COMMUEITY ECARD #1 MAKEATTAN
RESOLUTIOR

DATE: MY G, 1989

COHMMITTEE COF QRIGIN: EXECUTIVE

RE:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WBEREAS:

THEREFORE
BF IT
RESOLVED
THAT :

BE IT
FURTHER
RESQLVED
TEAT:

FG/1ma

ECARD VOTE: Py Acclamation

Justin Murphy

Justin Murphy served as a member of Community Beard £1 for a
ten year period until 1¢86, and

During that period Justin won the full respect and admiraticn
of hig fellow Comnunity FEcard members because of his
conscientious and active particivation on the Board, and

Justin has done a superb Job of promoting Lower Manhattan and
has exhibited uns=urpessed devotion to this district in his work
both on Community Board #1 and as President of the Downtown
Lower Manhattan Association, and

It is particularly fitting that one of his long standing goals
- establishing a publiec iibrary branch in Lower Manhattan -
Just recently came to pass in large part due to his persecnal
efforts, now

Community Board #1 salutes Justin Murphy and thanks him for his
excellent service as a member of Community Board #1 and as
Fresident of the Downtown Lower Manhattan Association, and

Copmunity Board #71 wishes Justin a2 happy and healthy retirement
s5 he so richly deserves.

(resoluti.mayl/8&)



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: MAY O, 1989

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: IANDMARKS, ARTS & CULTURAL AFFAIRS

CCMMITTEE VOTE

5 In Favor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained
29 In Favor 0 Opposed 1 Abstained

-
-
-
.

BOARD VOTE
Tribeca Historic District Proposal by LPC

Community Board #1 has for many vyears requested that the
Tandmarks 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 wvaried architectural styles within the diverse
neighborhoods which camprise Tribeca, and

The TPC has now calendared a public hearing on four separate
Tribeca Historic Districts for Jume 13, 1989, (roughliy
indicated on the attached mep), and

These proposed districts reflect to a great degree the earlier
proposals made by Comunity 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 PBroadway, 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 ILane,
portions of West, Watts, Washington, and Desbrosses Streets,
and West Broadway between Franklin and Thomes Street, and

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



WHEREAS:

THEREFORE
BE IT
RESOLVED
THAT:

BE IT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT :

HH/1ma

The area also includes three full block masonry buildings on
Church Street circa 1850-68; 61 Murray/65 West Broadway, circa
1880, desioned by John Sncck; 50 and 52 Warren /120 and 122
Chambers Street, 16 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 Bullding at One THMudson Street; an 1860
Firehouse on Chambers Street, and a group of three brick loft
buildings by Bloodgood and Bloodgood at 137, 139 and 141 Reade
Strect, and

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

Commmunity Board #1, comends the LPC for calendaring these four
Tribeca Historic Districts, which marks a great step forward in
the Commission’s recognition of Iower Manattan’s historic
architectural wvalue, as well as its importance as an early
urban mercantile and market center, and

Commmnity Board #1, reguests that the Commission give the most
sericus possible consideration to immediately expanding and
extending the proposed districts to incorporate the areas
originally requested by Commnity Board #1 but now not
included.

(resoluti.may20-21/8)
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COMMURITY EBCARD #1 MAWNHATTAN
RESOLUTICHN

DATE: MAY @, 198%

COMMITTEE OF ORIGEE: LAFNDMERKS, ARTS & CULTURAL AFFAIRS

RE:

WEEREAZ :

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:
THEREFORE
BE IT

RESCLVED
THAT :

E¥NOTE:

PG/1ma

COMMITTEE VOTE: & In Favor 0 Opposed
z

0 Abstasined
POARD VOTE: ZZ2 In Favor G Oprposed 0 fbstained
Temporary Installztion of Public Art (extention) at FKorris
Street

Cn April 12, 1988 Community Board #1 approved the temporary (6
month) installation of a sculpture by artist, Arthur Weyhe, at
the intersectiorn of Greenwich Street, Morris Street and Trinity
Flace, and

Cn November 17, 1988 the Foard approved a six month extension
(to May '89) of the =ame, and

Thiz installation continues to be very favorably received, now

Community Board #1 approves a second, six month extension® for
the instsllation of Arthur ¥Weyhe's sculpture at the above-
referenced location.

