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Chelsea Land Use Committee (CLU) Item #:1

October 3, 2013

Director Amanda M. Burden
Department of City Planning
22 Reade Street

New York, New York 10007

Michael Ben-Asher

Legal Department

Department of Consumer Affairs
42 Broadway

New York, New York 10004

Re:  ULURP No. N130021ECM
New York Fast Gourmet Premier, LLC
DBA: New York Burger Co.

rd
470 West 23 Street, Borough of Manhattan
Dear Director Burden and Mr. Ben-Asher:

At the recommendation of its Chelsea Land Use Committee, Manhattan Community Board No.
4, having held a duly noticed public hearing on ULURP application number N130021ECM,
reluctantly recommends approval of the application by New York Fast Gourmet Premier,

LLC for a renewal for an enclosed sidewalk café with 25 tables and 54 seats to be operated at
rd

rd
470 West 23 Street, the southeast corner of the intersection of West 23 Street and Tenth
Avenue.

Although we are fundamentally opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes, and to this one in particular,
we acknowledge that this operation has proved to be successful and is a great improvement over
the decrepit structure we were accustomed to having on our sidewalk. Before we approved the
applicant's original application in December 2010 this location had proven to be problematic for
restaurant operators for more than twenty five years. Even with the benefit of an enclosed
sidewalk café, a succession of restaurants had failed, at times leaving an abandoned, decaying
structure on this prominent West Chelsea corner for years at a time.

We are opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general for three reasons:

i. They are permanent structures that appropriate public property for private use without
providing a public benefit;

ii. Unlike unenclosed sidewalk cafes which can add to community ambiance and create more
vibrant streetscapes, enclosed sidewalk cafes isolate diners from sidewalk activity and the
community; and
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iii. Since they are permanent structures, they are difficult to remove should that be warranted.

In addition to these general concerns, we are specifically opposed to an enclosed sidewalk cafe at
this location because it leaves an unacceptably narrow 7°6” clear sidewalk on a heavily trafficked
corner. The sidewalks of West Chelsea have become increasingly crowded as the area has
developed over the last few years, spurred by the flourishing West Chelsea art district, Chelsea
Piers, Chelsea Waterside Park, the new Hudson River Park and the High Line. It is not
uncommon on a sunny weekend afternoon to encounter a lengthy queue waiting to pass through
the bottleneck on Tenth Avenue created by this sidewalk café structure. The completion of
Segment II of the High Line brought an access stair diagonally across the intersection, further
increasing congestion, and the continued development of West Chelsea seems to increase
pedestrian traffic on a daily basis.

We have long sought the removal of this intrusive structure and would like to note that 470 West

rd
23 Street was grudgingly included in the Chelsea Historic District Extension with the then
newly-built sidewalk café structure in place. This regrettable decision makes removal of this
unfortunately sited structure even more difficult.

Despite our opposition to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general, and to this one in particular, since
the structure already exists we are faced with the choice between an operating restaurant and an
abandoned structure. Until we succeed in having the structure removed, we are forced to choose
the restaurant option and reluctantly recommend approval of the application.

Sincerely,
Corey, Lee, Betty

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn

NYC Council Speaker Quinn’s Office -Melanie Larocca
NYC Council Land Use Division — Danielle DeCerbo
NYS Senator Brad Hoylman

NYS Assemblyman Richard Gottfried

MBP Scott Stringer

MBPO - Brian Cook

Applicant —
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 14
October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Bolt Bus On Street Terminal Location
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October 2013 full board meeting, Manhattan Communi (CB4) vote in favor and
__ against to approve relocating two Long Distance Bus Wreet Terminals (On Stree Loading and

Unloading zone) to the north curb of West 33" Street j st of Elemenue.
priate locations, we‘continue to

odate this growing mode of
udson Yards rezoning and this

While CB4 agrees to approve a limited number of interim st
request that the city create a permanent bus terminal structure to
transportation. Such a bus terminal was co

itted, as part of the 2
Community Board has advocated for its dev since that time.

CB4 applauds the initiative to relocate two exis
locations on West 33™ Street between Seventh a
Eighth Avenue. These stops:coiiti inue to be problemati i ring businesses and for

allocate an average of 41 daily departures and 42 daily arrivals to the west

o the hours of 6:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. serving existing destinations
(Greenbelt/Baltimore, adelphia/Cherry Hill, Washington, D.C.), and a new destination, Pittsburgh.
During peak days departures at this new stop would reach 52 daily with up to six departures and three
arrivals per hour.

" The West 39" Street and Tenth Avenue location originally proposed by DOT and Bolt had insufficient space for queuing
passengers, was adjacent to one of the very few parks in aouth Hell’s Kitchen, was dangerous to pedestrians, and was challenging
for bus egress.
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Separately, fourteen departures and fourteen arrivals from the existing West 33" and West 34" Street
locations would be relocated to the East side of Manhattan serving Boston.

Buses will use Eleventh Avenue to arrive from the Lincoln Tunnel and the West Side Highway and West
40" Street to leave for their destination, thus, having no impact on residential or more commercial streets.
The applicant already uses a layover location on Eleventh Avenue.

The waiting area would be on a 300 foot long, 10 foot wide sidewalk, along the
yards, 4 feet of which would be used for loading, unloading and circulation,
queuing. This allows for up to 200 passengers queuing, on a stretch of si
of pedestrian traffic.

vits truck marshaling
t for passenger
alk currently mostly devoid

Bolt Bus provided a sidewalk location plan for waiting passengers. red that they will
have a minimum of two (2) staff people during all hours of o iti ak hours. DOT
will also require that they keep the sidewalk area free of Wand ensure on-going cle
to be sufficient space for food vendors to congregate ai end of the stop. We are con

does not require applicants to make arrangements for rest acilit&*ther through agreements with
nearby businesses (in this location likely the Javits Center) o -a-sahs. Given our eXperience at
other locations, we will be watchful of whether this policy is appropriate and may ask DOT to require on-
site port-a-sans or linkages to area business i s. Bolt provides rest rooms on
their buses.

CB4 has long expressed concern about private s, including sidewalks. We thus feel
that when a private entity uses public spaces they mmediate area improvements
and/or beautification to co. . preciate that DOT is requesting the

city to remove surroun i ifi (e.g. improving nearby landscaping/installing
tallation and maintenance of public benches)

" Street at peak hours. While it likely has increased since then, it is still
fewer than most corne he area. As such the intersection is fairly safe for approaching travelers, who
will mostly arrive via the West 34" Street SBS or the #7 subway train at West 33™ Street, once open.

Eleventh Avenue o

Thank you for your partnership with CB4 in implementing practical and appropriate intercity bus location
in our district.

CJ/CB/JM
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 15

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: High Line Hotel — Loading Zone Request

VN
Dear Commissioner Forgione: V amN
y 4
At its full board meeting, Manhattan Community Boar B4) vote

by _ in favor and i
deny the installation of parking signs allowing a 100*“1oa one in fi of the High Line hotel, on the
east side of Tenth Avenue between West 20" and West 21 x &
The High Line hotel, located in the building.formerly known as th logical Seminary, occupies the
whole frontage of the block between West 2

West 21% streets. rance is located on the
southern portion of the block. The current par\ ion at the curb s: “No Standing 7 — 10
Me

AM, except Sunday” and “No Parking 7 AM — ay”. ’

For hotels of 100 rooms of 1 e Department o oﬂat@Y does not automatically grant a
loading zone and reques Board revie d recommendations. In our previous
ller hote

recommendations fo ing zones, we have sought to accommodate both the business

needs and surrounding ing/traffic needs of the area sidents. In this instance we do not find any
pressing business needs a co out the traffic implications

e hotel buws would be harmed by leaving the existing

mber observations reflected typical availability of spaces on
a.m. to 7 p.m., parking is not permitted leaving ample room for

the extensive (and increasing) traffic on Tenth Avenue and its role as a truck route linking the west side
highway at West 14" Street, to the Lincoln Tunnel entrances on West 30" and West 40" Streets. It would
also break the existing consistent parking regulations (no standing 7am to 10am and no parking 7am to
7pm) continuously along the East side of the avenue from West 14" to West 22™ Streets.

CB4 thus recommends that this application be denied.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 16

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  West 41% Street and Ninth Avenue safety improvem
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October full board meeting, Manhattan Co.

approved the proposed redesign and signal light chang Street
and Ninth Avenue in response. We feel this is an appropri d well-conceived response to the
many collisions that have occurred ther he Hell’s Kitchen Traffic

Study, and especially to the collision in cond recent fatality.

However, CB4 asks that the Department of Transpo oT) re’arch our questions related
to the signage plan and come back to the transportation co ithin two months from now,
before implementation or the begim 2014.

The proposed configurati ill provi i Wnal on Ninth Avenue at W. 41* Street,
i cles to allow pedestrians to cross W. 41%

pedestrian conflict”. In addition bulb outs will
ewalk to accommodate more pedestrians and slow the

enforced.

The DOT proposal for signal and traffic changes also includes dedicating two (instead of the
current one) turning lanes between W. 41* and W. 42" Street along Ninth Avenue and one left
lane between W. 42" and W. 44™ Streets, to bus traffic during peak hour. This would help
enhance the capacity of this segment, and reduce queuing at this entrance by redirecting cars and
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trucks queuing for the Lincoln Tunnel to use the east side of Ninth Avenue until they are pass W.
41* Street. Signage will help drivers to make the proper choice as soon as possible.

However the devil is in the details and we ask that the DOT explore solutions to the following
concerns and return to the transportation committee within the next two months for the
community to review the final plan before installation:

d at the modified

Can accessible (audible) and countdown pedestrian signals be i
intersection?

Avenue because of
buses leaving the

In the morning, there is often back up at W. 41 Street
trucks clogging the W. 41st Street entrance when it sh

Bus Terminal. Ninth Avenue is the major Lincol e
for New Jersey after matinee and evening Broﬁa
weekend, this entrance is overcrowded causi
restrict the W. 41% Street entrance to bus

for drivers, and it would simplify signage and e
Daily back ups on Ninth Avenue usually starts at W.
the dedicated bus lane be expanMo W. 46" Str.
Will the dedicated bus lane be pai

IM is. the custo r new bus lanes? It
would be self explanatory to cars an cks.

treet or further north. Could

We appreciate suspend highway signage ! the neighborhood. It may make
sense to sus s to all traffie signals south of W. 460 Street, indicating,

to include such a message on the

install new signs on side streets that are feeding into Ninth Avenue at
d W. 42", enjoining cars and trucks and through traffic to keep left,
using the eas es of 9" Avenue. Below W. 41 Street, it is common for drivers to turn
in the left lanes and then try to enter the queues further south, blocking the flow of traffic
on the avenue. The signs should indicate the path to the Lincoln tunnel as the right lanes
or going straight. There is an old Lincoln Tunnel sign on the southeast corner of W. 39"
Street that could be reused for that purpose or replaced.

Again, CB4 is delighted with DOT’s proposal and the schedule of implementation. We are also
pleased to hear that the W. 43" Street and Ninth Avenue intersection will be equipped with a



79  similar split phase signal in early 2014. These are major steps toward a better and safer Ninth
80 Avenue.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 17

October XX, 2013

Kevin Jeffrey

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Parks Department

24 W. 61 Street, 5th Floor

New York, NY 10023

Re: Tree pit widening program
Dear Commissioner Jeffrey:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
outreach and ensure on-going block resident communi
whenever it does tree pit widening and ensure community ipation in decision making when
the widening leaves less than six foot p

trian access and/o ire extensive sidewalk
replacement.

Earlier this year the Parks Department sent notices ts of seﬁl blocks in Chelsea that
they will be widening tree pits in the area to prom health and prevent tree roots

breaking sidewalks. As advocates fo hattan CB4 supports this effort.
However, discussion‘with resi reet between Eighth and Ninth Avenue leaves

us with several ¢

er stoops left less than six foot passage, creating
bound residents of the block. Some of the sidewalk

ormed of the specific work or the timetable for completion and
site were responsible for resident communication or outreach. We
Commission Margaret Forgione has assisted to facilitate

communications bet the Parks Department and residents.

Manhattan CB4 thus requests that the Parks Department:

® Assign a staff person to act as a communication liaison with residents of streets affected
by work;
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¢ Hold a block meeting in advance of beginning work on a street where they provide
residents and property owners with a description and drawings of the work to be
completed, the timetable for completion and the name and phone number of the
community liaison to answer questions and address complaints of poor workmanship;

® In cases where proposed tree pit widening will leave less than six foot pedestrian clear
pathway, not finalize design until there is discussion with reside

We also request that you review the work completed on West 19" t and ensure curbs are

fully reinstalled and severe uneven sidewalk locations be redon

Thank you very much for your consideration. -

A(:;x\

)
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Sincerely yours,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 18

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  City Bench Removal Request - West 23" Street (Six

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
West 23™ Street) be removed. This is requested to imp

Selis Manor is a 33 year-old, fourteen resident for 200 individuals. Several residents
and building management requested thm be removew residents are used to
using the building line as a guiding post, u alking sticks, e bench is an obstacle
to their passage and generally makes naviw X

0, thus not used by many
residents.

We understand, sinc sportation Committee VOt!d to recommend this action to the
full Community eed to remove the bench within the next couple of weeks.

We appreciate their expe ion and action.

Jp— V
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 19

October XX, 2013

Kristen Edwards

Director, Homeless Outreach

Goddard Riverside Community Center
40 Exchange Place, Suite 777

New York, NY 10005

Re: West 46" Street at Tenth Avenue

Dear Ms. Edwards:

Manhattan Community Board #4 appreciates the
Goddard Riverside Community Center in our communi
with a homeless woman who has frequently occupied the

Tenth Avenue and West 46™ Street. Wem request bas
nearby building who have indicated that ings often blo
occasionally is rude. Reports to the police have n helpful a

belongings if no one is there to attend them.

We appreciate that the utreach team responde& both neighbor and resident calls

to 311. Workers have reported hey have interacted with her on occasion and she has not

accepted offer of. She has not also been t veral times they arrived after a phone
call (response times can up ur in perio

of high volume).
am takes !pproach of seeking to build trust with homeless

bench on the northeast corner of
the reports of residents of a
sidewalk and

y will only remove

resident witho
encourage them to
request and after Co

t ensuring that services to mitigate any negative behavior and potentially
elter. In addition, bench locations were decided based on resident
unity Board review and approval.

If problems remain we might feel it necessary to remove the bench, but ask for your assistance in
addressing this situation in, hopefully, a more appropriate way.

Sincerely,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 20

October XX, 2013

Captain David Miller
Manhattan 10™ Precinct
NYC Police Department
230 West 20" Street
New York, NY 10011

Margaret Forgione
Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 37" Floor
New York, NY 10038

at increase their efforts to
reduce illegal truck usage of West 15™ Stree ¢ est 22" Str&f!s, west of Seventh
Avenue. This is in response from complaints of dent on West 15 Street, West 19 Street,

Police Department worked with the Community Board to
ck associations the Chelsea Council of Block

ic led t0 street noise on these low-rise building
emuding busted water pipes on West 15" Street

streets to get to avenues, rather than truck routes (West 14™ and West 34th Streets). They also
reported signs in several locations were removed for construction projects and not reinstalled or
have become blocked by overgrown trees, including signs on Tenth Avenue near West 22"
Street and before Ninth Avenue on West 19" Street.



We thus request that, similar to 2007 and 2008, DOT and the Police Department work together to
both install improved signage and increase enforcement. The Transportation Committee of the
Community Board stands ready to work with you by identifying appropriate place for new or
improved signage and specific streets for increased ticketing/enforcement.

