
COMMUrHTY E01'.F.D 1'.1 VcA~lHATT1'.ll 
RESOLUTION 

DATE: ~ffiY 9, 1989 

COl'iNITTEE OF ORIGIN: EXECUTIVE 

RE: 

,IHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

,IHEREAS: 

,J1lEREAS: 

THEREFORE 
BE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

BE IT 
FURTHER 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

BOARD VOTE: By Acclamation 

Justin Nurphy 

Justin Murphy served as a member of Community Board 1.11 for a 
ten year period until 1986, and 

During that period Justin won the full respect and admiration 
of his fellow Community Board members because of his 
conscientious and active participation on the Board, and 

Justin has 60ne a superb job of promoting Lower Hanhattan and 
has exhibited unsurpassed devotion to this district in his work 
both on Community Board il1 and as President of the Downt01>/n 
LOvier Nanhattan j\~ssociationJ and 

It is particularly fitting that one of his long standing [oals 
- establishine a public library branch in Lower Manhattan -
just recently came to pass in large part due to his personal 
efforts, now 

Communi ty Board ffo1 salutes Justin Murphy and thanks him for his 
excellent service as a member of Community Board #1 and as 
President of the D01-mtown LOHer Manhattan Association, 2nd 

Communi ty B,oard li1 'dishes Justin a happy and heal thy retirement 
as he so richly deserves. 

PG/lma 
(resoluti.may4/8) 



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 MANHATTAN 
RESOLUTION 

DATE: MAY 9, 1989 

CQVlMITTEE OF ORIGIN: LANIMARKS, ARTS & OJL'IURAL AFFAIRS 

RE: 

WHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

COMMITTEE VOTE: 5 In Favor 
BOARD VOTE: 29 In Favor 

o Opposed 
o Opposed 

Tribeca Historic District Proposal by LPC 

o Abstained 
1 Abstained 

Community Board #1 has for many years requested that the 
Landmarks Preservation Commission calendar a hearing on a 
Tribeca/Washington Market Historic District, and 

Community Board #1 in May, 1988, proposed boundaries for such a 
district (as attached) which represented the community's 
thoughts and focused on preserving the distinctive character of 
the varied architectural styles within the diverse 
neighborhoods which comprise Tribeca, and 

The LPC has now calendared a public hearing 
Tribeca Historic Districts for June 13, 
indicated on the attached map), and 

on four 
1989, 

separate 
(roughly 

These proposed districts reflect to a great degree the earlier 
proposals made by Community Board #1, but do not include 
several key areas and blocks, particularly to the south, and 

The areas not included to the south comprise portions of Reade 
Street, nearly all of Chambers Street between Greenwich and 
Broadway, the entire length of Warren Street from east of 
Greenwich to West of Broadway, the entire north side of Murray 
Street from east of Greenwich to west of Broadway, the east 
side of Church Street between Park Place and Murray Street, 
both sides of Church Street between Chambers and Murray 
Streets, and both sides of West Broadway between Chambers and 
Murray Streets, and 

The areas not included to the north are Beach Street between 
Varick and Church Streets, a portion of St. John's Lane, 
portions of West, Watts, Washington, and Desbrosses Streets, 
and West Broadway between Franklin and Thomas Street, and 

Many of the southern blocks contain contiguous rows of intact 
buildings which reflect particular architectural developments 
from 1850-95, including nine notable buildings on Murray 
Street, nineteen on Warren Street, fifteen on Chambers Street, 
and seven on Reade Street, and 



WHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

THEREFDRE 
BE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

BE IT 
FURTHER 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

The area also includes three full block masonry buildings on 
Church Street circa 1850-68; 51 Murray/55 west Broadway, circa 
1880, designed by John Snook; 50 and 52 Warren /120 and 122 
Chambers Street, 15 Murray/19 Park Place, and 20 Murray/23 Park 
Place, four full block buildings dating from 1870; The Gibbs 
and Gerken Buildings on what used to be called College Place; 
The Irving Trust Building at One Hudson Street; an 1850 
Firehouse on Chambers Street, and a group of three brick loft 
buildings by Bloodgood and Bloodgood at 137, 139 and 141 Reade 
Street, and 

Historic districts, once created, are rarely expanded to 
incOLlJOrate important buildings and areas originally ommitted, 
now 

Community Board #1, commends the LPC for calendaring these four 
Tribeca Historic Districts, which marks a great step forward in 
the Commission's recognition of Lower Manattan's historic 
architectural value, as well as its importance as an early 
urban mercantile and market center, and 

Community Board #l, requests that the Commission give the most 
serious possible consideration to immediately expanding and 
extending the proposed districts to incoLlJOrate the areas 
originally requested by Community Board #1 but now not 
included. 