The propesed extension is consistent with current procedures
and past zetions by Compunity Board #1 which allow installation
cn sites for a period not to exceed Lwo years.

(resoluti.may8/8)



COMMUEITY BOARD #1 MAEEATTAN
RESOLUTICHN

DATE: MAY ¢, 198¢

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIH: SOCIAL SERVICES

RE:

WHEREAS:

WHEKEAS :

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHERELS :

WEEREAS :

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS :

WHERFAS :

COMMITTEE VOTE: 4 In Faver 0 Opposed ¢ Lbstained

BOARD VOTE: 26 In Favor 0 Opposed 6 Abstained
Proposal for ¥Health Care for BR11F®

There are over 37 million Americans who are medically
uninsured, many of whom are lcw-income families with children,
and

Although the United States spends more per capita for medical
care than any other natiocn even though so many persons are
unisured, proposals for a pnational health care prograwr have
been introduced since at least the 1230's and no action has
been tzken, even though only two industrialized nations do not
have health coverage for all, the U.3. and South Africa, and

There are an estimated 2.5 million pecple residing in Hew York
state who are medically unisured, with approximately 1.%
millicn in YWew York City, and

it is estimated that there are 778,000 children under age 17
without health coverage in New York State, many of them
residing within working poor families, and

Studies and research findings have clearly ashown that
preventive and primary hkealth care services prevent more
serious illnesses from occurring and reduce medical costs
overall, particularly for preghant women and children, and

The infant mortaiity rate in New York City changed its downward
trend, and actualliy rose from 1686 to 1687 fror 12.8 to 13.1
infant deaths per 1,00G live births, and

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

Few York State wiil have an opportunity to revise its current
reimblrsement system in 1990, and couid develop legislaticn to
guarantee hezlth insurance coverage and access Lo services for
all New York residents, and

The New York City Crganizing Committee of the New York State
Health Care Campaign has developed a proposal for universal
coverage, now



TEEREFORE
PE IT
EESOLVED
THAT:

BE IT
FUETHER
RESCLVED
THAT:

1.

Community Board #1 recognizes the need for and would support
New York State legislation that will guarantee health care
coverage for evervone in New York State for 19¢1 and beyond,
and, likewisze vwe reguest that our State elected representatives
endorse this concept and spomsor such legislation, anc

That this propesal and legislation must incorporate the
following provisions:

Guaranteed access to health care coverage for every resident
regardless of employment or the status of their living
conditions.

Fmployeers are responsible te provide health insurance coverage
to their employees and their families, either through direct
coverage or through other systems develeoped in this
legislation, including establishment of an insurance pool where
emnployeers of =ix or less can participate at reduced costs with
coverage of full-time employees after 60 davs; part-time
employees (working at least 20 hours a week) after 120 days and
part~time heads of househoulds after 6CG deys.

211 coverage nust be extended to the workers and their family
unit.

Mo diserimination based on prier or current disease, disorder
or condition. .

A prohibition on billing of Medicare patients for more than the
Medicare reascnable cost.

Pasic health care coverage must be an affordable policy that
provides primary and 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 educaticn and wellness
programs musl be included.

Establishment of an C0ffice of Heazlth Security with
responsibility for establishing guidelines for fairness with
regard te health insurance premiums and covergge for all, and
insuring delivery of professicnal care and oversight.

The health care delivery system must be improved and access for
everyone to quality and cost effective services must be
addressed, including: a special pool of funding for services
to vulnerable populations; an increasse in the supply of health
providers currently in shert supply,; e.g.; turgses; efforts to
increase the number of primary care physicians trained and
practicipg in parts of the State where needed; methods
developed to improve quality of care of services, including
minimum staffing patterns for facilities; cost ceoentainment
mechanisms in place that do not affect the access or quality of
care provided; and an improvement in health planning agencles
and mechanisms, and



BE IT
FURTHER
RESCLYED
THAT:

BH/ 1ma

Community Poard #1 likwise urgesz the enactment of federal
legislation for 2 long term health care program.