We request that both agencies keep us informed of their efforts over the next month
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LANDMARKS COMMITTEE Item #: 21

September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, ninth floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 508-534 West 26" Street
West Chelsea Historic District

Dear Chair Tierney,

The work consists of the introduction of ne t , entrance doors, and exterior
stairs to openings that were previously entirel ese opening locations
currently have a combination of opaque infill a with exterﬁtairs, to be removed.

The proposed storefront would.be of similar design to whichyady been installed on the ground
floor of the loft building i to the west, extending a consistent treatment across much of the

length of the block, and establishi ommon thread between historically separate loft buildings which

have otherwise di e treatments, including tw ate fenestration systems on their upper
floors. Y 4

i ing motive,”ds that it detracts from the two buildings’ discrete

The Board makes a fu ecommendation to enlarge the ground floor masonry openings to match those
on the building’s upper floors, which forcefully express its structural system. Intermediate piers on the
ground floor now create smaller openings within two adjacent column bays, weakening the structural
clarity that is the building’s greatest compositional merit. The current subsidiary openings appear to be of
incidental, formerly functional origin rather than a reflection of the original architect’s greater design
vision. Substitution of broader glazing for the intermediate ground floor piers may be welcomed as an
available option by the owner, and would contribute to the vitality of the street.

2 This letter is subject to ratification of Full Board at the Wednesday, October 2, 2013 meeting.
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The Board recommends approval of this application, but would strongly prefer incorporation of the

changes described above.

Sincerely,

S

Corey Johnson

Chair

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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Attachments A and B: Revised drawing by applicant’s arch i ratiﬁ} MCB4’s reco
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Landmarks Committee Item #: 22
September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, 9th floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 58-60 Ninth Avenue
West Chelsea Historic District o

F N
y 4
Dear Chair Tierney: Y 4

Community Board 4 is writing in response to anm by vaner's architect
%

of proposed work at 58-60 Ninth Avenue.

approval

The property is comprised of two build

“ich are connec
cellar floor. The work consists of:

both the ground floor and the

ation from us. Although this work is entirely
ork that goes that far below ground must go

no objections to this work provided the neighboring
ected and provided that all the necessary prep work and
ts (and any other required permits) are granted.

Sincerely,
Corey Johnson Pamela Wolff
Chair Chair, Landmarks Committee

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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New Business Item #: 23

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Restaurant Row Improvement Project

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 reiterates is support for the are Alliance proposed
improvements for Restaurant Row, including in-ground solar po low-level lighting and restaurant
listing signs near the intersection. Restaura ported this project last year
and were pleased by the extensive outreach, ents undertaken by the

Times Square Alliance.

We request the assistance of the Department of T

i ¢ the project is expedited. We
understand this may Wated funding be transferred 'EDC or another agency and hope
strea

you might be able to a is process.

Both Restaurant Row iation a imes Square M are valuable resources and community
members and we appreciat i ip.with MCB4# on this and other projects.

>

in ensuring can be implemented in a timely fashion.

sident, Scott Stringer

Ellen Gold es Square Alliance
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Chelsea Land Use Committee (CLU) Item #:1

October 3, 2013

Director Amanda M. Burden
Department of City Planning
22 Reade Street

New York, New York 10007

Michael Ben-Asher

Legal Department

Department of Consumer Affairs
42 Broadway

New York, New York 10004

Re:  ULURP No. N130021ECM
New York Fast Gourmet Premier, LLC
DBA: New York Burger Co.

rd
470 West 23 Street, Borough of Manhattan
Dear Director Burden and Mr. Ben-Asher:

At the recommendation of its Chelsea Land Use Committee, Manhattan Community Board No.
4, having held a duly noticed public hearing on ULURP application number N130021ECM,
reluctantly recommends approval of the application by New York Fast Gourmet Premier,

LLC for a renewal for an enclosed sidewalk café with 25 tables and 54 seats to be operated at
rd

rd
470 West 23 Street, the southeast corner of the intersection of West 23 Street and Tenth
Avenue.

Although we are fundamentally opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes, and to this one in particular,
we acknowledge that this operation has proved to be successful and is a great improvement over
the decrepit structure we were accustomed to having on our sidewalk. Before we approved the
applicant's original application in December 2010 this location had proven to be problematic for
restaurant operators for more than twenty five years. Even with the benefit of an enclosed
sidewalk café, a succession of restaurants had failed, at times leaving an abandoned, decaying
structure on this prominent West Chelsea corner for years at a time.

We are opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general for three reasons:

i. They are permanent structures that appropriate public property for private use without
providing a public benefit;

ii. Unlike unenclosed sidewalk cafes which can add to community ambiance and create more
vibrant streetscapes, enclosed sidewalk cafes isolate diners from sidewalk activity and the
community; and
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iii. Since they are permanent structures, they are difficult to remove should that be warranted.

In addition to these general concerns, we are specifically opposed to an enclosed sidewalk cafe at
this location because it leaves an unacceptably narrow 7°6” clear sidewalk on a heavily trafficked
corner. The sidewalks of West Chelsea have become increasingly crowded as the area has
developed over the last few years, spurred by the flourishing West Chelsea art district, Chelsea
Piers, Chelsea Waterside Park, the new Hudson River Park and the High Line. It is not
uncommon on a sunny weekend afternoon to encounter a lengthy queue waiting to pass through
the bottleneck on Tenth Avenue created by this sidewalk café structure. The completion of
Segment II of the High Line brought an access stair diagonally across the intersection, further
increasing congestion, and the continued development of West Chelsea seems to increase
pedestrian traffic on a daily basis.

We have long sought the removal of this intrusive structure and would like to note that 470 West

rd
23 Street was grudgingly included in the Chelsea Historic District Extension with the then
newly-built sidewalk café structure in place. This regrettable decision makes removal of this
unfortunately sited structure even more difficult.

Despite our opposition to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general, and to this one in particular, since
the structure already exists we are faced with the choice between an operating restaurant and an
abandoned structure. Until we succeed in having the structure removed, we are forced to choose
the restaurant option and reluctantly recommend approval of the application.

Sincerely,
Corey, Lee, Betty

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn

NYC Council Speaker Quinn’s Office -Melanie Larocca
NYC Council Land Use Division — Danielle DeCerbo
NYS Senator Brad Hoylman

NYS Assemblyman Richard Gottfried

MBP Scott Stringer

MBPO - Brian Cook

Applicant —



N

OCooOoNOUL bW

10

11
12
13

14
15
16
17

18
19
20
21
22

23
24
25
26
27
28
29

30
31
32
33
34

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 14
October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Bolt Bus On Street Terminal Location
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October 2013 full board meeting, Manhattan Communi (CB4) vote in favor and
__ against to approve relocating two Long Distance Bus Wreet Terminals (On Stree Loading and

Unloading zone) to the north curb of West 33" Street j st of Elemenue.
priate locations, we‘continue to

odate this growing mode of
udson Yards rezoning and this

While CB4 agrees to approve a limited number of interim st
request that the city create a permanent bus terminal structure to
transportation. Such a bus terminal was co

itted, as part of the 2
Community Board has advocated for its dev since that time.

CB4 applauds the initiative to relocate two exis
locations on West 33™ Street between Seventh a
Eighth Avenue. These stops:coiiti inue to be problemati i ring businesses and for

allocate an average of 41 daily departures and 42 daily arrivals to the west

o the hours of 6:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. serving existing destinations
(Greenbelt/Baltimore, adelphia/Cherry Hill, Washington, D.C.), and a new destination, Pittsburgh.
During peak days departures at this new stop would reach 52 daily with up to six departures and three
arrivals per hour.

" The West 39" Street and Tenth Avenue location originally proposed by DOT and Bolt had insufficient space for queuing
passengers, was adjacent to one of the very few parks in aouth Hell’s Kitchen, was dangerous to pedestrians, and was challenging
for bus egress.
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Separately, fourteen departures and fourteen arrivals from the existing West 33" and West 34" Street
locations would be relocated to the East side of Manhattan serving Boston.

Buses will use Eleventh Avenue to arrive from the Lincoln Tunnel and the West Side Highway and West
40" Street to leave for their destination, thus, having no impact on residential or more commercial streets.
The applicant already uses a layover location on Eleventh Avenue.

The waiting area would be on a 300 foot long, 10 foot wide sidewalk, along the
yards, 4 feet of which would be used for loading, unloading and circulation,
queuing. This allows for up to 200 passengers queuing, on a stretch of si
of pedestrian traffic.

vits truck marshaling
t for passenger
alk currently mostly devoid

Bolt Bus provided a sidewalk location plan for waiting passengers. red that they will
have a minimum of two (2) staff people during all hours of o iti ak hours. DOT
will also require that they keep the sidewalk area free of Wand ensure on-going cle
to be sufficient space for food vendors to congregate ai end of the stop. We are con

does not require applicants to make arrangements for rest acilit&*ther through agreements with
nearby businesses (in this location likely the Javits Center) o -a-sahs. Given our eXperience at
other locations, we will be watchful of whether this policy is appropriate and may ask DOT to require on-
site port-a-sans or linkages to area business i s. Bolt provides rest rooms on
their buses.

CB4 has long expressed concern about private s, including sidewalks. We thus feel
that when a private entity uses public spaces they mmediate area improvements
and/or beautification to co. . preciate that DOT is requesting the

city to remove surroun i ifi (e.g. improving nearby landscaping/installing
tallation and maintenance of public benches)

" Street at peak hours. While it likely has increased since then, it is still
fewer than most corne he area. As such the intersection is fairly safe for approaching travelers, who
will mostly arrive via the West 34" Street SBS or the #7 subway train at West 33™ Street, once open.

Eleventh Avenue o

Thank you for your partnership with CB4 in implementing practical and appropriate intercity bus location
in our district.

CJ/CB/JM
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 15

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: High Line Hotel — Loading Zone Request

VN
Dear Commissioner Forgione: V amN
y 4
At its full board meeting, Manhattan Community Boar B4) vote

by _ in favor and i
deny the installation of parking signs allowing a 100*“1oa one in fi of the High Line hotel, on the
east side of Tenth Avenue between West 20" and West 21 x &
The High Line hotel, located in the building.formerly known as th logical Seminary, occupies the
whole frontage of the block between West 2

West 21% streets. rance is located on the
southern portion of the block. The current par\ ion at the curb s: “No Standing 7 — 10
Me

AM, except Sunday” and “No Parking 7 AM — ay”. ’

For hotels of 100 rooms of 1 e Department o oﬂat@Y does not automatically grant a
loading zone and reques Board revie d recommendations. In our previous
ller hote

recommendations fo ing zones, we have sought to accommodate both the business

needs and surrounding ing/traffic needs of the area sidents. In this instance we do not find any
pressing business needs a co out the traffic implications

e hotel buws would be harmed by leaving the existing

mber observations reflected typical availability of spaces on
a.m. to 7 p.m., parking is not permitted leaving ample room for

the extensive (and increasing) traffic on Tenth Avenue and its role as a truck route linking the west side
highway at West 14" Street, to the Lincoln Tunnel entrances on West 30" and West 40" Streets. It would
also break the existing consistent parking regulations (no standing 7am to 10am and no parking 7am to
7pm) continuously along the East side of the avenue from West 14" to West 22™ Streets.

CB4 thus recommends that this application be denied.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 16

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  West 41% Street and Ninth Avenue safety improvem
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October full board meeting, Manhattan Co.

approved the proposed redesign and signal light chang Street
and Ninth Avenue in response. We feel this is an appropri d well-conceived response to the
many collisions that have occurred ther he Hell’s Kitchen Traffic

Study, and especially to the collision in cond recent fatality.

However, CB4 asks that the Department of Transpo oT) re’arch our questions related
to the signage plan and come back to the transportation co ithin two months from now,
before implementation or the begim 2014.

The proposed configurati ill provi i Wnal on Ninth Avenue at W. 41* Street,
i cles to allow pedestrians to cross W. 41%

pedestrian conflict”. In addition bulb outs will
ewalk to accommodate more pedestrians and slow the

enforced.

The DOT proposal for signal and traffic changes also includes dedicating two (instead of the
current one) turning lanes between W. 41* and W. 42" Street along Ninth Avenue and one left
lane between W. 42" and W. 44™ Streets, to bus traffic during peak hour. This would help
enhance the capacity of this segment, and reduce queuing at this entrance by redirecting cars and
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trucks queuing for the Lincoln Tunnel to use the east side of Ninth Avenue until they are pass W.
41* Street. Signage will help drivers to make the proper choice as soon as possible.

However the devil is in the details and we ask that the DOT explore solutions to the following
concerns and return to the transportation committee within the next two months for the
community to review the final plan before installation:

d at the modified

Can accessible (audible) and countdown pedestrian signals be i
intersection?

Avenue because of
buses leaving the

In the morning, there is often back up at W. 41 Street
trucks clogging the W. 41st Street entrance when it sh

Bus Terminal. Ninth Avenue is the major Lincol e
for New Jersey after matinee and evening Broﬁa
weekend, this entrance is overcrowded causi
restrict the W. 41% Street entrance to bus

for drivers, and it would simplify signage and e
Daily back ups on Ninth Avenue usually starts at W.
the dedicated bus lane be expanMo W. 46" Str.
Will the dedicated bus lane be pai

IM is. the custo r new bus lanes? It
would be self explanatory to cars an cks.

treet or further north. Could

We appreciate suspend highway signage ! the neighborhood. It may make
sense to sus s to all traffie signals south of W. 460 Street, indicating,

to include such a message on the

install new signs on side streets that are feeding into Ninth Avenue at
d W. 42", enjoining cars and trucks and through traffic to keep left,
using the eas es of 9" Avenue. Below W. 41 Street, it is common for drivers to turn
in the left lanes and then try to enter the queues further south, blocking the flow of traffic
on the avenue. The signs should indicate the path to the Lincoln tunnel as the right lanes
or going straight. There is an old Lincoln Tunnel sign on the southeast corner of W. 39"
Street that could be reused for that purpose or replaced.

Again, CB4 is delighted with DOT’s proposal and the schedule of implementation. We are also
pleased to hear that the W. 43" Street and Ninth Avenue intersection will be equipped with a



79  similar split phase signal in early 2014. These are major steps toward a better and safer Ninth
80 Avenue.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 17

October XX, 2013

Kevin Jeffrey

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Parks Department

24 W. 61 Street, 5th Floor

New York, NY 10023

Re: Tree pit widening program
Dear Commissioner Jeffrey:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
outreach and ensure on-going block resident communi
whenever it does tree pit widening and ensure community ipation in decision making when
the widening leaves less than six foot p

trian access and/o ire extensive sidewalk
replacement.

Earlier this year the Parks Department sent notices ts of seﬁl blocks in Chelsea that
they will be widening tree pits in the area to prom health and prevent tree roots

breaking sidewalks. As advocates fo hattan CB4 supports this effort.
However, discussion‘with resi reet between Eighth and Ninth Avenue leaves

us with several ¢

er stoops left less than six foot passage, creating
bound residents of the block. Some of the sidewalk

ormed of the specific work or the timetable for completion and
site were responsible for resident communication or outreach. We
Commission Margaret Forgione has assisted to facilitate

communications bet the Parks Department and residents.