HH/lma 
(resoluti.may20-21/8) 
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cmmmnn EOARD 11 !!A~IHATTAN 

RESOLUTION 

DATE: HAY 9, 1989 

C0l1~!ITTEE OF ORIGIN: LANDHARKS, ARTS & CULTURAL AFFAIRS 

RE: 

~!HEREM' : 

WHEREAS: 

~JHEREJIS : 

THEREFORE 
BE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

"NOTE: 

COHHITTEE VOTE: 5 In Favor 
FOARD VOTE: 32 In Favor 

o Opposed 
o Opposed 

o Abstained 
o Abstained 

Temporary Installation of Public Art (extention) at Morris 
Street 

On April 12, 1988 Co~munity Board lf1 approved the temporary (6 
month) installation of a sculpture by artist, Arthur Vieyhe, at 
the intersection of Greemlich Street, Norris street and Trinity 
Place, and 

On November 17, 1988 the Board approved a six month extension 
(to Hay '89) of the same, and 

This installation continues to be very favorably received, nOH 

Community Board 111 a.pproves a second, six month extension* for 
the installation of Arthur Weyhe's sculpture at the above­
referenced location. 

The proposed extension is consistent 1-!ith current procedures 
and past actions by Community Board t'1 Hhich alloH installation 
on sites for a period not to exceed two years. 

PG/lma 
(resoluti.m3y8/8) 



CONNUNITY BOARD fl I!AlffiATTAN 
RESOLUTION 

DATE: EAY 9, 1989 

COMMITTEE OF ORIGn!: SOCIAL SERVICES 

RE: 

HHEREAS: 

,IHEREAS: 

~JHFBFJ\S : 

~JHEREAS : 

l'lHEREAS: 

j,HEREAS: 

'IHEREAS: 

,iHEREAS: 

VHEPFAS: 

COHHITTFE VOTE: I; In Favor 
BOARD VOTE: 26 In Favor 

o Opposed 
o Opposed 

Proposal for "Health Care for Alln 

a Abstained 
6 Abstained 

There a.re over 37 million Americans \-lbo are medically 
uninsured, m.any of whom are Im,",-income families \-1j.th children j 

and 

Although the United Sta.tes spends more per c2.pita for medical 
care than any other nation even though so many persons are 
unisured, proposals for a national health care proerarn have 
been introduced since at least the 1930's and no action has 
been taken, even though only tHO industrialized nations do not 
have health coverage for all, the U.S. and South Afrj.ca, and 

There are an estimated 2.5 million people residine in He", York 
State Vlho are rr<edic211y unisured, w"ith approximately 1.5 
million in NeH York City, and 

It is estimated that there are 778,000 children under age 17 
Hithout health coverage in NeH York State, many of them 
residing within vlorking poor families ~ and 

Studies and research findings have clearly shoHn that 
preventive and primary health care services prevent more 
serious illnesses from occurring and reduce medical costs 
overall, particularly for pregnant Homen and chi.lclrerr, and 

The i.nfant mortality rate in New York City chan<;ed its dOHnward 
trerrd, and actually rose from 1986 to 1987 from 12.8 to 13.1 
infant deaths per 1,000 live births, and 

The elderly, although medically covered by Nedicare insurance, 
are paying a larger share out-of-pocket and are often not 
covered for important services such as home care; and 

Few York State will have an opportunity to revi8e its current 
reimbursement system in 1990, and could develop legislation to 
guarantee health insurance coverage 8.nd access to services for 
all New York residents, and 

The Ne" York City Organizing Committee of the New York State 
Health Care Campaj,en has developed a proposal for universal 
coverage, no'" 



THEREFORE 
PE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

PE IT 
FURTHER 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

1 . 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

711 • 

8. 

