of same through the Uniform 
Land Use Review Procedure. 

c) Lease or sale of public property must occur through a bidding 
process, the details of which must be open to public review. 
When a high bidder is refused, the administering agency must 
publicly explain its choice. There shall be no sole-source 
bidding. 

7) PURPOSE: To avoid personal liability for cOITU11Unity board members. 

ACl.'ION: Add to 2801. 

Community board members, as individuals, should be 
indemnified and held harmless for their activities on the 
community board to the same extent as any city employee. 

8) PURPOSE: To mandate that the city be n:quired to provide a certain 
level of service to its citizens, including housing, police 
and fire protection, sanitation, education, and public 
transportation. 

ACl.'ION: Amend l802-a, new 1805 (housing); amend 433, 
(police); amend 487, new 495 (fire); amend 753, 
(sanitation); new 528 (education); amend 2903, 
(transportation) 

new 441 
new 756 

new 2907 

Approved: 

HI-l/cb 

a) Each agency shall enumerate among its duties the maintainance 
of a basic level of service which must be provided to the 
citizens of New York City. 

b) When service levels drop below a Illlnllllum, increased funding 
to bring that service back to minimum standards is 
automatically triggered. 

In favor 31 Opposed 0 Abstained 3 

(resoluti.feb/4cb) 
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RE: 

WHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

THEREFORE 
BE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

Approved: 

SB/cb 

YOUTH CO~~ITTEE RESOLUTION 

Youth Bureau's City Initiative Funds 

The Lower Manhattan Youth Program sponsored by the Parish of 
Trinity Church has applied to the Youth Bureau for $40,000 
under the City Initiative funding category, and 

These funds are currently being used by the Educational 
Alliance to operate a free youth program on the west side of 
our district, and 

The Educational Alliance has decided not to renew their 
grant, and 

The Lower Manhattan Youth Program has agreed to continue most 
of the existing components of this program as well as to 
offer additional services in the new P.S. 234 facility, and 

The Lower Manhattan Youth Program has an excellent track 
record of offering well organized Bnd popular programs to our 
fast growing youth population. now 

Community Board #1 supports the City Initiative funding 
application of Lower Manhattan Youth Program to the Youth 
Bureau and recommends that it be funded for $40,000 in fiscal 
year 1989. 

In Favor 31 Opposed 0 Abstained 2 

Cresoluti. feblLfcb) 



YOUTH COHMITTEE 
------- -- -- -- --- -- -RESOLUT-ION- - ---- -- ---- ------

RE: 

WHEREAS: 

I-lHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

ImEREAS: 

THEREFORE 
BE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

BE IT 
FURTHER 
RESOLVED 
TI-IAT: 

Approved: 

1ma 

Board of Education Negotiations with Custodian's Union 
(International Union of Operating Engineers. Local 891) 

This is a symbolic as well as a substantive issue, one which 
goes beyond its prima facie significance; a failure to 'secure a 
contract that protects the needs of New York City school 
children will he a resounding and demoralizing defest for the 
school system as a whole, and 

Incremental change is completely unacceptable; the citywide 
consensus is that custodians must be made accountable to the 
principals in a meaningful way; the principal of each school 
must become the properly authorized ~ and supervisor of the 
custodian: nothing less than 100% rating authority will be 
satisfactory, Le., the principal must not be forced to share 
rating authority with a custodial supervisor who belongs to the 
same union as t.he custodian, and 

The performance-based contract must he replaced with a general 
contract defining and increasing custodial responsibilities, 
including sharply upgraded minimum standards for the cleaning 
and maintenance of school facilities, and 

"Opening Fees" are an abuse of school property and a form of 
legalized theft: they mUSt be eliminated. now 

We strongly urge the Mayor's Office of Labor Relations and the 
Board of Education to insist on these me.asures as the minimum 
level of decency in the operation of New York City public 
schools, and 

A threatened strike by custodial employees (i.e .• janitors 
hired by custodians to operate heating equipment. etc.) is an 
implicit threat to the well being of the children, and should 
be met with an unyielding counter-promise of immediate 
dismissal. 

In Favor 29 Opposed 0 Abstained 4 

(reso1uti.feb/6) 



LANDMARKS PRESERVATION/ARTS & CULTURAL AFFAIRS 
--- ---- - -- --- --::--------G()MM~T'l'EE~RE_S()LUTIONS---- -----~ 

RE: 

BE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

Approved: 

------
Temporary Installation of Art - Hudson Triangle 

Community Board ill approves the temporary installation 
November. 1988) of "Portrait of Audobon" by artist. 
Wilson; Public Art Fund, sponsor. 

In Favor 36 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 

(May
Fred 

TlmHMTMTjnHT!1TMnm~TIHMTHwnmnHTMHllMTMTlnHrHTMT1inlnITi\THTHTHnITlnHrMnITHTt;TM1HTHTHTHTMTHn~THTMTNTM'MTMTtn~\TrnMTHTMTHTMnllMTH1H1IHMTHTMTMTHTHTMTI' 

RE: 

BE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

Temporary Installation of Art - Brooklyn Bridge Subway Station 

Community Board ill approves the temporary installation (April
October. 1988) of "Subway Obscura " by artist. Joel Katz; 
Public Art Fund. sponsor 

Approved: In Favor 36 Opposed 0 Abscained 0 
TMTMTHnnMnlTMTMn'nmmlnmmmITMTlnMTMn1T~nMnnMTHTHTMTI4THTM TMTHTMTHTMHITMTMT14TMTI·mmITMTMTMTMTMTHTI1TMUmmmnMnIHInITHTHnITMTHTMnlTMTI.nHTMTMTIHM 

RE: 

BE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

Approved: 

lma 

Temporary Installation of Art - Various Locations 

Community Board #1 approves the temporary installacion (6 
months) of "Curb Your Animo.l Instincts" by artist, Ilona Graner. 
at 12 designated sites in the district as approved by che NYC 
Department of Transportation. 

In Favor 26 Opposed 8 Abstained 2 

(resoluti.feb/6) 