Manhattan CB4 thus requests that the Parks Department:

® Assign a staff person to act as a communication liaison with residents of streets affected
by work;
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¢ Hold a block meeting in advance of beginning work on a street where they provide
residents and property owners with a description and drawings of the work to be
completed, the timetable for completion and the name and phone number of the
community liaison to answer questions and address complaints of poor workmanship;

® In cases where proposed tree pit widening will leave less than six foot pedestrian clear
pathway, not finalize design until there is discussion with reside

We also request that you review the work completed on West 19" t and ensure curbs are

fully reinstalled and severe uneven sidewalk locations be redon

Thank you very much for your consideration. -

A(:;x\

)
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e 4

Sincerely yours,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 18

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  City Bench Removal Request - West 23" Street (Six

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
West 23™ Street) be removed. This is requested to imp

Selis Manor is a 33 year-old, fourteen resident for 200 individuals. Several residents
and building management requested thm be removew residents are used to
using the building line as a guiding post, u alking sticks, e bench is an obstacle
to their passage and generally makes naviw X

0, thus not used by many
residents.

We understand, sinc sportation Committee VOt!d to recommend this action to the
full Community eed to remove the bench within the next couple of weeks.

We appreciate their expe ion and action.

Jp— V
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 19

October XX, 2013

Kristen Edwards

Director, Homeless Outreach

Goddard Riverside Community Center
40 Exchange Place, Suite 777

New York, NY 10005

Re: West 46" Street at Tenth Avenue

Dear Ms. Edwards:

Manhattan Community Board #4 appreciates the
Goddard Riverside Community Center in our communi
with a homeless woman who has frequently occupied the

Tenth Avenue and West 46™ Street. Wem request bas
nearby building who have indicated that ings often blo
occasionally is rude. Reports to the police have n helpful a

belongings if no one is there to attend them.

We appreciate that the utreach team responde& both neighbor and resident calls

to 311. Workers have reported hey have interacted with her on occasion and she has not

accepted offer of. She has not also been t veral times they arrived after a phone
call (response times can up ur in perio

of high volume).
am takes !pproach of seeking to build trust with homeless

bench on the northeast corner of
the reports of residents of a
sidewalk and

y will only remove

resident witho
encourage them to
request and after Co

t ensuring that services to mitigate any negative behavior and potentially
elter. In addition, bench locations were decided based on resident
unity Board review and approval.

If problems remain we might feel it necessary to remove the bench, but ask for your assistance in
addressing this situation in, hopefully, a more appropriate way.

Sincerely,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 20

October XX, 2013

Captain David Miller
Manhattan 10™ Precinct
NYC Police Department
230 West 20" Street
New York, NY 10011

Margaret Forgione
Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 37" Floor
New York, NY 10038

at increase their efforts to
reduce illegal truck usage of West 15™ Stree ¢ est 22" Str&f!s, west of Seventh
Avenue. This is in response from complaints of dent on West 15 Street, West 19 Street,

Police Department worked with the Community Board to
ck associations the Chelsea Council of Block

ic led t0 street noise on these low-rise building
emuding busted water pipes on West 15" Street

streets to get to avenues, rather than truck routes (West 14™ and West 34th Streets). They also
reported signs in several locations were removed for construction projects and not reinstalled or
have become blocked by overgrown trees, including signs on Tenth Avenue near West 22"
Street and before Ninth Avenue on West 19" Street.



We thus request that, similar to 2007 and 2008, DOT and the Police Department work together to
both install improved signage and increase enforcement. The Transportation Committee of the
Community Board stands ready to work with you by identifying appropriate place for new or
improved signage and specific streets for increased ticketing/enforcement.

We request that both agencies keep us informed of their efforts over the next month

s
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LANDMARKS COMMITTEE Item #: 21

September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, ninth floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 508-534 West 26" Street
West Chelsea Historic District

Dear Chair Tierney,

The work consists of the introduction of ne t , entrance doors, and exterior
stairs to openings that were previously entirel ese opening locations
currently have a combination of opaque infill a with exterﬁtairs, to be removed.

The proposed storefront would.be of similar design to whichyady been installed on the ground
floor of the loft building i to the west, extending a consistent treatment across much of the

length of the block, and establishi ommon thread between historically separate loft buildings which

have otherwise di e treatments, including tw ate fenestration systems on their upper
floors. Y 4

i ing motive,”ds that it detracts from the two buildings’ discrete

The Board makes a fu ecommendation to enlarge the ground floor masonry openings to match those
on the building’s upper floors, which forcefully express its structural system. Intermediate piers on the
ground floor now create smaller openings within two adjacent column bays, weakening the structural
clarity that is the building’s greatest compositional merit. The current subsidiary openings appear to be of
incidental, formerly functional origin rather than a reflection of the original architect’s greater design
vision. Substitution of broader glazing for the intermediate ground floor piers may be welcomed as an
available option by the owner, and would contribute to the vitality of the street.

2 This letter is subject to ratification of Full Board at the Wednesday, October 2, 2013 meeting.
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The Board recommends approval of this application, but would strongly prefer incorporation of the

changes described above.

Sincerely,

S

Corey Johnson

Chair

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn

o
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Attachments A and B: Revised drawing by applicant’s arch i ratiﬁ} MCB4’s reco
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Landmarks Committee Item #: 22
September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, 9th floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 58-60 Ninth Avenue
West Chelsea Historic District o

F N
y 4
Dear Chair Tierney: Y 4

Community Board 4 is writing in response to anm by vaner's architect
%

of proposed work at 58-60 Ninth Avenue.

approval

The property is comprised of two build

“ich are connec
cellar floor. The work consists of:

both the ground floor and the

ation from us. Although this work is entirely
ork that goes that far below ground must go

no objections to this work provided the neighboring
ected and provided that all the necessary prep work and
ts (and any other required permits) are granted.

Sincerely,
Corey Johnson Pamela Wolff
Chair Chair, Landmarks Committee

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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New Business Item #: 23

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Restaurant Row Improvement Project

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 reiterates is support for the are Alliance proposed
improvements for Restaurant Row, including in-ground solar po low-level lighting and restaurant
listing signs near the intersection. Restaura ported this project last year
and were pleased by the extensive outreach, ents undertaken by the

Times Square Alliance.

We request the assistance of the Department of T

i ¢ the project is expedited. We
understand this may Wated funding be transferred 'EDC or another agency and hope
strea

you might be able to a is process.

Both Restaurant Row iation a imes Square M are valuable resources and community
members and we appreciat i ip.with MCB4# on this and other projects.

>

in ensuring can be implemented in a timely fashion.

sident, Scott Stringer

Ellen Gold es Square Alliance
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Chelsea Land Use Committee (CLU) Item #:1

October 3, 2013

Director Amanda M. Burden
Department of City Planning
22 Reade Street

New York, New York 10007

Michael Ben-Asher

Legal Department

Department of Consumer Affairs
42 Broadway

New York, New York 10004

Re:  ULURP No. N130021ECM
New York Fast Gourmet Premier, LLC
DBA: New York Burger Co.

rd
470 West 23 Street, Borough of Manhattan
Dear Director Burden and Mr. Ben-Asher:

At the recommendation of its Chelsea Land Use Committee, Manhattan Community Board No.
4, having held a duly noticed public hearing on ULURP application number N130021ECM,
reluctantly recommends approval of the application by New York Fast Gourmet Premier,

LLC for a renewal for an enclosed sidewalk café with 25 tables and 54 seats to be operated at
rd

rd
470 West 23 Street, the southeast corner of the intersection of West 23 Street and Tenth
Avenue.

Although we are fundamentally opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes, and to this one in particular,
we acknowledge that this operation has proved to be successful and is a great improvement over
the decrepit structure we were accustomed to having on our sidewalk. Before we approved the
applicant's original application in December 2010 this location had proven to be problematic for
restaurant operators for more than twenty five years. Even with the benefit of an enclosed
sidewalk café, a succession of restaurants had failed, at times leaving an abandoned, decaying
structure on this prominent West Chelsea corner for years at a time.

We are opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general for three reasons:

i. They are permanent structures that appropriate public property for private use without
providing a public benefit;

ii. Unlike unenclosed sidewalk cafes which can add to community ambiance and create more
vibrant streetscapes, enclosed sidewalk cafes isolate diners from sidewalk activity and the
community; and
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iii. Since they are permanent structures, they are difficult to remove should that be warranted.

In addition to these general concerns, we are specifically opposed to an enclosed sidewalk cafe at
this location because it leaves an unacceptably narrow 7°6” clear sidewalk on a heavily trafficked
corner. The sidewalks of West Chelsea have become increasingly crowded as the area has
developed over the last few years, spurred by the flourishing West Chelsea art district, Chelsea
Piers, Chelsea Waterside Park, the new Hudson River Park and the High Line. It is not
uncommon on a sunny weekend afternoon to encounter a lengthy queue waiting to pass through
the bottleneck on Tenth Avenue created by this sidewalk café structure. The completion of
Segment II of the High Line brought an access stair diagonally across the intersection, further
increasing congestion, and the continued development of West Chelsea seems to increase
pedestrian traffic on a daily basis.

We have long sought the removal of this intrusive structure and would like to note that 470 West

rd
23 Street was grudgingly included in the Chelsea Historic District Extension with the then
newly-built sidewalk café structure in place. This regrettable decision makes removal of this
unfortunately sited structure even more difficult.

Despite our opposition to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general, and to this one in particular, since
the structure already exists we are faced with the choice between an operating restaurant and an
abandoned structure. Until we succeed in having the structure removed, we are forced to choose
the restaurant option and reluctantly recommend approval of the application.

Sincerely,
Corey, Lee, Betty

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn

NYC Council Speaker Quinn’s Office -Melanie Larocca
NYC Council Land Use Division — Danielle DeCerbo
NYS Senator Brad Hoylman

NYS Assemblyman Richard Gottfried

MBP Scott Stringer

MBPO - Brian Cook

Applicant —
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 14
October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Bolt Bus On Street Terminal Location
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October 2013 full board meeting, Manhattan Communi (CB4) vote in favor and
__ against to approve relocating two Long Distance Bus Wreet Terminals (On Stree Loading and

Unloading zone) to the north curb of West 33" Street j st of Elemenue.
priate locations, we‘continue to

odate this growing mode of
udson Yards rezoning and this

While CB4 agrees to approve a limited number of interim st
request that the city create a permanent bus terminal structure to
transportation. Such a bus terminal was co

itted, as part of the 2
Community Board has advocated for its dev since that time.

CB4 applauds the initiative to relocate two exis
locations on West 33™ Street between Seventh a
Eighth Avenue. These stops:coiiti inue to be problemati i ring businesses and for

allocate an average of 41 daily departures and 42 daily arrivals to the west

o the hours of 6:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. serving existing destinations
(Greenbelt/Baltimore, adelphia/Cherry Hill, Washington, D.C.), and a new destination, Pittsburgh.
During peak days departures at this new stop would reach 52 daily with up to six departures and three
arrivals per hour.

" The West 39" Street and Tenth Avenue location originally proposed by DOT and Bolt had insufficient space for queuing
passengers, was adjacent to one of the very few parks in aouth Hell’s Kitchen, was dangerous to pedestrians, and was challenging
for bus egress.
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Separately, fourteen departures and fourteen arrivals from the existing West 33" and West 34" Street
locations would be relocated to the East side of Manhattan serving Boston.

Buses will use Eleventh Avenue to arrive from the Lincoln Tunnel and the West Side Highway and West
40" Street to leave for their destination, thus, having no impact on residential or more commercial streets.
The applicant already uses a layover location on Eleventh Avenue.

The waiting area would be on a 300 foot long, 10 foot wide sidewalk, along the
yards, 4 feet of which would be used for loading, unloading and circulation,
queuing. This allows for up to 200 passengers queuing, on a stretch of si
of pedestrian traffic.

vits truck marshaling
t for passenger
alk currently mostly devoid

Bolt Bus provided a sidewalk location plan for waiting passengers. red that they will
have a minimum of two (2) staff people during all hours of o iti ak hours. DOT
will also require that they keep the sidewalk area free of Wand ensure on-going cle
to be sufficient space for food vendors to congregate ai end of the stop. We are con

does not require applicants to make arrangements for rest acilit&*ther through agreements with
nearby businesses (in this location likely the Javits Center) o -a-sahs. Given our eXperience at
other locations, we will be watchful of whether this policy is appropriate and may ask DOT to require on-
site port-a-sans or linkages to area business i s. Bolt provides rest rooms on
their buses.

CB4 has long expressed concern about private s, including sidewalks. We thus feel
that when a private entity uses public spaces they mmediate area improvements
and/or beautification to co. . preciate that DOT is requesting the

city to remove surroun i ifi (e.g. improving nearby landscaping/installing
tallation and maintenance of public benches)

" Street at peak hours. While it likely has increased since then, it is still
fewer than most corne he area. As such the intersection is fairly safe for approaching travelers, who
will mostly arrive via the West 34" Street SBS or the #7 subway train at West 33™ Street, once open.

Eleventh Avenue o

Thank you for your partnership with CB4 in implementing practical and appropriate intercity bus location
in our district.

CJ/CB/JM
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 15

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: High Line Hotel — Loading Zone Request

VN
Dear Commissioner Forgione: V amN
y 4
At its full board meeting, Manhattan Community Boar B4) vote

by _ in favor and i
deny the installation of parking signs allowing a 100*“1oa one in fi of the High Line hotel, on the
east side of Tenth Avenue between West 20" and West 21 x &
The High Line hotel, located in the building.formerly known as th logical Seminary, occupies the
whole frontage of the block between West 2

West 21% streets. rance is located on the
southern portion of the block. The current par\ ion at the curb s: “No Standing 7 — 10
Me

AM, except Sunday” and “No Parking 7 AM — ay”. ’

For hotels of 100 rooms of 1 e Department o oﬂat@Y does not automatically grant a
loading zone and reques Board revie d recommendations. In our previous
ller hote

recommendations fo ing zones, we have sought to accommodate both the business

needs and surrounding ing/traffic needs of the area sidents. In this instance we do not find any
pressing business needs a co out the traffic implications

e hotel buws would be harmed by leaving the existing

mber observations reflected typical availability of spaces on
a.m. to 7 p.m., parking is not permitted leaving ample room for

the extensive (and increasing) traffic on Tenth Avenue and its role as a truck route linking the west side
highway at West 14" Street, to the Lincoln Tunnel entrances on West 30" and West 40" Streets. It would
also break the existing consistent parking regulations (no standing 7am to 10am and no parking 7am to
7pm) continuously along the East side of the avenue from West 14" to West 22™ Streets.

CB4 thus recommends that this application be denied.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 16

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  West 41% Street and Ninth Avenue safety improvem
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October full board meeting, Manhattan Co.

approved the proposed redesign and signal light chang Street
and Ninth Avenue in response. We feel this is an appropri d well-conceived response to the
many collisions that have occurred ther he Hell’s Kitchen Traffic

Study, and especially to the collision in cond recent fatality.

However, CB4 asks that the Department of Transpo oT) re’arch our questions related
to the signage plan and come back to the transportation co ithin two months from now,
before implementation or the begim 2014.

The proposed configurati ill provi i Wnal on Ninth Avenue at W. 41* Street,
i cles to allow pedestrians to cross W. 41%

pedestrian conflict”. In addition bulb outs will
ewalk to accommodate more pedestrians and slow the

enforced.

The DOT proposal for signal and traffic changes also includes dedicating two (instead of the
current one) turning lanes between W. 41* and W. 42" Street along Ninth Avenue and one left
lane between W. 42" and W. 44™ Streets, to bus traffic during peak hour. This would help
enhance the capacity of this segment, and reduce queuing at this entrance by redirecting cars and
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trucks queuing for the Lincoln Tunnel to use the east side of Ninth Avenue until they are pass W.
41* Street. Signage will help drivers to make the proper choice as soon as possible.