Communi ty Board 4.£1 recognizes the need for and vlould support 
New York State legislation that will guarantee health care 
coverage for everyone in New York State for 1991 and beyond, 
and, likeHise 'He request that our State elected repre~entatives 
endorse this concept and sponsor sucb legislation, and 

That this proposal and legislation must incorporate the 
following provisions: 

Guaranteed access to health care coverage for every resider!t 
regardless of employment or the status of their livine 
conditions. 
Employeers are responsible to provide health insurance coveraee 
to their employees and their families, either throueh direct 
coveraBe or through other systems developed in this 
legisle.tiolO, including establishment of an insurance pool where 
employeers of six or less can partj_cipa.te at reduced costs ;;'Ti th 
coverage of full-time employees a_ft.er 60 days; part-tilll€ 
employees (Harking at least 20 hours a week) after 120 days and 
part-U.me heads of househoulds after 60 da.ys. 
All coverage TI'ust be extended to the >lorkers "'r!d their family 
unit·. 
No discrirr.ination. based on. prior or current disease 1 disorder 
or condition. 
A prohibition on billing of !'Iedicare patielOts for more than the 
Medicare reasonable cost. 
Easic health care coverage must be an afforda.ble policy tha t 
provides primary alOd preventive care on an ambulatory as well 
as on an inpatient basis--coverage must include mental health 
and dental services. 
Important services such as health education and Hellness 
programs must be ilOcluded. 
Establishment of alO Office of Health Security with 
responsibility for estahlishing guidelines for fairness ;lith 
regard to health insurance premiums and coverage for all p 2nd 
insurj.ng delivery of professional care and oversie.ht. 
The health care delivery system must he improved and access for 
everyone to quality and cost effective services must be 
addressed, including: a special pool of fundilOe for services 
to vulnerable populatiolOs; an increase in the supply of health 
providers currently in short supply, e.e..~ nurses; efforts to 
increase the nurrber of primary care physicians trained and 
practicing in parts of t.he State ",here needed; methoo.s 
developed to improve quality of care of services, including 
minimum st.affing patterns for facilities; cost. cOlOtailOmelOt 
mechanisms in place that do not affect the access or quality of 
care provided; a.nd. an improvement in healtb plannlng agencies 
and mechanisms, a.nd 



BE IT 
FURTHER 
RESOLVED 
THAT: Community Board #1 likwise urees the enactment of federal 

legisla.tion for a lone term health care program. 

HHllma 
(resoluti.may1-3/8) 

GOMPillNITY BOARD if1 lfANHATTAl! 
RESOLUTION 

DATE: NAY 9, 1989 

GOMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: YOUTH 

RE: 

1~HEllEAS : 

WlEREf:S: 

viHEREPS: 

HHEREAS: 

THEREFORE 
BE IT 
RESOl.VED 
THAT: 

GON'lITTEE VOTE: 7 In Favor 
BOARD VOTE: 32 In Favor 

2 Opposed 
a Opposed 

2 Abstained 
o Abstained 

Request for supplemental funds by Lo"er Nanhattan Youth Program 

The LO>ler Manhattan Youth Frogram sponsored by the Farish of 
Trinity Church has applied to the Eoroueh Presider.t's office 
for ~:6,OOO to supplement its Youth Bureau funded, free youth 
program, and 

The Lower Manhattan You.th Program haz been operatine, suces~Tul 
and popular prOe;raI!1S in Community Board if 1 for many yea.rE., and 

The funding for these programs only covers the months from 
October to April 18E'.vinE a full month on either end >lhen ,'outh 
are in school and are accustom.ed. to havinll these aftersch091 
and >leek end activities, and 

These additional funds 1.;ill a1101-' the procram to expand current 
class€:s Or' add some outdoor activit.ies to provide proera.mming 
for the Fall and SprinG months, no" 

Community Board il1 enthusiastically supports the LOHar 
Manhattan Youth Procram in its request for ~6,OOO frOlf the 
Boroueh President. 

SB/HH/lma 
(resoluti.may13/8) 



COMMUNITY EOARIl fll'lAhIlATTlIN 
RESOLUTION 

DATE: MAY 9, 1989 

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: YOUTH 

RE: 

I1HEREJL5 : 

,iHEEEAS: 

liIIEREAS: 

;;HERMS: 

,JHEREAS: 

,IHERFAS: 

CONNITTEE YOTE: 7 In Favor 
BOARD YOTE: 29 In Favor 

o Opposed 
1 Opposed 

YMCA-type facility in Battery Park City 

° Jlbstained 
1 Abstained 

The Board of Estimate resolution regarding Battery Park City 
provides that space from sites 23 and 21~ be reserved for either 
an indoor recreation facility or an outdoor active recreation 
area, and 