{(resoluti.may1-3/8)

COMMONITY BOARD #1 MANEATTAR
RESCLUTIGM

DATE: MAY 9, 1669

COMMITTEE COF ORIGIE: YOUTE

RE:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS :

WHEREAS :

WHEREAS :

THERFFORE
BE IT
RESQLVED
THAT :

SE/HE/ 1ma

COMMITTEE VOTE: 7T 1In Favor 2 Cpresed 2 Abstained
2

BOARD VOGTE: 32 In Favor 0 Opposed G Abstained

Request for supplementazl funds by Lower Mankatlan Youth Program

The Lower Manhattan Youth Propgram sponscored by the Paricsh of
Trinity Church has applied to the Ecrough Presideni's office
for $#6,000 te supplement its Youth Bureau funded, free youth
program, and ’

The Lower Manhattan Yeulh Program has been cperating sucessful
and popular programs in Community Boardé #1 for many years, and

The funding for these programs only covers the moonths from
October to April lesving a full month on either end when weoulh
are in school and are accustomed to having these afterschoel
and weekend activities, and

These additional funds will alliow the program to expand current
classes or add some ocubdeor activities to provide programming
for the Fall and Spring months, now '

Community DBeoard #1 enthusiastically supports the Lower
Fanhattan Youth Program in its recuest for 46,000 frow the
Eorcuph President.

{(resoluti.may13/8)



COMMURITY BCOARD £1 MANHATTAR
RESOLUTIOK

DATE: MAY 9, 1889

COMMITTEE CF COBIGIE: YQUTE

RE:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS :

WHEREAS:

VHEREAS:

WHERFAS:

COMMITTEE VOTE: ¥ In Faveor 0 Cppozed 0 fbstained

BOARD VGTE: 2% In Favor 1 Opposed 7 Absteined
T¥CE-type facility in Battery Park City

The Board of Estimate resclution regarding Battery Park City
provides that szpace from sites 22 and 28 be reserved for either
an indoor recreation facility or an outdoor zective recreation
area, and

Comnmunity Board #1 has no youth or community center of any
kind; there is no permanent space for any of the youth
prograps, no facility out of which family and socizal services
can be adninistered, and this facility will very likely bLe the
only opportunity to have a community center and s means Lo
provide services to the expanding Lover Manhatlar population,
and

Community Bcard f1 needs the facility to provide cuality day
care, afterschool programs, a children's drop-off progran,
pool, gym, eXercise and dance preograpms, senlor, vouth, family
education, counselling, referral and job placement and re-eniry
programs, arit and cultural programs, employee assistance
programs, and spaces available for corporate leagues and
community meetings, and

In consultatior with the YWCA and Tris Alex, a2 profesgional
recreational facility planner and member of Community Board #1,
the Cowmunity EBoard has developed a list of uses and programs
that will require approximately 111,000 sq. feet, and

The Community Board does not want to repeat the experience of
the superrmarket situation in Battery Park City where the
Buthority desipnated space too swmall and almost no supermarketb
operators felt they would be able tc operate a store, and

The Community Board believes the only way the facility can be a
success ig if the Community Board and operator of the facility
participate in every aspect of the planning, now



THEREFORE
BE IT
RESQLVED
THAT:

EE IT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT:

BE IT
FURTHER
RESGLVED
TEAT:

SBE/PG/1lra

The Community Eocard, in consultation with experts in this
field, has determined that 35,000 - 40,000 scquare feel as
offered by BPCA is not adequate =pace for a recreation facility
tec serve our community and requesis thet approximately 111,000
=¢. [t. of space be made available, and

Conmunity Board #1 calle on the Battery Park City Anthority to
include the Community Board as a full partner in planning and
designing this facility =so that we have input in determining
the location of the facility, size of space te he zllocated,
services to be provided, priority of services, and operator of
the facility, and

The Battery Park City Authority in conjunciion with the
Community Feard begin immediately the selection of the facility
operator and that no physical plans be made without involving
the operator and the Community Beoard.