However the devil is in the details and we ask that the DOT explore solutions to the following
concerns and return to the transportation committee within the next two months for the
community to review the final plan before installation:

d at the modified

Can accessible (audible) and countdown pedestrian signals be i
intersection?

Avenue because of
buses leaving the

In the morning, there is often back up at W. 41 Street
trucks clogging the W. 41st Street entrance when it sh

Bus Terminal. Ninth Avenue is the major Lincol e
for New Jersey after matinee and evening Broﬁa
weekend, this entrance is overcrowded causi
restrict the W. 41% Street entrance to bus

for drivers, and it would simplify signage and e
Daily back ups on Ninth Avenue usually starts at W.
the dedicated bus lane be expanMo W. 46" Str.
Will the dedicated bus lane be pai

IM is. the custo r new bus lanes? It
would be self explanatory to cars an cks.

treet or further north. Could

We appreciate suspend highway signage ! the neighborhood. It may make
sense to sus s to all traffie signals south of W. 460 Street, indicating,

to include such a message on the

install new signs on side streets that are feeding into Ninth Avenue at
d W. 42", enjoining cars and trucks and through traffic to keep left,
using the eas es of 9" Avenue. Below W. 41 Street, it is common for drivers to turn
in the left lanes and then try to enter the queues further south, blocking the flow of traffic
on the avenue. The signs should indicate the path to the Lincoln tunnel as the right lanes
or going straight. There is an old Lincoln Tunnel sign on the southeast corner of W. 39"
Street that could be reused for that purpose or replaced.

Again, CB4 is delighted with DOT’s proposal and the schedule of implementation. We are also
pleased to hear that the W. 43" Street and Ninth Avenue intersection will be equipped with a



79  similar split phase signal in early 2014. These are major steps toward a better and safer Ninth
80 Avenue.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 17

October XX, 2013

Kevin Jeffrey

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Parks Department

24 W. 61 Street, 5th Floor

New York, NY 10023

Re: Tree pit widening program
Dear Commissioner Jeffrey:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
outreach and ensure on-going block resident communi
whenever it does tree pit widening and ensure community ipation in decision making when
the widening leaves less than six foot p

trian access and/o ire extensive sidewalk
replacement.

Earlier this year the Parks Department sent notices ts of seﬁl blocks in Chelsea that
they will be widening tree pits in the area to prom health and prevent tree roots

breaking sidewalks. As advocates fo hattan CB4 supports this effort.
However, discussion‘with resi reet between Eighth and Ninth Avenue leaves

us with several ¢

er stoops left less than six foot passage, creating
bound residents of the block. Some of the sidewalk

ormed of the specific work or the timetable for completion and
site were responsible for resident communication or outreach. We
Commission Margaret Forgione has assisted to facilitate

communications bet the Parks Department and residents.

Manhattan CB4 thus requests that the Parks Department:

® Assign a staff person to act as a communication liaison with residents of streets affected
by work;
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¢ Hold a block meeting in advance of beginning work on a street where they provide
residents and property owners with a description and drawings of the work to be
completed, the timetable for completion and the name and phone number of the
community liaison to answer questions and address complaints of poor workmanship;

® In cases where proposed tree pit widening will leave less than six foot pedestrian clear
pathway, not finalize design until there is discussion with reside

We also request that you review the work completed on West 19" t and ensure curbs are

fully reinstalled and severe uneven sidewalk locations be redon

Thank you very much for your consideration. -

A(:;x\

)

N 7
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e 4

Sincerely yours,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 18

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  City Bench Removal Request - West 23" Street (Six

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
West 23™ Street) be removed. This is requested to imp

Selis Manor is a 33 year-old, fourteen resident for 200 individuals. Several residents
and building management requested thm be removew residents are used to
using the building line as a guiding post, u alking sticks, e bench is an obstacle
to their passage and generally makes naviw X

0, thus not used by many
residents.

We understand, sinc sportation Committee VOt!d to recommend this action to the
full Community eed to remove the bench within the next couple of weeks.

We appreciate their expe ion and action.

Jp— V
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 19

October XX, 2013

Kristen Edwards

Director, Homeless Outreach

Goddard Riverside Community Center
40 Exchange Place, Suite 777

New York, NY 10005

Re: West 46" Street at Tenth Avenue

Dear Ms. Edwards:

Manhattan Community Board #4 appreciates the
Goddard Riverside Community Center in our communi
with a homeless woman who has frequently occupied the

Tenth Avenue and West 46™ Street. Wem request bas
nearby building who have indicated that ings often blo
occasionally is rude. Reports to the police have n helpful a

belongings if no one is there to attend them.

We appreciate that the utreach team responde& both neighbor and resident calls

to 311. Workers have reported hey have interacted with her on occasion and she has not

accepted offer of. She has not also been t veral times they arrived after a phone
call (response times can up ur in perio

of high volume).
am takes !pproach of seeking to build trust with homeless

bench on the northeast corner of
the reports of residents of a
sidewalk and

y will only remove

resident witho
encourage them to
request and after Co

t ensuring that services to mitigate any negative behavior and potentially
elter. In addition, bench locations were decided based on resident
unity Board review and approval.

If problems remain we might feel it necessary to remove the bench, but ask for your assistance in
addressing this situation in, hopefully, a more appropriate way.

Sincerely,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 20

October XX, 2013

Captain David Miller
Manhattan 10™ Precinct
NYC Police Department
230 West 20" Street
New York, NY 10011

Margaret Forgione
Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 37" Floor
New York, NY 10038

at increase their efforts to
reduce illegal truck usage of West 15™ Stree ¢ est 22" Str&f!s, west of Seventh
Avenue. This is in response from complaints of dent on West 15 Street, West 19 Street,

Police Department worked with the Community Board to
ck associations the Chelsea Council of Block

ic led t0 street noise on these low-rise building
emuding busted water pipes on West 15" Street

streets to get to avenues, rather than truck routes (West 14™ and West 34th Streets). They also
reported signs in several locations were removed for construction projects and not reinstalled or
have become blocked by overgrown trees, including signs on Tenth Avenue near West 22"
Street and before Ninth Avenue on West 19" Street.



We thus request that, similar to 2007 and 2008, DOT and the Police Department work together to
both install improved signage and increase enforcement. The Transportation Committee of the
Community Board stands ready to work with you by identifying appropriate place for new or
improved signage and specific streets for increased ticketing/enforcement.

We request that both agencies keep us informed of their efforts over the next month

s
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LANDMARKS COMMITTEE Item #: 21

September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, ninth floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 508-534 West 26" Street
West Chelsea Historic District

Dear Chair Tierney,

The work consists of the introduction of ne t , entrance doors, and exterior
stairs to openings that were previously entirel ese opening locations
currently have a combination of opaque infill a with exterﬁtairs, to be removed.

The proposed storefront would.be of similar design to whichyady been installed on the ground
floor of the loft building i to the west, extending a consistent treatment across much of the

length of the block, and establishi ommon thread between historically separate loft buildings which

have otherwise di e treatments, including tw ate fenestration systems on their upper
floors. Y 4

i ing motive,”ds that it detracts from the two buildings’ discrete

The Board makes a fu ecommendation to enlarge the ground floor masonry openings to match those
on the building’s upper floors, which forcefully express its structural system. Intermediate piers on the
ground floor now create smaller openings within two adjacent column bays, weakening the structural
clarity that is the building’s greatest compositional merit. The current subsidiary openings appear to be of
incidental, formerly functional origin rather than a reflection of the original architect’s greater design
vision. Substitution of broader glazing for the intermediate ground floor piers may be welcomed as an
available option by the owner, and would contribute to the vitality of the street.

2 This letter is subject to ratification of Full Board at the Wednesday, October 2, 2013 meeting.
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The Board recommends approval of this application, but would strongly prefer incorporation of the

changes described above.

Sincerely,

S

Corey Johnson

Chair

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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Attachments A and B: Revised drawing by applicant’s arch i ratiﬁ} MCB4’s reco
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Landmarks Committee Item #: 22
September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, 9th floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 58-60 Ninth Avenue
West Chelsea Historic District o

F N
y 4
Dear Chair Tierney: Y 4

Community Board 4 is writing in response to anm by vaner's architect
%

of proposed work at 58-60 Ninth Avenue.

approval

The property is comprised of two build

“ich are connec
cellar floor. The work consists of:

both the ground floor and the

ation from us. Although this work is entirely
ork that goes that far below ground must go

no objections to this work provided the neighboring
ected and provided that all the necessary prep work and
ts (and any other required permits) are granted.

Sincerely,
Corey Johnson Pamela Wolff
Chair Chair, Landmarks Committee

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn



O oo ~NO UL b

10

11

12

13
14
15
16
17

18
19
20

21
22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

New Business Item #: 23

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Restaurant Row Improvement Project

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 reiterates is support for the are Alliance proposed
improvements for Restaurant Row, including in-ground solar po low-level lighting and restaurant
listing signs near the intersection. Restaura ported this project last year
and were pleased by the extensive outreach, ents undertaken by the

Times Square Alliance.

We request the assistance of the Department of T

i ¢ the project is expedited. We
understand this may Wated funding be transferred 'EDC or another agency and hope
strea

you might be able to a is process.

Both Restaurant Row iation a imes Square M are valuable resources and community
members and we appreciat i ip.with MCB4# on this and other projects.

>

in ensuring can be implemented in a timely fashion.

sident, Scott Stringer

Ellen Gold es Square Alliance
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Chelsea Land Use Committee (CLU) Item #:1

October 3, 2013

Director Amanda M. Burden
Department of City Planning
22 Reade Street

New York, New York 10007

Michael Ben-Asher

Legal Department

Department of Consumer Affairs
42 Broadway

New York, New York 10004

Re:  ULURP No. N130021ECM
New York Fast Gourmet Premier, LLC
DBA: New York Burger Co.

rd
470 West 23 Street, Borough of Manhattan
Dear Director Burden and Mr. Ben-Asher:

At the recommendation of its Chelsea Land Use Committee, Manhattan Community Board No.
4, having held a duly noticed public hearing on ULURP application number N130021ECM,
reluctantly recommends approval of the application by New York Fast Gourmet Premier,

LLC for a renewal for an enclosed sidewalk café with 25 tables and 54 seats to be operated at
rd

rd
470 West 23 Street, the southeast corner of the intersection of West 23 Street and Tenth
Avenue.

Although we are fundamentally opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes, and to this one in particular,
we acknowledge that this operation has proved to be successful and is a great improvement over
the decrepit structure we were accustomed to having on our sidewalk. Before we approved the
applicant's original application in December 2010 this location had proven to be problematic for
restaurant operators for more than twenty five years. Even with the benefit of an enclosed
sidewalk café, a succession of restaurants had failed, at times leaving an abandoned, decaying
structure on this prominent West Chelsea corner for years at a time.

We are opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general for three reasons:

i. They are permanent structures that appropriate public property for private use without
providing a public benefit;

ii. Unlike unenclosed sidewalk cafes which can add to community ambiance and create more
vibrant streetscapes, enclosed sidewalk cafes isolate diners from sidewalk activity and the
community; and
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iii. Since they are permanent structures, they are difficult to remove should that be warranted.

In addition to these general concerns, we are specifically opposed to an enclosed sidewalk cafe at
this location because it leaves an unacceptably narrow 7°6” clear sidewalk on a heavily trafficked
corner. The sidewalks of West Chelsea have become increasingly crowded as the area has
developed over the last few years, spurred by the flourishing West Chelsea art district, Chelsea
Piers, Chelsea Waterside Park, the new Hudson River Park and the High Line. It is not
uncommon on a sunny weekend afternoon to encounter a lengthy queue waiting to pass through
the bottleneck on Tenth Avenue created by this sidewalk café structure. The completion of
Segment II of the High Line brought an access stair diagonally across the intersection, further
increasing congestion, and the continued development of West Chelsea seems to increase
pedestrian traffic on a daily basis.

We have long sought the removal of this intrusive structure and would like to note that 470 West

rd
23 Street was grudgingly included in the Chelsea Historic District Extension with the then
newly-built sidewalk café structure in place. This regrettable decision makes removal of this
unfortunately sited structure even more difficult.

Despite our opposition to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general, and to this one in particular, since
the structure already exists we are faced with the choice between an operating restaurant and an
abandoned structure. Until we succeed in having the structure removed, we are forced to choose
the restaurant option and reluctantly recommend approval of the application.

Sincerely,
Corey, Lee, Betty

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn

NYC Council Speaker Quinn’s Office -Melanie Larocca
NYC Council Land Use Division — Danielle DeCerbo
NYS Senator Brad Hoylman

NYS Assemblyman Richard Gottfried

MBP Scott Stringer

MBPO - Brian Cook

Applicant —
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 14
October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Bolt Bus On Street Terminal Location
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October 2013 full board meeting, Manhattan Communi (CB4) vote in favor and
__ against to approve relocating two Long Distance Bus Wreet Terminals (On Stree Loading and

Unloading zone) to the north curb of West 33" Street j st of Elemenue.
priate locations, we‘continue to

odate this growing mode of
udson Yards rezoning and this

While CB4 agrees to approve a limited number of interim st
request that the city create a permanent bus terminal structure to
transportation. Such a bus terminal was co

itted, as part of the 2
Community Board has advocated for its dev since that time.

CB4 applauds the initiative to relocate two exis
locations on West 33™ Street between Seventh a
Eighth Avenue. These stops:coiiti inue to be problemati i ring businesses and for

allocate an average of 41 daily departures and 42 daily arrivals to the west

o the hours of 6:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. serving existing destinations
(Greenbelt/Baltimore, adelphia/Cherry Hill, Washington, D.C.), and a new destination, Pittsburgh.
During peak days departures at this new stop would reach 52 daily with up to six departures and three
arrivals per hour.

" The West 39" Street and Tenth Avenue location originally proposed by DOT and Bolt had insufficient space for queuing
passengers, was adjacent to one of the very few parks in aouth Hell’s Kitchen, was dangerous to pedestrians, and was challenging
for bus egress.
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Separately, fourteen departures and fourteen arrivals from the existing West 33" and West 34" Street
locations would be relocated to the East side of Manhattan serving Boston.

Buses will use Eleventh Avenue to arrive from the Lincoln Tunnel and the West Side Highway and West
40" Street to leave for their destination, thus, having no impact on residential or more commercial streets.
The applicant already uses a layover location on Eleventh Avenue.

The waiting area would be on a 300 foot long, 10 foot wide sidewalk, along the
yards, 4 feet of which would be used for loading, unloading and circulation,
queuing. This allows for up to 200 passengers queuing, on a stretch of si
of pedestrian traffic.

vits truck marshaling
t for passenger
alk currently mostly devoid

Bolt Bus provided a sidewalk location plan for waiting passengers. red that they will
have a minimum of two (2) staff people during all hours of o iti ak hours. DOT
will also require that they keep the sidewalk area free of Wand ensure on-going cle
to be sufficient space for food vendors to congregate ai end of the stop. We are con

does not require applicants to make arrangements for rest acilit&*ther through agreements with
nearby businesses (in this location likely the Javits Center) o -a-sahs. Given our eXperience at
other locations, we will be watchful of whether this policy is appropriate and may ask DOT to require on-
site port-a-sans or linkages to area business i s. Bolt provides rest rooms on
their buses.