Community Board #1 has no youth or community center of any 
kind; there is no permanent space for any of the youth 
programs} no facility out of ltlhich family and social services 
can be administered~ and this facility 1-Jill very likely be the 
only opportunity to have a community center and a means to 
provide services to the expanding LOFer Manhattan population, 
and 

ComEunity Board fi'1 needs the facility to provide Quality day 
care f afterschool programs, a children's drop-off program, 
pool, gym, exercise and dance proe;rams, senior, youth, family 
education, counselltng, referral and job placement and re-entry 
prosrams, art and cultural programs, eEplol'ee assistance 
programs, and spaces available for corporate leagues and 
communi ty meetine,s, and 

In consultation >lith the YHeA and Jrj s Alex, a professional 
recreational facility planner and member of Community Board if. 1 J 

the Cowmuni to' Board has developed a list of uses and progr&.ms 
that Hill require approximately 111,000 sc:.. feet, ar.d 

The Community Board does not Hant to repeat the ey.l'erience of 
the super~arket situation in Battery Park City where the 
Autbority desisnated space too small and almoEit no supermarket 
operators felt they 'IDuld be able to operate a store, and 

The Community Board believes the only Hay the facility can be a 
success is if the Community Board and operator of the facility 
participate in every aspect of the planning, no,1 



THEREFORE 
BE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

BE IT 
FURTHER 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

BE IT 
FURTHER 
RESOLVED 
THlIT: 

The Community Board, in consultation with experts in this 
field, has determined that 35,000 - 40,000 square feet as 
offered by BPCA i~ not 2.dequate space for a recreation facility 
to serve our community and requests that approximately 111,000 
sQ. ft. of space be made available, and 

Community Board 1[1 calls on the Battery Park City Authority to 
include the Community Board as a full partner in planning and 
designine; this facility so that He have input in determinine; 
the location of the facility, size of space to bEe allocated, 
services to be provided, priority of services, and operator of 
the facility, and 

The Battery Park City Authority in conjuncUon ,1itb the 
Community Board begin immediately the selection of the facility 
operator and that no physical plans be made Hithout involving 
the operator and the Community Board. 

SB/PG/lma 
(resoluti.Iray11-12/8 ) 



CO~J.IDNITY BOARD .!! ~lAlrnATTAN 
RESOLUTION 

DATE: HAY 9, 1989 

CONl'iITTEE OF ORIGn!: TRANSPORTATION &. UNIFOR~!ED SERVICES 

RE: 

~)HEREl\S : 

,IHEREAS: 

HHEREAS: 

THEREEORE 
BE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

BE IT 
EURTHER 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

BE; IT 
EURTHER 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

COMMITTEE VOTE: 5 In Eavor 
BOARD VOTE: 29 ·In Faver 

West Street Tour Buses 

o Opposed o Abstained 
o Opposed o Abstained 

The Department of Transportation has designated the marginal 
roadHay adjacent to ,lest Street as a short-term layover 
location for tour buses and a staging area for commuter buses, 
and 

The Academy Bus Company has ignored DOT regulations and has 
taken over this area for all-day layover of its COI!nIluter bus 
fleet, and 

This action by Acade~y is a blatan and serious viol~tion of the 
City 1 s parking re[ulations which has gone on far too long and 
must be put to a halt, nOH 

Community B08Td #1 calls on the Department of Transportation to 
take immediate steps to strictly enforce the bus parking 
regulations on Hest Street and to utilize to>! trucks in this 
endeavor, and 

Community Hoard #1 requests that the DOT and the City take 
legal action against Academy if it continues to violate these 
parking regulations I and 

DOT respond immediately in writing to this request. 