(resoluti.pay11-12/8)



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 MABHATTAR
RESCLUTION

DATE: MAY 9, 1989

COMMITTEL OF ORIGIN: TRARSPCRTATICN & UNIFORMEDR SERVICES

RE:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

THEREFORE
BE IT
RESCLVED
THAT:

BE IT
FURTHER
RESCLVED
TEAT:

BE IT
FURTEER
EESOLVED
TEAT:

PG/1ma

COMMITTEE VOTE:

5E In Favor
EOARD VOTE: 29 .In Faver

0 Rbstained
C Abstained

0 Opposed
0 Opposed

¥est Street Tour EBuses

The Department of Transportation hazs designated the marginal
roadway adjacent tc ¥Hest Street azs a shert-term layover
location for tour buses and a staging area for commuter buses,
and

The Academy Bus Company has ignored DOT regulations and ha
taken cver this area for all-day layvover of its commuter bu
fleet, and

3
o
&

This action by BAecadery is a blatan and serious vieclation of the
City's parking regulations which hag gone on far too long and
rmust be put to a halt, now

Community EBoard #1 calls on the Department of Transportation to
take immediate =steps to strictly enforece the bus parking
regulations on Hest Street zand to utilize tow trucks in this
endeavor, and

Community Boarc #1 reguests that the DOT and the City take
legal actiorn against Academy if it continues to violate these
parking regulations; and

0T respond immediztely in writing to this request.

(rescluti.may7/8)



COMMUKITY BECARD #1 MANDATTAR
RESOQLUTION

DATE: MAY ¢, 198¢

COMMITTEE OF QRICIE: THANSPORTATION & UNIFORKED SERVICES

RE:

EHEREAS:

VHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

THEREFCRE
BE IT
RESOLVED
THAT:

BE IT
FURTHER
RESCLVED
THAT :

BE IT
FURTHER
RESCLVED
THAT :

COMMITTEE VCTE:

G Abstained
¢ Abstained

5 In Favor
ECAED VOTE: 2% In Favor

0 QOpposed
¢ Opposed

Bollards

Numerous vehicles, particularly delivery trucks and vans,
illegally park on the sidewalk of the many very nparrow stireets
in our district (ie., Beekman Street, Pine Street, Fulton
Street, Thomas Street), and

Such dillegally parked vehicles create extremely hazardous
conditions for pedestrians who must either walk inte the
street te go around theze vehicles or use the oppesite sidewalk
which often bas vehicles travelling on it because the regular
moving lane 1s obstructed; and

Many of the sidewalks on these streets have collapsed or been
seriously damraged due to the weight of the iilegally parked
vehicles, and

The high density development along the=e narrow streets
generate thousands of pedestrian trips everyday and reguire
sidewalks which are unobstructed and safe, now

Community Board #1 calls on the Department of Transpertation to
install bollards or stanchions zleong the curbs of these narrow
streets to physically prevent vehicles frem c¢limbing onto the
sidewaliks, and

Such bollards be paid for by tapping into City funds already
set aside for street resurfacing in this areaz {(Contract
#EWMP103%-A-R), and :

The "Neo Permit Zone® be extended to cover both sides of Beekman
Street from Park Row bo Gold Street so that the curb space set
agide for loading and unleading is used for that purpose, and



BE IT

FURHTER

RESOLVED

THAT: DOT Fnforcement take immediate and ongoing steps to remedy this
zeriocus problem until permanent bellards can be erected.

PG/1ma

(resoluti.may5-6/8)

COMMUNITY EOARD #1 MANHATTAN
RESCLUTION

DATE: MAY ¢, 1089

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIH: PARES AND EMVIROEMERT

COMMITTEE VOTF: € In Faver G Opposed G Absteained
EOARD VOTE: 28 In Favor C Opposec 0 Abstained
RE: Dover Street Park Proposal
WHEREAS : The Seaport Comnmunity Ceoaliticn ﬁas.been ceeking for several

years to convert an abandoned, vacant lof on Dover Stfreet
(Block 106, Lot 22) into a small park through the Operaticn
Green Thumb (DGS) program, and

WHEREAS : The City's Division of Real Property (DGS) has turned down this
proposal becausge of their desire to lease the space and
generate revenue for the City, and

WHEREAS: The South Street Seaport area has the least amount of park
gpace in our district znd is seriously in need of additional
opén space, and

WHEREAS: This parcel is virtually the only available lcot in this area
which is suitable fcr open space use, and

WHEREAS: The operator ¢f a parking lot on the S/E/C of Pearl and Dover
Streets 1llepgally took possession of most of this City-owned
lot (106/22) over a vear zgo and was alsc found to be operating
without a license by the Department of Consumer Affairs, and

WHEREAS: The expansicn of the existing parking lot, if more than 1i
spaces are to be added, constitutes a violation of the Clean
Air pet and weould recuire an environmental review and specisl
permit from the City to be legalized, and this procedure has
not been followed, and