CB4 has long expressed concern about private s, including sidewalks. We thus feel
that when a private entity uses public spaces they mmediate area improvements
and/or beautification to co. . preciate that DOT is requesting the

city to remove surroun i ifi (e.g. improving nearby landscaping/installing
tallation and maintenance of public benches)

" Street at peak hours. While it likely has increased since then, it is still
fewer than most corne he area. As such the intersection is fairly safe for approaching travelers, who
will mostly arrive via the West 34" Street SBS or the #7 subway train at West 33™ Street, once open.

Eleventh Avenue o

Thank you for your partnership with CB4 in implementing practical and appropriate intercity bus location
in our district.

CJ/CB/JM
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 15

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: High Line Hotel — Loading Zone Request

VN
Dear Commissioner Forgione: V amN
y 4
At its full board meeting, Manhattan Community Boar B4) vote

by _ in favor and i
deny the installation of parking signs allowing a 100*“1oa one in fi of the High Line hotel, on the
east side of Tenth Avenue between West 20" and West 21 x &
The High Line hotel, located in the building.formerly known as th logical Seminary, occupies the
whole frontage of the block between West 2

West 21% streets. rance is located on the
southern portion of the block. The current par\ ion at the curb s: “No Standing 7 — 10
Me

AM, except Sunday” and “No Parking 7 AM — ay”. ’

For hotels of 100 rooms of 1 e Department o oﬂat@Y does not automatically grant a
loading zone and reques Board revie d recommendations. In our previous
ller hote

recommendations fo ing zones, we have sought to accommodate both the business

needs and surrounding ing/traffic needs of the area sidents. In this instance we do not find any
pressing business needs a co out the traffic implications

e hotel buws would be harmed by leaving the existing

mber observations reflected typical availability of spaces on
a.m. to 7 p.m., parking is not permitted leaving ample room for

the extensive (and increasing) traffic on Tenth Avenue and its role as a truck route linking the west side
highway at West 14" Street, to the Lincoln Tunnel entrances on West 30" and West 40" Streets. It would
also break the existing consistent parking regulations (no standing 7am to 10am and no parking 7am to
7pm) continuously along the East side of the avenue from West 14" to West 22™ Streets.

CB4 thus recommends that this application be denied.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 16

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  West 41% Street and Ninth Avenue safety improvem
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October full board meeting, Manhattan Co.

approved the proposed redesign and signal light chang Street
and Ninth Avenue in response. We feel this is an appropri d well-conceived response to the
many collisions that have occurred ther he Hell’s Kitchen Traffic

Study, and especially to the collision in cond recent fatality.

However, CB4 asks that the Department of Transpo oT) re’arch our questions related
to the signage plan and come back to the transportation co ithin two months from now,
before implementation or the begim 2014.

The proposed configurati ill provi i Wnal on Ninth Avenue at W. 41* Street,
i cles to allow pedestrians to cross W. 41%

pedestrian conflict”. In addition bulb outs will
ewalk to accommodate more pedestrians and slow the

enforced.

The DOT proposal for signal and traffic changes also includes dedicating two (instead of the
current one) turning lanes between W. 41* and W. 42" Street along Ninth Avenue and one left
lane between W. 42" and W. 44™ Streets, to bus traffic during peak hour. This would help
enhance the capacity of this segment, and reduce queuing at this entrance by redirecting cars and
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trucks queuing for the Lincoln Tunnel to use the east side of Ninth Avenue until they are pass W.
41* Street. Signage will help drivers to make the proper choice as soon as possible.

However the devil is in the details and we ask that the DOT explore solutions to the following
concerns and return to the transportation committee within the next two months for the
community to review the final plan before installation:

d at the modified

Can accessible (audible) and countdown pedestrian signals be i
intersection?

Avenue because of
buses leaving the

In the morning, there is often back up at W. 41 Street
trucks clogging the W. 41st Street entrance when it sh

Bus Terminal. Ninth Avenue is the major Lincol e
for New Jersey after matinee and evening Broﬁa
weekend, this entrance is overcrowded causi
restrict the W. 41% Street entrance to bus

for drivers, and it would simplify signage and e
Daily back ups on Ninth Avenue usually starts at W.
the dedicated bus lane be expanMo W. 46" Str.
Will the dedicated bus lane be pai

IM is. the custo r new bus lanes? It
would be self explanatory to cars an cks.

treet or further north. Could

We appreciate suspend highway signage ! the neighborhood. It may make
sense to sus s to all traffie signals south of W. 460 Street, indicating,

to include such a message on the

install new signs on side streets that are feeding into Ninth Avenue at
d W. 42", enjoining cars and trucks and through traffic to keep left,
using the eas es of 9" Avenue. Below W. 41 Street, it is common for drivers to turn
in the left lanes and then try to enter the queues further south, blocking the flow of traffic
on the avenue. The signs should indicate the path to the Lincoln tunnel as the right lanes
or going straight. There is an old Lincoln Tunnel sign on the southeast corner of W. 39"
Street that could be reused for that purpose or replaced.

Again, CB4 is delighted with DOT’s proposal and the schedule of implementation. We are also
pleased to hear that the W. 43" Street and Ninth Avenue intersection will be equipped with a



79  similar split phase signal in early 2014. These are major steps toward a better and safer Ninth
80 Avenue.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 17

October XX, 2013

Kevin Jeffrey

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Parks Department

24 W. 61 Street, 5th Floor

New York, NY 10023

Re: Tree pit widening program
Dear Commissioner Jeffrey:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
outreach and ensure on-going block resident communi
whenever it does tree pit widening and ensure community ipation in decision making when
the widening leaves less than six foot p

trian access and/o ire extensive sidewalk
replacement.

Earlier this year the Parks Department sent notices ts of seﬁl blocks in Chelsea that
they will be widening tree pits in the area to prom health and prevent tree roots

breaking sidewalks. As advocates fo hattan CB4 supports this effort.
However, discussion‘with resi reet between Eighth and Ninth Avenue leaves

us with several ¢

er stoops left less than six foot passage, creating
bound residents of the block. Some of the sidewalk

ormed of the specific work or the timetable for completion and
site were responsible for resident communication or outreach. We
Commission Margaret Forgione has assisted to facilitate

communications bet the Parks Department and residents.

Manhattan CB4 thus requests that the Parks Department:

® Assign a staff person to act as a communication liaison with residents of streets affected
by work;
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¢ Hold a block meeting in advance of beginning work on a street where they provide
residents and property owners with a description and drawings of the work to be
completed, the timetable for completion and the name and phone number of the
community liaison to answer questions and address complaints of poor workmanship;

® In cases where proposed tree pit widening will leave less than six foot pedestrian clear
pathway, not finalize design until there is discussion with reside

We also request that you review the work completed on West 19" t and ensure curbs are

fully reinstalled and severe uneven sidewalk locations be redon

Thank you very much for your consideration. -
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Sincerely yours,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 18

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  City Bench Removal Request - West 23" Street (Six

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
West 23™ Street) be removed. This is requested to imp

Selis Manor is a 33 year-old, fourteen resident for 200 individuals. Several residents
and building management requested thm be removew residents are used to
using the building line as a guiding post, u alking sticks, e bench is an obstacle
to their passage and generally makes naviw X

0, thus not used by many
residents.

We understand, sinc sportation Committee VOt!d to recommend this action to the
full Community eed to remove the bench within the next couple of weeks.

We appreciate their expe ion and action.

Jp— V
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 19

October XX, 2013

Kristen Edwards

Director, Homeless Outreach

Goddard Riverside Community Center
40 Exchange Place, Suite 777

New York, NY 10005

Re: West 46" Street at Tenth Avenue

Dear Ms. Edwards:

Manhattan Community Board #4 appreciates the
Goddard Riverside Community Center in our communi
with a homeless woman who has frequently occupied the

Tenth Avenue and West 46™ Street. Wem request bas
nearby building who have indicated that ings often blo
occasionally is rude. Reports to the police have n helpful a

belongings if no one is there to attend them.

We appreciate that the utreach team responde& both neighbor and resident calls

to 311. Workers have reported hey have interacted with her on occasion and she has not

accepted offer of. She has not also been t veral times they arrived after a phone
call (response times can up ur in perio

of high volume).
am takes !pproach of seeking to build trust with homeless

bench on the northeast corner of
the reports of residents of a
sidewalk and

y will only remove

resident witho
encourage them to
request and after Co

t ensuring that services to mitigate any negative behavior and potentially
elter. In addition, bench locations were decided based on resident
unity Board review and approval.

If problems remain we might feel it necessary to remove the bench, but ask for your assistance in
addressing this situation in, hopefully, a more appropriate way.

Sincerely,



O 00 NO U b

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17

18
19
20
21

22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29

30
31
32
33
34
35

36

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 20

October XX, 2013

Captain David Miller
Manhattan 10™ Precinct
NYC Police Department
230 West 20" Street
New York, NY 10011

Margaret Forgione
Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 37" Floor
New York, NY 10038

at increase their efforts to
reduce illegal truck usage of West 15™ Stree ¢ est 22" Str&f!s, west of Seventh
Avenue. This is in response from complaints of dent on West 15 Street, West 19 Street,

Police Department worked with the Community Board to
ck associations the Chelsea Council of Block

ic led t0 street noise on these low-rise building
emuding busted water pipes on West 15" Street

streets to get to avenues, rather than truck routes (West 14™ and West 34th Streets). They also
reported signs in several locations were removed for construction projects and not reinstalled or
have become blocked by overgrown trees, including signs on Tenth Avenue near West 22"
Street and before Ninth Avenue on West 19" Street.



We thus request that, similar to 2007 and 2008, DOT and the Police Department work together to
both install improved signage and increase enforcement. The Transportation Committee of the
Community Board stands ready to work with you by identifying appropriate place for new or
improved signage and specific streets for increased ticketing/enforcement.

We request that both agencies keep us informed of their efforts over the next month

s

ﬂ(";x
)

N 7
ALY

e 4




[

O oo ~NOOULL D WN

N Y
Uubdh WN RO

16
17

18
19
20

21
22
23
24
25

26
27
28
29
30
31
32

33
34
35
36
37
38
39

LANDMARKS COMMITTEE Item #: 21

September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, ninth floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 508-534 West 26" Street
West Chelsea Historic District

Dear Chair Tierney,

The work consists of the introduction of ne t , entrance doors, and exterior
stairs to openings that were previously entirel ese opening locations
currently have a combination of opaque infill a with exterﬁtairs, to be removed.

The proposed storefront would.be of similar design to whichyady been installed on the ground
floor of the loft building i to the west, extending a consistent treatment across much of the

length of the block, and establishi ommon thread between historically separate loft buildings which

have otherwise di e treatments, including tw ate fenestration systems on their upper
floors. Y 4

i ing motive,”ds that it detracts from the two buildings’ discrete

The Board makes a fu ecommendation to enlarge the ground floor masonry openings to match those
on the building’s upper floors, which forcefully express its structural system. Intermediate piers on the
ground floor now create smaller openings within two adjacent column bays, weakening the structural
clarity that is the building’s greatest compositional merit. The current subsidiary openings appear to be of
incidental, formerly functional origin rather than a reflection of the original architect’s greater design
vision. Substitution of broader glazing for the intermediate ground floor piers may be welcomed as an
available option by the owner, and would contribute to the vitality of the street.

2 This letter is subject to ratification of Full Board at the Wednesday, October 2, 2013 meeting.
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The Board recommends approval of this application, but would strongly prefer incorporation of the

changes described above.

Sincerely,

S

Corey Johnson

Chair

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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Attachments A and B: Revised drawing by applicant’s arch i ratiﬁ} MCB4’s reco

N ) 4




OCoOoNOOULLPE WN PR

N Y
U bd WNRO

16
17

18
19

20
21
22
23

24

25
26
27

28
29
30
31

32

33

34
35
36

37

Landmarks Committee Item #: 22
September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, 9th floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 58-60 Ninth Avenue
West Chelsea Historic District o

F N
y 4
Dear Chair Tierney: Y 4

Community Board 4 is writing in response to anm by vaner's architect
%

of proposed work at 58-60 Ninth Avenue.

approval

The property is comprised of two build

“ich are connec
cellar floor. The work consists of:

both the ground floor and the

ation from us. Although this work is entirely
ork that goes that far below ground must go

no objections to this work provided the neighboring
ected and provided that all the necessary prep work and
ts (and any other required permits) are granted.

Sincerely,
Corey Johnson Pamela Wolff
Chair Chair, Landmarks Committee

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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New Business Item #: 23

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Restaurant Row Improvement Project

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 reiterates is support for the are Alliance proposed
improvements for Restaurant Row, including in-ground solar po low-level lighting and restaurant
listing signs near the intersection. Restaura ported this project last year
and were pleased by the extensive outreach, ents undertaken by the

Times Square Alliance.

We request the assistance of the Department of T

i ¢ the project is expedited. We
understand this may Wated funding be transferred 'EDC or another agency and hope
strea

you might be able to a is process.

Both Restaurant Row iation a imes Square M are valuable resources and community
members and we appreciat i ip.with MCB4# on this and other projects.

>

in ensuring can be implemented in a timely fashion.

sident, Scott Stringer

Ellen Gold es Square Alliance
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Chelsea Land Use Committee (CLU) Item #:1

October 3, 2013

Director Amanda M. Burden
Department of City Planning
22 Reade Street

New York, New York 10007

Michael Ben-Asher

Legal Department

Department of Consumer Affairs
42 Broadway

New York, New York 10004

Re:  ULURP No. N130021ECM
New York Fast Gourmet Premier, LLC
DBA: New York Burger Co.

rd
470 West 23 Street, Borough of Manhattan
Dear Director Burden and Mr. Ben-Asher:

At the recommendation of its Chelsea Land Use Committee, Manhattan Community Board No.
4, having held a duly noticed public hearing on ULURP application number N130021ECM,
reluctantly recommends approval of the application by New York Fast Gourmet Premier,

LLC for a renewal for an enclosed sidewalk café with 25 tables and 54 seats to be operated at
rd

rd
470 West 23 Street, the southeast corner of the intersection of West 23 Street and Tenth
Avenue.

Although we are fundamentally opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes, and to this one in particular,
we acknowledge that this operation has proved to be successful and is a great improvement over
the decrepit structure we were accustomed to having on our sidewalk. Before we approved the
applicant's original application in December 2010 this location had proven to be problematic for
restaurant operators for more than twenty five years. Even with the benefit of an enclosed
sidewalk café, a succession of restaurants had failed, at times leaving an abandoned, decaying
structure on this prominent West Chelsea corner for years at a time.

We are opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general for three reasons:

i. They are permanent structures that appropriate public property for private use without
providing a public benefit;

ii. Unlike unenclosed sidewalk cafes which can add to community ambiance and create more
vibrant streetscapes, enclosed sidewalk cafes isolate diners from sidewalk activity and the
community; and
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iii. Since they are permanent structures, they are difficult to remove should that be warranted.

In addition to these general concerns, we are specifically opposed to an enclosed sidewalk cafe at
this location because it leaves an unacceptably narrow 7°6” clear sidewalk on a heavily trafficked
corner. The sidewalks of West Chelsea have become increasingly crowded as the area has
developed over the last few years, spurred by the flourishing West Chelsea art district, Chelsea
Piers, Chelsea Waterside Park, the new Hudson River Park and the High Line. It is not
uncommon on a sunny weekend afternoon to encounter a lengthy queue waiting to pass through
the bottleneck on Tenth Avenue created by this sidewalk café structure. The completion of
Segment II of the High Line brought an access stair diagonally across the intersection, further
increasing congestion, and the continued development of West Chelsea seems to increase
pedestrian traffic on a daily basis.