PGllma 
(resoluti.may7/8) 



CO~]MUNITY BOARD !l MANBATTAt! 
RESOLUTION 

DATF: MAY 9, 1989 

COMMITTEE OF ORIGHI: TRANSPORTATIOl, & UNIFORl~ED SERVICES 

RE: 

~iEEREAS: 

HHEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

~!HEREAS : 

THEREFORE 
BE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

BE IT 
FURTHER 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

BE IT 
FURTHER 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

CONHITTEE VOTE: 5 In Favor 
BOARD VOTE: 29 In Favor 

Bollards 

o Opposed o 11 bstained 
o Opposed o Abstained 

Numerous vehicles, particularly delivery truck::: and vans, 
illegally park on the sidewalk of the many very narrow streets 
in our district (ie., Beekman Street, Pine Street, Fulton 
Street, Thon,as Street), and 

Such illegally parked vehicles create extremely hazardous 
conditions for pedestrians who must either walk into the 
street to go around these vehicles or use the opposite sic1eHalk 
,ll1ich often has vehicles travelling on it because the regular 
moving la.ne is obstructed~ and 

Fany of the sidevlalks on these streets have collapsed or been 
seriously damaged due to the weight of the illegally parked 
vehicles, and 

The high density development along these narrOH st.reets 
generat.e thousands of pedestrian trips everyday and require 
sidewalks which are unobstructed and safe, nOH 

Community Board i!1 calls on the Department of Transportation to 
install bollard" or stanchions along the curbs of these narrOH 
streets to physically prevent vehicles from climbiI'g onto the 
sidewa.lks, and 

Such bollards be paid for by tapping into City funds already 
set aside for street resurfacing in this area (Contract. 
#H'1I1P103\~-A-R), and 

The "}!o Permit Zone" be extended to cover both sides of Beekman 
Street from Park Row to Gold Street so that the curb space set 
a.side for loa.ding and unloading is used for that purpose~ a.nd 



DE IT 
FURHTER 
RESOLVED 
THAT: DOT Enforcement t.2.kE: iRmediate and ongoj.I!g steps to ren;edy thi::: 

serious problem until pern'ancnt bollards can be erectco. 

PGIlma 
(resoluti.may5-6/e) 

CO~~mlnTY E01\RD #1 MMlHATTltN 
RESOLUTION 

DATE: HAY 9, 1989 

COHHITTEE OF ORIGIt!: P1\RKS AIID EllVIROlmENT 

HE: 

,!HEREM': 

HHEREAS: 

"JHEREAS: 

WHEREP,S: 

HllEREAS: 

'-IHEREAS: 

l-JHEREAS: 

,:HERE1\S: 

Cm;~'ITTEE VOTE: 
FOARD VOTE: 

(. In Favor 
28 Ir. Favor 

Dover Street Park Proposal 

o Opposed o Abstained 
o Opposed. o P_bstained 

The Sefl.port. CoruITluni ty Coali tioD haz· been 2seki:r.G for .several 
years to convert an abandoned, vacant lot on Dover Street 
(Elock 106, Lot 22) into a small park through the Operation 
Creen Thumb (DCS) proeram, and 

The City's Division of Real Property (DCS) has turned dOl-?n this 
proposal because of their desire to lease thE: space and 
e:cnerate revenue for t.he City, and 

The South Street Seaport area has the least amount of park 
Epace in our district and is seriously in need of additional 
open space, and 

This parcel is virtually the only available lot in thi~ area 
11hich is suitable for open space use, 2nd 

The operator of a parking lot on the SIEIC of Pearl and Dover 
St.reets illegally took possession of most of this Cit.y-olmed 
lot (106/22) over a year ;:,£0 and l{as also found to be opera tine; 
without a license by the Department of Cor;surr,8r kffairs, and 

The expansion of the existing parking lot, if more than 14 
spaces are to be added, constitutes o. Vj_012tioD of the Clean 
flir Act and would reQuire an envj.ronmentz.l revieH 2.nd special 
perrr:i t from the City to be legalized, and this procedure ha,,­
r..ot be€-n follov.Jed, and 

The Cityts Department of Generc~l Services has nO\"J lea2ed thi~. 

property (106/22) to the parkin!: lot operator 1-1bo had illecally 
taken over the space and 1-1ho has Dot obta ineo. a spccj_al ):-erKit 
to operate the lot, and 

The parking lot operator is a120 using this space in~properly 
and unsafely because there are no curb cuts for one portion of 
the lot., now 



THEHEFORE 
BE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

BE IT 
FURTHER 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

Community Board lil condemns the City's Department of General 
Servic8E, Division of Real Property for ignorine repeated 
comrr:unity requests to convert Block 106, Lot 22 into a park and 
instead improperly leasing the site to the parkins lot operator 
who has violated and continues to violate j many City 
regulations, and-

Community Board ifl calls on the DRP to immediately cancel this 
recently signed lease and to approve the conversion of this 

