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WATERFRONT SUBCOMMITTEE
Wednesday, November 29, 2006 – 6:30 p.m.

Henry Street Settlement, Abrons Arts Center

466 Grand Street, New York, NY

Subcommittee Chair:  Lois Regan [P]

Members:  David Adams [P]; Mayra Cappas [A]; Rocky Chin [P]; Christina Datz-Romero [P]; Andrea Diaz [P]; George Diaz [P]; Ann Johnson [A]; Richard Ropiak (non-voting) [P]; Nancy Sparrow-Bartow [P].

Other Members:  Susan Stetzer, District Manager

Public Officials:  Mary Cooley, Borough President’s Office

· Presentation by Economic Development Corporation and Department of City Planning:  Update on waterfront project, including pavilion sites and park sites.

DISCUSSION:   The presentation was made by William Kelly, EDC; and Paul Wong, City Planning.  It covered an update of progress made; a preview of ULURP actions; and next steps through 2007, et seq.


Lois Regan said she wanted to begin by saying that the Board expected that the two community boards would have equal seats at the table and would have equal input regarding the entity that would be created to oversee the administration, maintenance and planning of the esplanade from the Battery to East River Park.  Mr. Kelly responded that that would be the case.

Mr. Wong covered the Board #1 area first, saying that the esplanade would have improved lighting, noise abatements, hand rails, etc.  He said that Pier 15, which is currently underwater, would be rebuilt.  In response to a query, it was explained that, because this structure has recently been lost, the City had filed the necessary documents with the State to rebuild it.  (We were told, later in the meeting, that this does not apply to any of the former piers in Board #3 because they had been lost too far in the past to be reclaimed.)


Regarding the Board #3 area, Mr. Wong said that there was the potential for pavilions as indicated on the explanatory chart; and that the City would come back to the community for input.  Re the Pike/Allen Street corridor, Mr. Wong said it would be administered by the Parks Department.  The three other streets that are part of the enhancement project are Catherine, Rutgers and Montgomery Streets, and Parks would get community input on their design, etc.


Regarding Pier 35, public access and the creation of park open space are planned.  Basketball City (at the upper end of Pier 36) is expected to have ULURP certified by the first quarter of next year (2007).  A cove would be created at the end of Montgomery Street between Piers 36 and 42 (where a governmental agency is now storing large vehicles.)

Regarding Pier 42, Mr. Wong said that the plan is to remove the shed and create a beach with berms and sand.  He said that there is substantial work that is needed to be done on the sub​structure of the Pier, and that they do not yet know from where the funds will come.  The beach will be created on the existing pier.  There are also plans to create a noise barrier between Pier 42 and the FDR Drive.  Rocky Chin asked about Pier 42 and inspection re pilings and repair work and suggested that a timetable would be necessary.  Ms. Regan said that this proposed amenity cannot be lost to the community.
The issue of ULURP re Basketball City was discussed and Marilyn Lee, AVP of EDC, said that EDC will be scheduling the procedure with the Community Board, but first they had to make a presentation to the Arts Commission, and then will submit the ULURP to the Board.

It was thought that the land that the Parks Department will control will be under the Green Streets Initiative.  Funding will be needed to manage Pier 42.  The Bay Area Economic Study/report is being reviewed by the City and will be brought back to the community regarding the results.

Christina Datz-Romero spoke of the beach area at the Brooklyn Bridge.  Mr. Kelly said that the area had been – and is being- considered, but the liability issues are a major concern.
There was discussion of the possible redesign of Montgomery Street.  It is under the purview of Parks and DOT, and will be brought back to the community for input.

The subject of additional traffic lights on South Street (particularly at Rutgers Street) was raised and Mr. Kelly said that Federal traffic warrants would have to be met, but that it will be reviewed by the traffic design consultants.

Victor Papa raised the subject of BasketBall City, asking how good it is to proceed with an entity that has not been bid out.  Mr. Kelly responded that EDC has the right to sole source site; but that the business terms will have its own process, and said that he will get further clarification of terms.  Richard Ropiak reminded the meeting that Basketball City had been reviewed by the Parks/Waterfront Committee of the Board, and had been approved by the Board based, partially, on several stipulations that had been worked out with Basketball City for the benefit of the community.