We have long sought the removal of this intrusive structure and would like to note that 470 West

rd
23 Street was grudgingly included in the Chelsea Historic District Extension with the then
newly-built sidewalk café structure in place. This regrettable decision makes removal of this
unfortunately sited structure even more difficult.

Despite our opposition to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general, and to this one in particular, since
the structure already exists we are faced with the choice between an operating restaurant and an
abandoned structure. Until we succeed in having the structure removed, we are forced to choose
the restaurant option and reluctantly recommend approval of the application.

Sincerely,
Corey, Lee, Betty

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn

NYC Council Speaker Quinn’s Office -Melanie Larocca
NYC Council Land Use Division — Danielle DeCerbo
NYS Senator Brad Hoylman

NYS Assemblyman Richard Gottfried

MBP Scott Stringer

MBPO - Brian Cook

Applicant —
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 14
October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Bolt Bus On Street Terminal Location
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October 2013 full board meeting, Manhattan Communi (CB4) vote in favor and
__ against to approve relocating two Long Distance Bus Wreet Terminals (On Stree Loading and

Unloading zone) to the north curb of West 33" Street j st of Elemenue.
priate locations, we‘continue to

odate this growing mode of
udson Yards rezoning and this

While CB4 agrees to approve a limited number of interim st
request that the city create a permanent bus terminal structure to
transportation. Such a bus terminal was co

itted, as part of the 2
Community Board has advocated for its dev since that time.

CB4 applauds the initiative to relocate two exis
locations on West 33™ Street between Seventh a
Eighth Avenue. These stops:coiiti inue to be problemati i ring businesses and for

allocate an average of 41 daily departures and 42 daily arrivals to the west

o the hours of 6:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. serving existing destinations
(Greenbelt/Baltimore, adelphia/Cherry Hill, Washington, D.C.), and a new destination, Pittsburgh.
During peak days departures at this new stop would reach 52 daily with up to six departures and three
arrivals per hour.

" The West 39" Street and Tenth Avenue location originally proposed by DOT and Bolt had insufficient space for queuing
passengers, was adjacent to one of the very few parks in aouth Hell’s Kitchen, was dangerous to pedestrians, and was challenging
for bus egress.
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Separately, fourteen departures and fourteen arrivals from the existing West 33" and West 34" Street
locations would be relocated to the East side of Manhattan serving Boston.

Buses will use Eleventh Avenue to arrive from the Lincoln Tunnel and the West Side Highway and West
40" Street to leave for their destination, thus, having no impact on residential or more commercial streets.
The applicant already uses a layover location on Eleventh Avenue.

The waiting area would be on a 300 foot long, 10 foot wide sidewalk, along the
yards, 4 feet of which would be used for loading, unloading and circulation,
queuing. This allows for up to 200 passengers queuing, on a stretch of si
of pedestrian traffic.

vits truck marshaling
t for passenger
alk currently mostly devoid

Bolt Bus provided a sidewalk location plan for waiting passengers. red that they will
have a minimum of two (2) staff people during all hours of o iti ak hours. DOT
will also require that they keep the sidewalk area free of Wand ensure on-going cle
to be sufficient space for food vendors to congregate ai end of the stop. We are con

does not require applicants to make arrangements for rest acilit&*ther through agreements with
nearby businesses (in this location likely the Javits Center) o -a-sahs. Given our eXperience at
other locations, we will be watchful of whether this policy is appropriate and may ask DOT to require on-
site port-a-sans or linkages to area business i s. Bolt provides rest rooms on
their buses.

CB4 has long expressed concern about private s, including sidewalks. We thus feel
that when a private entity uses public spaces they mmediate area improvements
and/or beautification to co. . preciate that DOT is requesting the

city to remove surroun i ifi (e.g. improving nearby landscaping/installing
tallation and maintenance of public benches)

" Street at peak hours. While it likely has increased since then, it is still
fewer than most corne he area. As such the intersection is fairly safe for approaching travelers, who
will mostly arrive via the West 34" Street SBS or the #7 subway train at West 33™ Street, once open.

Eleventh Avenue o

Thank you for your partnership with CB4 in implementing practical and appropriate intercity bus location
in our district.

CJ/CB/JM
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 15

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: High Line Hotel — Loading Zone Request

VN
Dear Commissioner Forgione: V amN
y 4
At its full board meeting, Manhattan Community Boar B4) vote

by _ in favor and i
deny the installation of parking signs allowing a 100*“1oa one in fi of the High Line hotel, on the
east side of Tenth Avenue between West 20" and West 21 x &
The High Line hotel, located in the building.formerly known as th logical Seminary, occupies the
whole frontage of the block between West 2

West 21% streets. rance is located on the
southern portion of the block. The current par\ ion at the curb s: “No Standing 7 — 10
Me

AM, except Sunday” and “No Parking 7 AM — ay”. ’

For hotels of 100 rooms of 1 e Department o oﬂat@Y does not automatically grant a
loading zone and reques Board revie d recommendations. In our previous
ller hote

recommendations fo ing zones, we have sought to accommodate both the business

needs and surrounding ing/traffic needs of the area sidents. In this instance we do not find any
pressing business needs a co out the traffic implications

e hotel buws would be harmed by leaving the existing

mber observations reflected typical availability of spaces on
a.m. to 7 p.m., parking is not permitted leaving ample room for

the extensive (and increasing) traffic on Tenth Avenue and its role as a truck route linking the west side
highway at West 14" Street, to the Lincoln Tunnel entrances on West 30" and West 40" Streets. It would
also break the existing consistent parking regulations (no standing 7am to 10am and no parking 7am to
7pm) continuously along the East side of the avenue from West 14" to West 22™ Streets.

CB4 thus recommends that this application be denied.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 16

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  West 41% Street and Ninth Avenue safety improvem
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October full board meeting, Manhattan Co.

approved the proposed redesign and signal light chang Street
and Ninth Avenue in response. We feel this is an appropri d well-conceived response to the
many collisions that have occurred ther he Hell’s Kitchen Traffic

Study, and especially to the collision in cond recent fatality.

However, CB4 asks that the Department of Transpo oT) re’arch our questions related
to the signage plan and come back to the transportation co ithin two months from now,
before implementation or the begim 2014.

The proposed configurati ill provi i Wnal on Ninth Avenue at W. 41* Street,
i cles to allow pedestrians to cross W. 41%

pedestrian conflict”. In addition bulb outs will
ewalk to accommodate more pedestrians and slow the

enforced.

The DOT proposal for signal and traffic changes also includes dedicating two (instead of the
current one) turning lanes between W. 41* and W. 42" Street along Ninth Avenue and one left
lane between W. 42" and W. 44™ Streets, to bus traffic during peak hour. This would help
enhance the capacity of this segment, and reduce queuing at this entrance by redirecting cars and
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trucks queuing for the Lincoln Tunnel to use the east side of Ninth Avenue until they are pass W.
41* Street. Signage will help drivers to make the proper choice as soon as possible.

However the devil is in the details and we ask that the DOT explore solutions to the following
concerns and return to the transportation committee within the next two months for the
community to review the final plan before installation:

d at the modified

Can accessible (audible) and countdown pedestrian signals be i
intersection?

Avenue because of
buses leaving the

In the morning, there is often back up at W. 41 Street
trucks clogging the W. 41st Street entrance when it sh

Bus Terminal. Ninth Avenue is the major Lincol e
for New Jersey after matinee and evening Broﬁa
weekend, this entrance is overcrowded causi
restrict the W. 41% Street entrance to bus

for drivers, and it would simplify signage and e
Daily back ups on Ninth Avenue usually starts at W.
the dedicated bus lane be expanMo W. 46" Str.
Will the dedicated bus lane be pai

IM is. the custo r new bus lanes? It
would be self explanatory to cars an cks.

treet or further north. Could

We appreciate suspend highway signage ! the neighborhood. It may make
sense to sus s to all traffie signals south of W. 460 Street, indicating,

to include such a message on the

install new signs on side streets that are feeding into Ninth Avenue at
d W. 42", enjoining cars and trucks and through traffic to keep left,
using the eas es of 9" Avenue. Below W. 41 Street, it is common for drivers to turn
in the left lanes and then try to enter the queues further south, blocking the flow of traffic
on the avenue. The signs should indicate the path to the Lincoln tunnel as the right lanes
or going straight. There is an old Lincoln Tunnel sign on the southeast corner of W. 39"
Street that could be reused for that purpose or replaced.

Again, CB4 is delighted with DOT’s proposal and the schedule of implementation. We are also
pleased to hear that the W. 43" Street and Ninth Avenue intersection will be equipped with a



79  similar split phase signal in early 2014. These are major steps toward a better and safer Ninth
80 Avenue.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 17

October XX, 2013

Kevin Jeffrey

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Parks Department

24 W. 61 Street, 5th Floor

New York, NY 10023

Re: Tree pit widening program
Dear Commissioner Jeffrey:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
outreach and ensure on-going block resident communi
whenever it does tree pit widening and ensure community ipation in decision making when
the widening leaves less than six foot p

trian access and/o ire extensive sidewalk
replacement.

Earlier this year the Parks Department sent notices ts of seﬁl blocks in Chelsea that
they will be widening tree pits in the area to prom health and prevent tree roots

breaking sidewalks. As advocates fo hattan CB4 supports this effort.
However, discussion‘with resi reet between Eighth and Ninth Avenue leaves

us with several ¢

er stoops left less than six foot passage, creating
bound residents of the block. Some of the sidewalk

ormed of the specific work or the timetable for completion and
site were responsible for resident communication or outreach. We
Commission Margaret Forgione has assisted to facilitate

communications bet the Parks Department and residents.

Manhattan CB4 thus requests that the Parks Department:

® Assign a staff person to act as a communication liaison with residents of streets affected
by work;
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¢ Hold a block meeting in advance of beginning work on a street where they provide
residents and property owners with a description and drawings of the work to be
completed, the timetable for completion and the name and phone number of the
community liaison to answer questions and address complaints of poor workmanship;

® In cases where proposed tree pit widening will leave less than six foot pedestrian clear
pathway, not finalize design until there is discussion with reside

We also request that you review the work completed on West 19" t and ensure curbs are

fully reinstalled and severe uneven sidewalk locations be redon

Thank you very much for your consideration. -
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Sincerely yours,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 18

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  City Bench Removal Request - West 23" Street (Six

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
West 23™ Street) be removed. This is requested to imp

Selis Manor is a 33 year-old, fourteen resident for 200 individuals. Several residents
and building management requested thm be removew residents are used to
using the building line as a guiding post, u alking sticks, e bench is an obstacle
to their passage and generally makes naviw X

0, thus not used by many
residents.

We understand, sinc sportation Committee VOt!d to recommend this action to the
full Community eed to remove the bench within the next couple of weeks.

We appreciate their expe ion and action.

Jp— V
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 19

October XX, 2013

Kristen Edwards

Director, Homeless Outreach

Goddard Riverside Community Center
40 Exchange Place, Suite 777

New York, NY 10005

Re: West 46" Street at Tenth Avenue

Dear Ms. Edwards:

Manhattan Community Board #4 appreciates the
Goddard Riverside Community Center in our communi
with a homeless woman who has frequently occupied the

Tenth Avenue and West 46™ Street. Wem request bas
nearby building who have indicated that ings often blo
occasionally is rude. Reports to the police have n helpful a

belongings if no one is there to attend them.

We appreciate that the utreach team responde& both neighbor and resident calls

to 311. Workers have reported hey have interacted with her on occasion and she has not

accepted offer of. She has not also been t veral times they arrived after a phone
call (response times can up ur in perio

of high volume).
am takes !pproach of seeking to build trust with homeless

bench on the northeast corner of
the reports of residents of a
sidewalk and

y will only remove

resident witho
encourage them to
request and after Co

t ensuring that services to mitigate any negative behavior and potentially
elter. In addition, bench locations were decided based on resident
unity Board review and approval.

If problems remain we might feel it necessary to remove the bench, but ask for your assistance in
addressing this situation in, hopefully, a more appropriate way.

Sincerely,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 20

October XX, 2013

Captain David Miller
Manhattan 10™ Precinct
NYC Police Department
230 West 20" Street
New York, NY 10011

Margaret Forgione
Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 37" Floor
New York, NY 10038

at increase their efforts to
reduce illegal truck usage of West 15™ Stree ¢ est 22" Str&f!s, west of Seventh
Avenue. This is in response from complaints of dent on West 15 Street, West 19 Street,

Police Department worked with the Community Board to
ck associations the Chelsea Council of Block

ic led t0 street noise on these low-rise building
emuding busted water pipes on West 15" Street

streets to get to avenues, rather than truck routes (West 14™ and West 34th Streets). They also
reported signs in several locations were removed for construction projects and not reinstalled or
have become blocked by overgrown trees, including signs on Tenth Avenue near West 22"
Street and before Ninth Avenue on West 19" Street.



We thus request that, similar to 2007 and 2008, DOT and the Police Department work together to
both install improved signage and increase enforcement. The Transportation Committee of the
Community Board stands ready to work with you by identifying appropriate place for new or
improved signage and specific streets for increased ticketing/enforcement.

We request that both agencies keep us informed of their efforts over the next month

s
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LANDMARKS COMMITTEE Item #: 21

September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, ninth floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 508-534 West 26" Street
West Chelsea Historic District

Dear Chair Tierney,

The work consists of the introduction of ne t , entrance doors, and exterior
stairs to openings that were previously entirel ese opening locations
currently have a combination of opaque infill a with exterﬁtairs, to be removed.

The proposed storefront would.be of similar design to whichyady been installed on the ground
floor of the loft building i to the west, extending a consistent treatment across much of the

length of the block, and establishi ommon thread between historically separate loft buildings which

have otherwise di e treatments, including tw ate fenestration systems on their upper
floors. Y 4

i ing motive,”ds that it detracts from the two buildings’ discrete

The Board makes a fu ecommendation to enlarge the ground floor masonry openings to match those
on the building’s upper floors, which forcefully express its structural system. Intermediate piers on the
ground floor now create smaller openings within two adjacent column bays, weakening the structural
clarity that is the building’s greatest compositional merit. The current subsidiary openings appear to be of
incidental, formerly functional origin rather than a reflection of the original architect’s greater design
vision. Substitution of broader glazing for the intermediate ground floor piers may be welcomed as an
available option by the owner, and would contribute to the vitality of the street.

2 This letter is subject to ratification of Full Board at the Wednesday, October 2, 2013 meeting.
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The Board recommends approval of this application, but would strongly prefer incorporation of the

changes described above.

Sincerely,

S

Corey Johnson

Chair

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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Attachments A and B: Revised drawing by applicant’s arch i ratiﬁ} MCB4’s reco
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Landmarks Committee Item #: 22
September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, 9th floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 58-60 Ninth Avenue
West Chelsea Historic District o

F N
y 4
Dear Chair Tierney: Y 4

Community Board 4 is writing in response to anm by vaner's architect
%

of proposed work at 58-60 Ninth Avenue.

approval

The property is comprised of two build

“ich are connec
cellar floor. The work consists of:

both the ground floor and the

ation from us. Although this work is entirely
ork that goes that far below ground must go

no objections to this work provided the neighboring
ected and provided that all the necessary prep work and
ts (and any other required permits) are granted.

Sincerely,
Corey Johnson Pamela Wolff
Chair Chair, Landmarks Committee

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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New Business Item #: 23

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Restaurant Row Improvement Project

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 reiterates is support for the are Alliance proposed
improvements for Restaurant Row, including in-ground solar po low-level lighting and restaurant
listing signs near the intersection. Restaura ported this project last year
and were pleased by the extensive outreach, ents undertaken by the

Times Square Alliance.

