Economic Development, Zoning, & Planning Committee

Monday, March 09, 2009 - 6:30pm

Community Board 3 Office

59 East 4th Street (2nd Ave & Bowery)
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1. Report from Chinatown working group

DISCUSSION:

We had a very brief update from Jen Hong. Working teams have been established to address areas such as affordability; cultural and historic preservation; education; economic development &revitalization; immigrant affairs & social services; parking, transportation, circulation & security; parks, open space & recreation; zoning.

We note that the Chinatown Working Group has an informative website :
http://www.chinatownworkinggroup.org/
There were no motions.

MOTION:  At its ____________________ monthly meeting, Community Board #3 passed the following motion:

SEND TO:

CC TO:

VOTE:   0 YES   0 NO   0 ABS   0 PNV

NO VOTE NECESSARY [X ] (mark with X if no vote is necessary)

2. Discussion of development of Seward Park Urban Renewal Area (SPURA)

DISCUSSION:

Most of the meeting was spent on the approach we would take to discussing and coming to consensus on a set of items:

· Develop a set of principles. We’ll start by reviewing and adapting the 5 principles developed during the zoning process. 

· Preserve the residential character of the neighborhood.

· Preserve its current scale and mid-rise character.

· Establish a district more in keeping with current planning principles of contextual design.

· Preserve the mixed income character of the neighborhood through the use of inclusionary zoning.

· Eliminate the opportunity for community facility overdevelopment allowed under current zoning.

In addition, it is proposed that we adopt a principle that, whatever lots are included in the ultimate plan, there be only one plan for the entire area.
· Urban design and open space

· Height and bulk requirements

· Design

· Public Open Space

· Residential outdoor open space

· Environmental concerns

· Access to services, transportation, parks, waterfront, etc.

· Retail, cultural and entertainment space, along with other commercial and non-commercial uses

· Amount of square footage

· Sizes of stores

· Types of stores and other commercial and non-commercial spaces

· Market or below market

· Parking

· How much

· Where

· Interface with city agencies

· Availability of DOT controlled lots

· Purchase prices for developers

· Other projected uses by city agencies

· Size and scope
· Lots to be included (a list of potentially available lots follows at the end of this outline.

· Residential units

· Amount of affordable

· Types, i.e. size

· Target population

Potentially available city sites

1. Parking lot between Essex and Ludlow, above Broome Street (21,000; DOT)

2. Essex Market Building D, Essex between Delancey and Broome (43,000; EDC/HPD)

3. Parking lot between Delancey and Broome, Suffolk and Norfolk (40,000; HPD)

4. Parking lot between Delancey and Broome, Suffolk and Clinton (39,000; HPD)

5. Block between Broome and Grand, Suffolk and Clinton (59,000; HPD)

6. Parking lot east of Clinton, north of Broome (21,000; HPD)

7. Parking garage on Essex, north of Delancey (22,000; DOT)

8. Essex Market Building B (11,000; EDC)

9. Essex Market Building C (20,000; EDC). This is the current Essex Street Market.

10. Essex Market Building A (7,000; EDC)

Number of apartments that could be built
We tried to estimate the number of apartments that could be built on all of these sites. The area north of Delancey has an FAR of 4.0. Below Delancey where the zoning is 7.2 the FAR is 3.44. The area of the original SPURA sites is zoned 8.0. The square footage for each site is estimated as follows:
1. 147,000 commercial; 72,240 residential

2. 172,000

3. 320,000

4. 312,000

5. 472,000

6. 168,000

7. 88,000

8. 44,000

9. 80,000

10. 28,000

Total: 1,831,000

There were no motions.
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