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Thank you for this opportunity to again testify in support of Intro 185 A, the Park Row bill, which amends the administrative code to create a review process in the event of the closure of a publicly mapped street.  I am testifying for Community Board 3.  A section of Park Row is within the CB 3 district and many of the residents and businesses affected by the closing of Park Row are within CB3’s boundaries. The tremendous negative impact that the closure of Park Row has had on the immediate community has demonstrated the urgent need to establish a review process that includes a community impact study for long-term closure of streets.  

Park Row was closed in the name of security to protect citizens—but without any concern or communication with the very people supposedly being protected.  The community has been isolated, critical emergency services have been compromised, services such as public transportation have been lost, and businesses have closed because of lack of customers and ability to receive deliveries. 

CB 3 has passed two resolutions regarding Park Row and this legislation.  The first resolution found the closure of Park Row unacceptable as well as the failure to communicate with the community and the failure to offer any mitigation. In our testimony in May, 2004, we recommended that the city should study effects of security procedures and offer mitigation for residents and businesses.  

In June 2003, the Community Board passed a second Park Row resolution to support the current legislation. The resolution supports the creation of a review process, which would ensure that all communities are treated equally and fairly.  We requested that the legislation incorporate enforcement of mitigation for the community and that it ensure community input into studies and impact findings. Although CB 3 supports this legislation, we believe that the lack of enforcement of mitigation for the community presents a flaw.  Even more importantly, the legislation does not address the lack of process that would incorporate community involvement and input into the review process.  

The lack of community involvement in the review process is a major defect.  We strongly urge that the committee members reconsider the need for involvement and input from community residents, businesses and service providers such as hospitals.  We are the community that is being protected and we cannot be protected without a voice in the procedures.

Closing a street is closing a lifeline to a community.  We ask that you ensure that regulations for the review process be within a reasonable time period.  The time period for the process has grown and grown—90 days is a very long time.
Community Board 3 supports this legislation. We also find that this legislation does not go far enough.  The current situation with Park Row shows that it is necessary to mandate community input into the process and to require mitigation of negative impacts on residents and businesses.