Mr. Chin requested that a study be made of Montgomery Street re the requested traffic light and traffic flow.

Regarding the ULURP procedure, Mr. Kelly said that the two criteria are (1) site selection (including possible fair-share analysis); and (2) disposition.  Regarding Pier 15 (in CB#1), only disposition is required.  In CB#3, re Pier 35, both site selection and disposition are required.  Re Pier 36, site selection (including fair-share analysis is required), but disposition is not required.  Re Pier 42, site selection (including fair-share analysis) is only required.
Mr. Kelly said EDC would like to work with the community on sites for the pavilions.  Susan Stetzer asked if a disposition review will be needed for each of the pavilions, and Mr. Kelly said it was not yet decided.  He said that possible funding sources are not yet available; but that community-based organizations will certainly be given input and consideration.

Ms. Regan asked if there was the possibility that remediation benefits from our Board area could be used to extend the esplanade area from the Brooklyn Bridge to Pier 35 out over the water (possibly not with a solid base, but with something that the sunlight could filter through to help meet State standards), so that some portion of the esplanade would have sunlight available for the people using the esplanade.  She suggested that this might make the pavilions more economically viable.  Mr. Kelly said that they would review this suggestion.  Ms. Regan also suggested that portions of the esplanade could have setbacks/outhangs, similar to the ones planned for the promenade of East River Park that will be used for environmental education programs.  She also asked if the Board could participate in a meeting with the water taxi company, assuming that there is sufficient community support, so that the water taxi could service this community and give it access to the rest of lower Manhattan, Brooklyn, etc.  Mr. Kelly said he thought this would be possible.
The subject of when Pier 35 would become accessible to the community was raised and Mr. Kelly responded that it was anticipated that it would be available in the spring of 2007, as there was work needed on the area between the road bed and the pier (for safety and other reasons).
Ms. Regan said, in response to an earlier statement, that if plans are changed by City agencies regarding promised planned work on the waterfront, that those changes should be reported and explained to the community.  She said that it had taken a long time to get community involvement on the plans for the waterfront, because this community has long felt that it has gotten short-shrift from the City regarding community amenities, etc.  Once we had been able to get enthusiasm and involvement, the City changed its plans and the work that was promised for the esplanade in the first/early phase to begin in the Spring of 2006 regarding repaving the esplanade to eliminate the large pools of stagnant water, chain links and bollards, improved lighting, etc., were never done, and the community was not informed of the revised schedule.  She asked that, when the City changes its plans for promised improvements, that it, at the very least, advise the community and give it a time frame for the work and the reasons for the change.  (Mr. Kelly had said earlier in the meeting that the City had decided that it would be more cost-effective/efficient to hold off on this work until all the design plans were in place and the overall work began.)  A resident of Smith Houses raised the issue of the fencing that is still barring its residents from access to the waterfront.  It was noted that this situations is probably caused by the City’s policy of providing parking for the private cars of City employees along this stretch of the waterfront (and elsewhere throughout our community).

Ms. Regan asked if there is a plan by the City to accommodate the many buses and vans that are parked on the waterfront during its rehabilitation, saying that these vehicles cannot be permitted to layover on our narrow, congested streets.  A representative of DOT said that bus parking has been the subject of discussion at several meetings, but that no decision has been made.  Ms. Regan suggested that a moratorium be put in place for any further buses, but the DOT representative said that does not seem to be possible under current laws.

Mary Cooley, of the office of Council Speaker Stringer, asked if there were air pollution/quality tests being conducted on the waterfront, and the response was “no.”
Future Agenda:  Mr. Kelly said that planning would continue for the next three months into early ’07, starting with certifying the ULURP clock.  Then the draft EIS for the public would be in late January or early February.  Meetings for ideas for programming re pavilions and open activity space would be held for community reaction/input.  The final schematic design is scheduled for the summer of 2007; criteria for the RFP for lease space of pavilions will be in the fall of 2007; and construction will begin in the spring of 2008 and continue for two years.  

On an inquiry by Ms Stetzer, she was advised that Victor Gallo of EDC is the person she should communicate with re the DEIS.

Messrs. Kelly and Wong agreed with Ms. Regan that the next Waterfront subcommittee meeting with City agencies should be held in late January 2007.

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 8:15 p.m.

No votes were necessary.

Lois Regan, Chair  