. space for a much more vital purpose - the construction of an 
interim park" 

PG/lrna 
(resoluti.may9-1 0/8) 



COMMUNITY BOARD fl }!ANHATT,u, 
RESOLUTION 

DATE: MAY 9, 1989 

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: PARKS lUlD nIVIRONMENT 

RE: 

,JHEREAS: 

THEREFORE 
EE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

Cm,I(ITTEE VOTE: 6 In Favor 
BOARD VOTE: 23-In Favor 

Greenstreets Project 

a Opposed 
5 Opposed 

o Abstained 
o Abstained 

The City has requested that each Community Board submit a list 
of underutilized City-owned spaces which can be converted into 
small parks and open spaces through the Greenstreets Project, 
nQ1,1 

Community Board #1 recommends tbat the following sites be 
included in the Greenstreets Project (see map): 

1) Coentles Slip 
2) 1<10.11 Street between South and "ater Street 
3) Harris street and Edgar Street 
4) Dover Street off Pearl Street 
5) Water Street at Whitehall :",treet 
6) Frankfort Street and Gold Street 
7) Holland Tunnel cobble area 
8) Tribeca Park, a/k/a Eeach Street Park 
9) Duane Street Park 

10) James Eogardus Triangle 

PG/lma 
(resolutLmay14/8 ) 
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COMMUNITY BOARD !l MAt'l!ATTAN 
RESOLUTIOhl 

DATE: HfIY 9, 1989 

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: t!ASHINGTOlI MARKET 

RE: 

,JHEREAS: 

~iHEREM': 

I;HEREAS: 

TPEREFORE 
PE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

BE IT 
FURTHER 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

CO~TI'UTTEE veTE: 5 In Favor 
BOliRD VOTE: 15 In Favor 

3 Opposed 
o Opposed 

2 Abst8.ined 
11 Abstained 

22 Harrison Street, Application for a Minor Modification (N 880 
394 zc~l) 

In.order for encourage manufacturing usage, zoning regulations 
in the LOlder Manhattan ~lixed-Use District (LHl") prohibit ground 
floor retail use on the side streets, and 

From November 1985 through October 1987 the ground floor space 
vJas occupied by a tenant operating under an essentially 
complying use, i. e. l-lholesale/manufacturing, and 

Community Board '1 is not convinced that the applicant's 
efforts to rent the ground floor space for mandated use have 
been sufficiently extensiV8 1 in terms of duration and because 
the adversising effort did not apparently include citywide 
daily nev?spapers Hith more extensi.ve rea.dership, nOvJ 

Community Board if1, recommends that the Department of City 
Planning approve the applicant's request for one loft d,lelling 
unit on the second floor, but 

The Community Board recommends denial of the request to alloH 
"Use Group 6" on the ground floor. 

HH/lma 
(resoluti.may18/8) 



COl':MIlNITY BOARD #1 J:-;MlHP.TTMI 
IlF:"OLUTION 

DATE> NAY 9, 1989 

COHl!ITTEE OF ORIGIN: lIAsHnfG'Iml t!ARKET 

RE: 

BE IT 
RESOLVED 
TH1IT: 

CG1~!ITTEE VOTE: 5 In Favor 
BOARD VOTE: -21 It: Favor 

o Opposed 
o Opposed 

o 1Ibstair.cd 
o 1Ibst2incc. 

EI Teddy's (219 .7. BroadHay) Application for an Unenclosed 
SideHalk Cafe 

Commur.ity Board i!1, recommends that the Department of Conwmer 
Affairs approve the above-referenced application subject to the 
provision t;hat: due to is location in a residential 
neiGhborhood, tbe applicant abrces to cease operation of the 
sidc\;alk cafe no later than 10:00 PN, i'onday throuGh Friday and 
midnight on Saturday and Sunday. 

lIH/lma 
(resoluti.way17/B) 

CmlMUlI'ITY BOARD #1 HWHATTAN 
RESOLUTION 

DATE: }lAY 9, 1989 

CONMITTEE OF ORIGHl: WESTSIDE WATERFRONT (jIJ)-HOC) 

RE: 

i:lIEREBS: 

THErEFORE 
DF IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

COEEJTTEE VOTF: 2 In Favor 0 Opposed o Abstained 
BOHlD VOTE: Approved by acclamation 

Hudson River Rally and Festival 

11 broad coalition of communit.y, envj.rol1mcntal and public 
interest erovps are organizi~G a public rally, river 
celebration and street fair to crrphasize Ne", Yorkers' desire 
fo1'"' green space, clean waterHays 2nd a descent envlronr:lent, 
particularly alonG the Hudson riverfront., nOE 

Community Eoard #1 enthusiasticaJ.ly en~orses tbR Hudson River 
Rally and Festival on June 10, 1989. 