WHERFAS: The City'’s Department of General Services has now leased this
property (106/22) to the parking lot operator who had illegally
taken over the space and who has not obtained a special permit
tc operate the lot, and

WHEREAS: The parking leot operstor is also using this spece improperly
and unsafely because there are ne curb cubs for one porticn of
the lect, now



THERFEFORE
BFE IT
RESOLVED
THAT:

BE IT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT:

PG/1na

Community Board #1 condenns the City's Department of CGeneral
Services, Division of Eeal Property for ignoring repeated
cormunity requests to convert Block 106, Let 22 intc a park and
instead improperly leasing the =ite to the parking lot operater
who has violated and corntinues to viclate, many City
regulations, and-

Community Board #1 calls on the DRP to imnmediately cancel this
recently signed lease and to approve the conversion of this

_space for a much more vital purpose - the constructicn of an

interim park,

{resoliuti.may9~10/8)



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 MAKHATTAN
" PESOLUTICN

DATE: MAY ¢, 1980

COM¥ITTEE OF CRIGIN: PARKS AND ERVIROHMEET

COMMITTEE VOTE: 6 In Favor 0 Opposed ¢ Abstained
ECARD VOTE: 23 .In Faver 5 Opposed ¢ Abstained
RE: Greenstreets Froject
WHEREAS: The City has reguested that each Cemmunity Board submit a list

of underutilized City-cwned spaces which can be converted into
small parks and open =spaces through the Greenstreets Project,

now
TEEREFCRE
BE IT
RESOLVED
THAT: Cormunity Hoard #1 recommends that the fcllowing sites be
included in the Greenstreets Project (see map):
1) Ccenties Slip
2) Wall Street between South and Water Street
3) Morris Street and Edgar Street
4) Dover Strecet off Pearl Street
5} Bater Street at Whitehall Street
6) Frenkfort Street and Gold Sireet
7) Holland Tunnel cobble area
© 8) Tribeca Park, a/k/a Peach Street Park
) Duane Street Park
10) James Bogardus Triangle
PG/1ma

(resoluti.mayih/8)
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COMMUNITY BOAED #1 MAEHATTAN
RESCLUTICN

DATE: MAY @, 1889

COMMITTEE OF QRIGIE: WASHINGTON MARKET

RE:

WHERFAS:
WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

TERREFCGRE
PE IT
RESOLVED
THAT:

BE IT
FURTHEEE
RESOLVED
THAT:

HE/1na

COMMITTEE VCTE: g5 In Favor

3 Cpposed 5> Abstained
BOARD VOTE: 15 In Favor 0 Cpposed 11 Abstained

22 Harrison Street, Application for a Minor Medification (¥ 880
394 ZCM)

In order for encourage menvfacturing usage, zoning regulations
in the Lower Manhattan Mixed-Use District (LM¥) prohibit ground
floor retail use on the side streets, and

From Kovember 1985 through October 1987 the ground floor space
was ogccupied by a tenant cperating under an essentially
complying use, i.e. wholesale/manufacturing, and

Community Board #1 is not convinced that the applicant's
efforts {o rent the groundé fleor space for mandated use have
been sufficiently extensive, in terms of duration and because
the adversising effort did not apparently include citywide
daily newspapers with mcere extensive readership, now

Community Board #1, reccenmends that the Department of City
Planning approve the applicant's request feor one loft dwelling
unit cn the second filcor, Dut

The Community Board recommends deniail of the reguest to allow
Wse Group 6Y on the ground floor.

{rescluti.way18/8)



COMMUNITY BCALD #1 MANHATTAN
FFSOLUTICHN

DATE: MAY 9, 1989

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: VASHINGICE MARKET

BE:

RE IT
RESCLVED
THAT:

BH/1ma

CCMMITTEE VOTE: 5 In Favor 0 Gpposed G Absteained

BOARD VOTE: -7 In Favor 0 Oprosed G Abstained

El Teddy's (219 ¥. Broadway) Application for an Unencloszed
Sidewalk Cafe

Cormmunity Eozrd #1, recommends that the Department of Consumer
Affairs approve the above-referenced appiication subject to the
proviszion that: due tec is lccation in a residentilal
neighborhood, the applicant asgrees tc cease cperation of the
sidewazlk calfe no later then 10:00 PM, Monday through Friday and

midnight on Saturday and Sunday.