We request the assistance of the Department of T

i ¢ the project is expedited. We
understand this may Wated funding be transferred 'EDC or another agency and hope
strea

you might be able to a is process.

Both Restaurant Row iation a imes Square M are valuable resources and community
members and we appreciat i ip.with MCB4# on this and other projects.

>

in ensuring can be implemented in a timely fashion.

sident, Scott Stringer

Ellen Gold es Square Alliance
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Chelsea Land Use Committee (CLU) Item #:1

October 3, 2013

Director Amanda M. Burden
Department of City Planning
22 Reade Street

New York, New York 10007

Michael Ben-Asher

Legal Department

Department of Consumer Affairs
42 Broadway

New York, New York 10004

Re:  ULURP No. N130021ECM
New York Fast Gourmet Premier, LLC
DBA: New York Burger Co.

rd
470 West 23 Street, Borough of Manhattan
Dear Director Burden and Mr. Ben-Asher:

At the recommendation of its Chelsea Land Use Committee, Manhattan Community Board No.
4, having held a duly noticed public hearing on ULURP application number N130021ECM,
reluctantly recommends approval of the application by New York Fast Gourmet Premier,

LLC for a renewal for an enclosed sidewalk café with 25 tables and 54 seats to be operated at
rd

rd
470 West 23 Street, the southeast corner of the intersection of West 23 Street and Tenth
Avenue.

Although we are fundamentally opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes, and to this one in particular,
we acknowledge that this operation has proved to be successful and is a great improvement over
the decrepit structure we were accustomed to having on our sidewalk. Before we approved the
applicant's original application in December 2010 this location had proven to be problematic for
restaurant operators for more than twenty five years. Even with the benefit of an enclosed
sidewalk café, a succession of restaurants had failed, at times leaving an abandoned, decaying
structure on this prominent West Chelsea corner for years at a time.

We are opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general for three reasons:

i. They are permanent structures that appropriate public property for private use without
providing a public benefit;

ii. Unlike unenclosed sidewalk cafes which can add to community ambiance and create more
vibrant streetscapes, enclosed sidewalk cafes isolate diners from sidewalk activity and the
community; and
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iii. Since they are permanent structures, they are difficult to remove should that be warranted.

In addition to these general concerns, we are specifically opposed to an enclosed sidewalk cafe at
this location because it leaves an unacceptably narrow 7°6” clear sidewalk on a heavily trafficked
corner. The sidewalks of West Chelsea have become increasingly crowded as the area has
developed over the last few years, spurred by the flourishing West Chelsea art district, Chelsea
Piers, Chelsea Waterside Park, the new Hudson River Park and the High Line. It is not
uncommon on a sunny weekend afternoon to encounter a lengthy queue waiting to pass through
the bottleneck on Tenth Avenue created by this sidewalk café structure. The completion of
Segment II of the High Line brought an access stair diagonally across the intersection, further
increasing congestion, and the continued development of West Chelsea seems to increase
pedestrian traffic on a daily basis.

We have long sought the removal of this intrusive structure and would like to note that 470 West

rd
23 Street was grudgingly included in the Chelsea Historic District Extension with the then
newly-built sidewalk café structure in place. This regrettable decision makes removal of this
unfortunately sited structure even more difficult.

Despite our opposition to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general, and to this one in particular, since
the structure already exists we are faced with the choice between an operating restaurant and an
abandoned structure. Until we succeed in having the structure removed, we are forced to choose
the restaurant option and reluctantly recommend approval of the application.

Sincerely,
Corey, Lee, Betty

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn

NYC Council Speaker Quinn’s Office -Melanie Larocca
NYC Council Land Use Division — Danielle DeCerbo
NYS Senator Brad Hoylman

NYS Assemblyman Richard Gottfried

MBP Scott Stringer

MBPO - Brian Cook

Applicant —
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 14
October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Bolt Bus On Street Terminal Location
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October 2013 full board meeting, Manhattan Communi (CB4) vote in favor and
__ against to approve relocating two Long Distance Bus Wreet Terminals (On Stree Loading and

Unloading zone) to the north curb of West 33" Street j st of Elemenue.
priate locations, we‘continue to

odate this growing mode of
udson Yards rezoning and this

While CB4 agrees to approve a limited number of interim st
request that the city create a permanent bus terminal structure to
transportation. Such a bus terminal was co

itted, as part of the 2
Community Board has advocated for its dev since that time.

CB4 applauds the initiative to relocate two exis
locations on West 33™ Street between Seventh a
Eighth Avenue. These stops:coiiti inue to be problemati i ring businesses and for

allocate an average of 41 daily departures and 42 daily arrivals to the west

o the hours of 6:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. serving existing destinations
(Greenbelt/Baltimore, adelphia/Cherry Hill, Washington, D.C.), and a new destination, Pittsburgh.
During peak days departures at this new stop would reach 52 daily with up to six departures and three
arrivals per hour.

" The West 39" Street and Tenth Avenue location originally proposed by DOT and Bolt had insufficient space for queuing
passengers, was adjacent to one of the very few parks in aouth Hell’s Kitchen, was dangerous to pedestrians, and was challenging
for bus egress.
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Separately, fourteen departures and fourteen arrivals from the existing West 33" and West 34" Street
locations would be relocated to the East side of Manhattan serving Boston.

Buses will use Eleventh Avenue to arrive from the Lincoln Tunnel and the West Side Highway and West
40" Street to leave for their destination, thus, having no impact on residential or more commercial streets.
The applicant already uses a layover location on Eleventh Avenue.

The waiting area would be on a 300 foot long, 10 foot wide sidewalk, along the
yards, 4 feet of which would be used for loading, unloading and circulation,
queuing. This allows for up to 200 passengers queuing, on a stretch of si
of pedestrian traffic.

vits truck marshaling
t for passenger
alk currently mostly devoid

Bolt Bus provided a sidewalk location plan for waiting passengers. red that they will
have a minimum of two (2) staff people during all hours of o iti ak hours. DOT
will also require that they keep the sidewalk area free of Wand ensure on-going cle
to be sufficient space for food vendors to congregate ai end of the stop. We are con

does not require applicants to make arrangements for rest acilit&*ther through agreements with
nearby businesses (in this location likely the Javits Center) o -a-sahs. Given our eXperience at
other locations, we will be watchful of whether this policy is appropriate and may ask DOT to require on-
site port-a-sans or linkages to area business i s. Bolt provides rest rooms on
their buses.

CB4 has long expressed concern about private s, including sidewalks. We thus feel
that when a private entity uses public spaces they mmediate area improvements
and/or beautification to co. . preciate that DOT is requesting the

city to remove surroun i ifi (e.g. improving nearby landscaping/installing
tallation and maintenance of public benches)

" Street at peak hours. While it likely has increased since then, it is still
fewer than most corne he area. As such the intersection is fairly safe for approaching travelers, who
will mostly arrive via the West 34" Street SBS or the #7 subway train at West 33™ Street, once open.

Eleventh Avenue o

Thank you for your partnership with CB4 in implementing practical and appropriate intercity bus location
in our district.

CJ/CB/JM
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 15

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: High Line Hotel — Loading Zone Request

VN
Dear Commissioner Forgione: V amN
y 4
At its full board meeting, Manhattan Community Boar B4) vote

by _ in favor and i
deny the installation of parking signs allowing a 100*“1oa one in fi of the High Line hotel, on the
east side of Tenth Avenue between West 20" and West 21 x &
The High Line hotel, located in the building.formerly known as th logical Seminary, occupies the
whole frontage of the block between West 2

West 21% streets. rance is located on the
southern portion of the block. The current par\ ion at the curb s: “No Standing 7 — 10
Me

AM, except Sunday” and “No Parking 7 AM — ay”. ’

For hotels of 100 rooms of 1 e Department o oﬂat@Y does not automatically grant a
loading zone and reques Board revie d recommendations. In our previous
ller hote

recommendations fo ing zones, we have sought to accommodate both the business

needs and surrounding ing/traffic needs of the area sidents. In this instance we do not find any
pressing business needs a co out the traffic implications

e hotel buws would be harmed by leaving the existing

mber observations reflected typical availability of spaces on
a.m. to 7 p.m., parking is not permitted leaving ample room for

the extensive (and increasing) traffic on Tenth Avenue and its role as a truck route linking the west side
highway at West 14" Street, to the Lincoln Tunnel entrances on West 30" and West 40" Streets. It would
also break the existing consistent parking regulations (no standing 7am to 10am and no parking 7am to
7pm) continuously along the East side of the avenue from West 14" to West 22™ Streets.

CB4 thus recommends that this application be denied.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 16

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  West 41% Street and Ninth Avenue safety improvem
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October full board meeting, Manhattan Co.

approved the proposed redesign and signal light chang Street
and Ninth Avenue in response. We feel this is an appropri d well-conceived response to the
many collisions that have occurred ther he Hell’s Kitchen Traffic

Study, and especially to the collision in cond recent fatality.

However, CB4 asks that the Department of Transpo oT) re’arch our questions related
to the signage plan and come back to the transportation co ithin two months from now,
before implementation or the begim 2014.

The proposed configurati ill provi i Wnal on Ninth Avenue at W. 41* Street,
i cles to allow pedestrians to cross W. 41%

pedestrian conflict”. In addition bulb outs will
ewalk to accommodate more pedestrians and slow the

enforced.

The DOT proposal for signal and traffic changes also includes dedicating two (instead of the
current one) turning lanes between W. 41* and W. 42" Street along Ninth Avenue and one left
lane between W. 42" and W. 44™ Streets, to bus traffic during peak hour. This would help
enhance the capacity of this segment, and reduce queuing at this entrance by redirecting cars and
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trucks queuing for the Lincoln Tunnel to use the east side of Ninth Avenue until they are pass W.
41* Street. Signage will help drivers to make the proper choice as soon as possible.

However the devil is in the details and we ask that the DOT explore solutions to the following
concerns and return to the transportation committee within the next two months for the
community to review the final plan before installation:

d at the modified

Can accessible (audible) and countdown pedestrian signals be i
intersection?

Avenue because of
buses leaving the

In the morning, there is often back up at W. 41 Street
trucks clogging the W. 41st Street entrance when it sh

Bus Terminal. Ninth Avenue is the major Lincol e
for New Jersey after matinee and evening Broﬁa
weekend, this entrance is overcrowded causi
restrict the W. 41% Street entrance to bus

for drivers, and it would simplify signage and e
Daily back ups on Ninth Avenue usually starts at W.
the dedicated bus lane be expanMo W. 46" Str.
Will the dedicated bus lane be pai

IM is. the custo r new bus lanes? It
would be self explanatory to cars an cks.

treet or further north. Could

We appreciate suspend highway signage ! the neighborhood. It may make
sense to sus s to all traffie signals south of W. 460 Street, indicating,

to include such a message on the

install new signs on side streets that are feeding into Ninth Avenue at
d W. 42", enjoining cars and trucks and through traffic to keep left,
using the eas es of 9" Avenue. Below W. 41 Street, it is common for drivers to turn
in the left lanes and then try to enter the queues further south, blocking the flow of traffic
on the avenue. The signs should indicate the path to the Lincoln tunnel as the right lanes
or going straight. There is an old Lincoln Tunnel sign on the southeast corner of W. 39"
Street that could be reused for that purpose or replaced.

Again, CB4 is delighted with DOT’s proposal and the schedule of implementation. We are also
pleased to hear that the W. 43" Street and Ninth Avenue intersection will be equipped with a



79  similar split phase signal in early 2014. These are major steps toward a better and safer Ninth
80 Avenue.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 17

October XX, 2013

Kevin Jeffrey

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Parks Department

24 W. 61 Street, 5th Floor

New York, NY 10023

Re: Tree pit widening program
Dear Commissioner Jeffrey:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
outreach and ensure on-going block resident communi
whenever it does tree pit widening and ensure community ipation in decision making when
the widening leaves less than six foot p

trian access and/o ire extensive sidewalk
replacement.

Earlier this year the Parks Department sent notices ts of seﬁl blocks in Chelsea that
they will be widening tree pits in the area to prom health and prevent tree roots

breaking sidewalks. As advocates fo hattan CB4 supports this effort.
However, discussion‘with resi reet between Eighth and Ninth Avenue leaves

us with several ¢

er stoops left less than six foot passage, creating
bound residents of the block. Some of the sidewalk

ormed of the specific work or the timetable for completion and
site were responsible for resident communication or outreach. We
Commission Margaret Forgione has assisted to facilitate

communications bet the Parks Department and residents.

Manhattan CB4 thus requests that the Parks Department:

® Assign a staff person to act as a communication liaison with residents of streets affected
by work;
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¢ Hold a block meeting in advance of beginning work on a street where they provide
residents and property owners with a description and drawings of the work to be
completed, the timetable for completion and the name and phone number of the
community liaison to answer questions and address complaints of poor workmanship;

® In cases where proposed tree pit widening will leave less than six foot pedestrian clear
pathway, not finalize design until there is discussion with reside

We also request that you review the work completed on West 19" t and ensure curbs are

fully reinstalled and severe uneven sidewalk locations be redon

Thank you very much for your consideration. -
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Sincerely yours,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 18

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  City Bench Removal Request - West 23" Street (Six

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
West 23™ Street) be removed. This is requested to imp

Selis Manor is a 33 year-old, fourteen resident for 200 individuals. Several residents
and building management requested thm be removew residents are used to
using the building line as a guiding post, u alking sticks, e bench is an obstacle
to their passage and generally makes naviw X

0, thus not used by many
residents.

We understand, sinc sportation Committee VOt!d to recommend this action to the
full Community eed to remove the bench within the next couple of weeks.

We appreciate their expe ion and action.

Jp— V
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 19

October XX, 2013

Kristen Edwards

Director, Homeless Outreach

Goddard Riverside Community Center
40 Exchange Place, Suite 777

New York, NY 10005

Re: West 46" Street at Tenth Avenue

Dear Ms. Edwards:

Manhattan Community Board #4 appreciates the
Goddard Riverside Community Center in our communi
with a homeless woman who has frequently occupied the

Tenth Avenue and West 46™ Street. Wem request bas
nearby building who have indicated that ings often blo
occasionally is rude. Reports to the police have n helpful a

belongings if no one is there to attend them.

We appreciate that the utreach team responde& both neighbor and resident calls

to 311. Workers have reported hey have interacted with her on occasion and she has not

accepted offer of. She has not also been t veral times they arrived after a phone
call (response times can up ur in perio

of high volume).
am takes !pproach of seeking to build trust with homeless

bench on the northeast corner of
the reports of residents of a
sidewalk and

y will only remove

resident witho
encourage them to
request and after Co

t ensuring that services to mitigate any negative behavior and potentially
elter. In addition, bench locations were decided based on resident
unity Board review and approval.

If problems remain we might feel it necessary to remove the bench, but ask for your assistance in
addressing this situation in, hopefully, a more appropriate way.

Sincerely,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 20

October XX, 2013

Captain David Miller
Manhattan 10™ Precinct
NYC Police Department
230 West 20" Street
New York, NY 10011

Margaret Forgione
Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 37" Floor
New York, NY 10038

at increase their efforts to
reduce illegal truck usage of West 15™ Stree ¢ est 22" Str&f!s, west of Seventh
Avenue. This is in response from complaints of dent on West 15 Street, West 19 Street,

Police Department worked with the Community Board to
ck associations the Chelsea Council of Block

ic led t0 street noise on these low-rise building
emuding busted water pipes on West 15" Street

streets to get to avenues, rather than truck routes (West 14™ and West 34th Streets). They also
reported signs in several locations were removed for construction projects and not reinstalled or
have become blocked by overgrown trees, including signs on Tenth Avenue near West 22"
Street and before Ninth Avenue on West 19" Street.