HH/lma. 
(resolutLmay 15/8) 



COMMUNITY BOARD fl MANHATTAN 
JlF-SOLUTION 

DATE: MAY 9, 1989 

COlH!ITTEE OF ORIGnl: WESTSIDE r!ATEP.FROt.'T (AD-HOC) 

RE: 

!,BERElIS: 

,iHEREAS: 

vJHERFAS: 

"HERElIS: 

,JHEREAS: 

THEREFORE 
FE IT 
RESOLVED 
THlIT: 

COMNITTEE VOTE: 2 In Favor 
POARD VOTE: 18 In Favor 

Hudson River Protection Act 

o Opposed 
o Opposed 

o fl bsta.ined 
o 1\bstaj.neo 

The Eel-! York State legislature is nO'1 considering s.2651 and 
11.3936, also known as the 1989 HUDSON RIVER PROTECnOI·! [,CT, and 

This legislation "ould preclude the intrusion of new land-fill, 
platform or floating structures (except for marinas), in the 
Hudson River frore the northern boundary of the Battery Park 
City to 42nd Street, and 

This protection would serve the dual public purposes of 
promoting the Use of the waterfront for recreational public use 
rather than development of unneeded office buildings, luxury 
housing or hotels that can be sited inland, as well as to 
further safeguard the freeDe 8".ua.tic n8j,;t.2t so important to 
area fishine~ and 

The Hudson River has been shol1n to support a rich and complex 
ecosystem conSisting of more than 180 species of fish, diverse 
plants, invertebrates and the planj(ton that they depend upon, 
and 

Community Board 111, is already on record Hith recon;mendations 
for a waterfront that fits in with the needs of our 
neiehborhoods, that is sensitive to the gre2.t need in our 
community for open space, that see~s to proQote IDaritime 
related use of the Hudson River, that provides public access 
and visual corridors to make this area an aEset to our city 
instead of its present condition as a municipal dumping ground 
for unwanted projects, e.g. the mooring of jail barges, auto 
ponds and parking lots, nOI1 

Community Board ii1, strongly urges the NeH York state 
legislature to pass the Hudson River Protection Act 
(S.2651/A.~936) 'Iithovt further delay. 

BH/lma 
(resoluti.may16/8) 



COMMUNITY BOARD 11 MANHATTAN 
RESOLUTION 

DATE: HAY 9, 1989 

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: WESTSIDE WATERFRO}IT (AD-ROC) 

RE: 

viHEREAS: 

r!HEREAS: 

mlEREAS: 

WHEREAS: 

TdHEREAS: 

THEREFORE 
BE IT 
RESOLVED 
THAT: 

COM}UTTEE VOTE: 
BOARD VOTE: 

2 In Favor 
9 In Favor 

River Project Grant 'Application 

o Opposed 
6 Opposed 

o Abstained 
3 Abstained 

The River Project has appeared at numerous Community Board #1 
meetings to describe their proposal for creatine a ,Jaterfront 
recreational, educational facility intended to bring public 
a1-iareness to the ecoloeical condition of the LOHer Hudson sub­
basin estuary, and 

The River Project hopes to refurbish Pier 26 and build a public 
aquarium/research facility Hhich \<lould display life forms which 
Exist in the Hudson River, and 

Their plan envisions Pier 25 being renovated to serve as a 
passive public recreation space, and 

The River Project in conjunction Hith Karahan/SchHarting 
Architecture Company, is no" applying for a Hudson River 
FoundaU,on Grant to study and prepare a more detailed proposal 
for the entire eoze of the Hudson River Haterfr'ont fraPl Eatter'y 
Park City to Carlton Street., and 

The proposal may also reexamine the mass/scale of surrounding 
buildings adjacent to the Hudson River to identify compatible 
future uses, nOtT 

Community Board if1, endorses the Hudson River Foundation Grant 
proposal put forth by The River Project and urges tbat funds be 
provided for this important and necessary study. 

PG/lma 
(resolutLmay19/8 ) 