(rescluti.mav17/8)

COMMUKRTTY BOARD #1 MANHATTAMN
RESCLUTION

DATE: MAY 9, 1989

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIM: ¥ESTSIDE WATERFRONT (BD-HOC)

RE:

VHEREAS:

TEEREFORY
PEOIT
BESOLVED
THAT:

HE/1lmz

COMMTTTEE VOTE: 2 In Favor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained

EOARED VCTE: ‘pproved by acclamation
Hudson River Rally and Festival

L broad coalition of communitly, environmental and public
interest groups are crganizipng a public rally, river
celebration and street fair to erphasize New Yerkers' desire
for green space, clean watervays and a descent environment,
particularly zlong the EHudson riverfront, now

Community Poard #1 enthusiastically endorses the Hudson River
Rally and Festival on June 10, 1989.

(resoluti.mayis/8)



COMMUNITY BOARD £1 MANEATTAR
- RESOLUTION

DATE: MAY 9, 1589

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIE: WESTSIDE WATERFECNT (AD-ECC)

RF:

WHERFAS:

WHEREAS :

WEEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WEEREAS:

TEEREFCEE
EE IT
RESQLVED
THAT :

HE/1ma

COMMITTEE VOTE: 2 In Favor C Opposed ¢ BAbstained

FOARD VOTE: 18 In Faver 0 Cpposed G Abstained
Hudson River Protection Act

The New York State legislature is now considering S.2657 and
A.3936, also known ss the 1989 HUDSCON RIVER PROTECTICE ACT, and

This legislation would preclude the intrusicn of new lanc-f£ill,
platform or floating structures {except for marinas), in the
Huds=on Eiver from the northern beundsary of the Battery Park
City to 42nd Street, and

This protection would serve the dusl public purposes of
promoting the use of the waterfront for recreaticonal public use
rather than develcopment c¢f unneeded office buildings, luxury
housing or hotels that can be gited inland, as well as to
further safeguard the fragile acuatic habitet so impeortant to
area fisghing, and

The Eudson River has been shown teo support a riceh and conplex
ecosystenr consisting of more than 180 species of fish, diverse
plants, invertebrates and the nlarkton that they depend upon,
and

Community Board #1, i=s already on record with recormendations
for a waterfront that fits in with the needs of our
reighbeorhoods, that is sensitive fto the great need in cur
conmunity for open space, that seeks to promote maritime
related vse of the Hudson River, that provides public access
and visual corridors te make this area an asset to cur city
instead of its present conditicon as a municipal dumping ground
for unwanted projects, e.g. the mooring of jail barges, auto
ponds and parking lots, now

Community PBoard #1, sirengly urges the Hew York State
legislature to pass the Hudson River Protecticon Act
(8.2651/2.20936) without Turther delay.

(resoluti.may16/8)



COMYUNITY BOARD #1 MANEATTAN
RESCLUTION ~

DATE: MAY 9, 1489

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIE: WESTSIDE WATERFRCKT (AD-EHOC)

RE:

WEEREAS :

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WEEREAS:

WHERFAS:

THEREFORE
EE IT
RESCLVED
THAT:

PG/1ma

COMMITTEE VOYE: 2 In Favor 0 Cpposed C Abstained
6

EQARD VOTE: © In Favor Opposed 3 Abstained

River Preject Grant fpplication

The River Preoject has appeared at numerous Community Board #1
meetings %o desecribe their preoposal for creating a waterfront
recreationzl, educationzl facility intended te¢ bring public
awareness te the ecological condition of the Lower Hudson sub-
basin estuary, and

The Eiver Project hopes teo refurbish Pier 26 and build a public
aguarium/research facility which weould display life forms which
exist in the Hudson Eiver, and

Their plan envisicns Pier 25 being renovafted to serve aszs a
paszive pubklic recreaticn space, and

The Eiver Project in conjunciion with Karahan/Schwarting
Architecture Company, is now 2pplying for a HBudson River
Foundaticn Crant to study and prepare a more detailed proposal
for the entire edge of the Hudson River waterfront from Battery
Fark 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, now

Conmunity Board #1, endorses the Hudscn River Foundatiorn Grant
propesal put forth by The River Project and urges that funds be
provided for this important and necessary study.
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