We thus request that, similar to 2007 and 2008, DOT and the Police Department work together to
both install improved signage and increase enforcement. The Transportation Committee of the
Community Board stands ready to work with you by identifying appropriate place for new or
improved signage and specific streets for increased ticketing/enforcement.

We request that both agencies keep us informed of their efforts over the next month
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LANDMARKS COMMITTEE Item #: 21

September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, ninth floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 508-534 West 26" Street
West Chelsea Historic District

Dear Chair Tierney,

The work consists of the introduction of ne t , entrance doors, and exterior
stairs to openings that were previously entirel ese opening locations
currently have a combination of opaque infill a with exterﬁtairs, to be removed.

The proposed storefront would.be of similar design to whichyady been installed on the ground
floor of the loft building i to the west, extending a consistent treatment across much of the

length of the block, and establishi ommon thread between historically separate loft buildings which

have otherwise di e treatments, including tw ate fenestration systems on their upper
floors. Y 4

i ing motive,”ds that it detracts from the two buildings’ discrete

The Board makes a fu ecommendation to enlarge the ground floor masonry openings to match those
on the building’s upper floors, which forcefully express its structural system. Intermediate piers on the
ground floor now create smaller openings within two adjacent column bays, weakening the structural
clarity that is the building’s greatest compositional merit. The current subsidiary openings appear to be of
incidental, formerly functional origin rather than a reflection of the original architect’s greater design
vision. Substitution of broader glazing for the intermediate ground floor piers may be welcomed as an
available option by the owner, and would contribute to the vitality of the street.

2 This letter is subject to ratification of Full Board at the Wednesday, October 2, 2013 meeting.
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The Board recommends approval of this application, but would strongly prefer incorporation of the

changes described above.

Sincerely,

S

Corey Johnson

Chair

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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Attachments A and B: Revised drawing by applicant’s arch i ratiﬁ} MCB4’s reco
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Landmarks Committee Item #: 22
September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, 9th floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 58-60 Ninth Avenue
West Chelsea Historic District o

F N
y 4
Dear Chair Tierney: Y 4

Community Board 4 is writing in response to anm by vaner's architect
%

of proposed work at 58-60 Ninth Avenue.

approval

The property is comprised of two build

“ich are connec
cellar floor. The work consists of:

both the ground floor and the

ation from us. Although this work is entirely
ork that goes that far below ground must go

no objections to this work provided the neighboring
ected and provided that all the necessary prep work and
ts (and any other required permits) are granted.

Sincerely,
Corey Johnson Pamela Wolff
Chair Chair, Landmarks Committee

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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New Business Item #: 23

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Restaurant Row Improvement Project

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 reiterates is support for the are Alliance proposed
improvements for Restaurant Row, including in-ground solar po low-level lighting and restaurant
listing signs near the intersection. Restaura ported this project last year
and were pleased by the extensive outreach, ents undertaken by the

Times Square Alliance.

We request the assistance of the Department of T

i ¢ the project is expedited. We
understand this may Wated funding be transferred 'EDC or another agency and hope
strea

you might be able to a is process.

Both Restaurant Row iation a imes Square M are valuable resources and community
members and we appreciat i ip.with MCB4# on this and other projects.

>

in ensuring can be implemented in a timely fashion.

sident, Scott Stringer

Ellen Gold es Square Alliance
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Chelsea Land Use Committee (CLU) Item #:1

October 3, 2013

Director Amanda M. Burden
Department of City Planning
22 Reade Street

New York, New York 10007

Michael Ben-Asher

Legal Department

Department of Consumer Affairs
42 Broadway

New York, New York 10004

Re:  ULURP No. N130021ECM
New York Fast Gourmet Premier, LLC
DBA: New York Burger Co.

rd
470 West 23 Street, Borough of Manhattan
Dear Director Burden and Mr. Ben-Asher:

At the recommendation of its Chelsea Land Use Committee, Manhattan Community Board No.
4, having held a duly noticed public hearing on ULURP application number N130021ECM,
reluctantly recommends approval of the application by New York Fast Gourmet Premier,

LLC for a renewal for an enclosed sidewalk café with 25 tables and 54 seats to be operated at
rd

rd
470 West 23 Street, the southeast corner of the intersection of West 23 Street and Tenth
Avenue.

Although we are fundamentally opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes, and to this one in particular,
we acknowledge that this operation has proved to be successful and is a great improvement over
the decrepit structure we were accustomed to having on our sidewalk. Before we approved the
applicant's original application in December 2010 this location had proven to be problematic for
restaurant operators for more than twenty five years. Even with the benefit of an enclosed
sidewalk café, a succession of restaurants had failed, at times leaving an abandoned, decaying
structure on this prominent West Chelsea corner for years at a time.

We are opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general for three reasons:

i. They are permanent structures that appropriate public property for private use without
providing a public benefit;

ii. Unlike unenclosed sidewalk cafes which can add to community ambiance and create more
vibrant streetscapes, enclosed sidewalk cafes isolate diners from sidewalk activity and the
community; and
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iii. Since they are permanent structures, they are difficult to remove should that be warranted.

In addition to these general concerns, we are specifically opposed to an enclosed sidewalk cafe at
this location because it leaves an unacceptably narrow 7°6” clear sidewalk on a heavily trafficked
corner. The sidewalks of West Chelsea have become increasingly crowded as the area has
developed over the last few years, spurred by the flourishing West Chelsea art district, Chelsea
Piers, Chelsea Waterside Park, the new Hudson River Park and the High Line. It is not
uncommon on a sunny weekend afternoon to encounter a lengthy queue waiting to pass through
the bottleneck on Tenth Avenue created by this sidewalk café structure. The completion of
Segment II of the High Line brought an access stair diagonally across the intersection, further
increasing congestion, and the continued development of West Chelsea seems to increase
pedestrian traffic on a daily basis.

We have long sought the removal of this intrusive structure and would like to note that 470 West

rd
23 Street was grudgingly included in the Chelsea Historic District Extension with the then
newly-built sidewalk café structure in place. This regrettable decision makes removal of this
unfortunately sited structure even more difficult.

Despite our opposition to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general, and to this one in particular, since
the structure already exists we are faced with the choice between an operating restaurant and an
abandoned structure. Until we succeed in having the structure removed, we are forced to choose
the restaurant option and reluctantly recommend approval of the application.

Sincerely,
Corey, Lee, Betty

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn

NYC Council Speaker Quinn’s Office -Melanie Larocca
NYC Council Land Use Division — Danielle DeCerbo
NYS Senator Brad Hoylman

NYS Assemblyman Richard Gottfried

MBP Scott Stringer

MBPO - Brian Cook

Applicant —
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 14
October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Bolt Bus On Street Terminal Location
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October 2013 full board meeting, Manhattan Communi (CB4) vote in favor and
__ against to approve relocating two Long Distance Bus Wreet Terminals (On Stree Loading and

Unloading zone) to the north curb of West 33" Street j st of Elemenue.
priate locations, we‘continue to

odate this growing mode of
udson Yards rezoning and this

While CB4 agrees to approve a limited number of interim st
request that the city create a permanent bus terminal structure to
transportation. Such a bus terminal was co

itted, as part of the 2
Community Board has advocated for its dev since that time.

CB4 applauds the initiative to relocate two exis
locations on West 33™ Street between Seventh a
Eighth Avenue. These stops:coiiti inue to be problemati i ring businesses and for

allocate an average of 41 daily departures and 42 daily arrivals to the west

o the hours of 6:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. serving existing destinations
(Greenbelt/Baltimore, adelphia/Cherry Hill, Washington, D.C.), and a new destination, Pittsburgh.
During peak days departures at this new stop would reach 52 daily with up to six departures and three
arrivals per hour.

" The West 39" Street and Tenth Avenue location originally proposed by DOT and Bolt had insufficient space for queuing
passengers, was adjacent to one of the very few parks in aouth Hell’s Kitchen, was dangerous to pedestrians, and was challenging
for bus egress.
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Separately, fourteen departures and fourteen arrivals from the existing West 33" and West 34" Street
locations would be relocated to the East side of Manhattan serving Boston.

Buses will use Eleventh Avenue to arrive from the Lincoln Tunnel and the West Side Highway and West
40" Street to leave for their destination, thus, having no impact on residential or more commercial streets.
The applicant already uses a layover location on Eleventh Avenue.

The waiting area would be on a 300 foot long, 10 foot wide sidewalk, along the
yards, 4 feet of which would be used for loading, unloading and circulation,
queuing. This allows for up to 200 passengers queuing, on a stretch of si
of pedestrian traffic.

vits truck marshaling
t for passenger
alk currently mostly devoid

Bolt Bus provided a sidewalk location plan for waiting passengers. red that they will
have a minimum of two (2) staff people during all hours of o iti ak hours. DOT
will also require that they keep the sidewalk area free of Wand ensure on-going cle
to be sufficient space for food vendors to congregate ai end of the stop. We are con

does not require applicants to make arrangements for rest acilit&*ther through agreements with
nearby businesses (in this location likely the Javits Center) o -a-sahs. Given our eXperience at
other locations, we will be watchful of whether this policy is appropriate and may ask DOT to require on-
site port-a-sans or linkages to area business i s. Bolt provides rest rooms on
their buses.

CB4 has long expressed concern about private s, including sidewalks. We thus feel
that when a private entity uses public spaces they mmediate area improvements
and/or beautification to co. . preciate that DOT is requesting the

city to remove surroun i ifi (e.g. improving nearby landscaping/installing
tallation and maintenance of public benches)

" Street at peak hours. While it likely has increased since then, it is still
fewer than most corne he area. As such the intersection is fairly safe for approaching travelers, who
will mostly arrive via the West 34" Street SBS or the #7 subway train at West 33™ Street, once open.

Eleventh Avenue o

Thank you for your partnership with CB4 in implementing practical and appropriate intercity bus location
in our district.

CJ/CB/JM
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 15

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: High Line Hotel — Loading Zone Request

VN
Dear Commissioner Forgione: V amN
y 4
At its full board meeting, Manhattan Community Boar B4) vote

by _ in favor and i
deny the installation of parking signs allowing a 100*“1oa one in fi of the High Line hotel, on the
east side of Tenth Avenue between West 20" and West 21 x &
The High Line hotel, located in the building.formerly known as th logical Seminary, occupies the
whole frontage of the block between West 2

West 21% streets. rance is located on the
southern portion of the block. The current par\ ion at the curb s: “No Standing 7 — 10
Me

AM, except Sunday” and “No Parking 7 AM — ay”. ’

For hotels of 100 rooms of 1 e Department o oﬂat@Y does not automatically grant a
loading zone and reques Board revie d recommendations. In our previous
ller hote

recommendations fo ing zones, we have sought to accommodate both the business

needs and surrounding ing/traffic needs of the area sidents. In this instance we do not find any
pressing business needs a co out the traffic implications

e hotel buws would be harmed by leaving the existing

mber observations reflected typical availability of spaces on
a.m. to 7 p.m., parking is not permitted leaving ample room for

the extensive (and increasing) traffic on Tenth Avenue and its role as a truck route linking the west side
highway at West 14" Street, to the Lincoln Tunnel entrances on West 30" and West 40" Streets. It would
also break the existing consistent parking regulations (no standing 7am to 10am and no parking 7am to
7pm) continuously along the East side of the avenue from West 14" to West 22™ Streets.

CB4 thus recommends that this application be denied.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 16

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  West 41% Street and Ninth Avenue safety improvem
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October full board meeting, Manhattan Co.

approved the proposed redesign and signal light chang Street
and Ninth Avenue in response. We feel this is an appropri d well-conceived response to the
many collisions that have occurred ther he Hell’s Kitchen Traffic

Study, and especially to the collision in cond recent fatality.

However, CB4 asks that the Department of Transpo oT) re’arch our questions related
to the signage plan and come back to the transportation co ithin two months from now,
before implementation or the begim 2014.

The proposed configurati ill provi i Wnal on Ninth Avenue at W. 41* Street,
i cles to allow pedestrians to cross W. 41%

pedestrian conflict”. In addition bulb outs will
ewalk to accommodate more pedestrians and slow the

enforced.

The DOT proposal for signal and traffic changes also includes dedicating two (instead of the
current one) turning lanes between W. 41* and W. 42" Street along Ninth Avenue and one left
lane between W. 42" and W. 44™ Streets, to bus traffic during peak hour. This would help
enhance the capacity of this segment, and reduce queuing at this entrance by redirecting cars and
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trucks queuing for the Lincoln Tunnel to use the east side of Ninth Avenue until they are pass W.
41* Street. Signage will help drivers to make the proper choice as soon as possible.

However the devil is in the details and we ask that the DOT explore solutions to the following
concerns and return to the transportation committee within the next two months for the
community to review the final plan before installation:

d at the modified

Can accessible (audible) and countdown pedestrian signals be i
intersection?

Avenue because of
buses leaving the

In the morning, there is often back up at W. 41 Street
trucks clogging the W. 41st Street entrance when it sh

Bus Terminal. Ninth Avenue is the major Lincol e
for New Jersey after matinee and evening Broﬁa
weekend, this entrance is overcrowded causi
restrict the W. 41% Street entrance to bus

for drivers, and it would simplify signage and e
Daily back ups on Ninth Avenue usually starts at W.
the dedicated bus lane be expanMo W. 46" Str.
Will the dedicated bus lane be pai

IM is. the custo r new bus lanes? It
would be self explanatory to cars an cks.

treet or further north. Could

We appreciate suspend highway signage ! the neighborhood. It may make
sense to sus s to all traffie signals south of W. 460 Street, indicating,

to include such a message on the

install new signs on side streets that are feeding into Ninth Avenue at
d W. 42", enjoining cars and trucks and through traffic to keep left,
using the eas es of 9" Avenue. Below W. 41 Street, it is common for drivers to turn
in the left lanes and then try to enter the queues further south, blocking the flow of traffic
on the avenue. The signs should indicate the path to the Lincoln tunnel as the right lanes
or going straight. There is an old Lincoln Tunnel sign on the southeast corner of W. 39"
Street that could be reused for that purpose or replaced.

Again, CB4 is delighted with DOT’s proposal and the schedule of implementation. We are also
pleased to hear that the W. 43" Street and Ninth Avenue intersection will be equipped with a



79  similar split phase signal in early 2014. These are major steps toward a better and safer Ninth
80 Avenue.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 17

October XX, 2013

Kevin Jeffrey

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Parks Department

24 W. 61 Street, 5th Floor

New York, NY 10023

Re: Tree pit widening program
Dear Commissioner Jeffrey:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
outreach and ensure on-going block resident communi
whenever it does tree pit widening and ensure community ipation in decision making when
the widening leaves less than six foot p

trian access and/o ire extensive sidewalk
replacement.

Earlier this year the Parks Department sent notices ts of seﬁl blocks in Chelsea that
they will be widening tree pits in the area to prom health and prevent tree roots

breaking sidewalks. As advocates fo hattan CB4 supports this effort.
However, discussion‘with resi reet between Eighth and Ninth Avenue leaves

us with several ¢

er stoops left less than six foot passage, creating
bound residents of the block. Some of the sidewalk

ormed of the specific work or the timetable for completion and
site were responsible for resident communication or outreach. We
Commission Margaret Forgione has assisted to facilitate

communications bet the Parks Department and residents.

Manhattan CB4 thus requests that the Parks Department:

® Assign a staff person to act as a communication liaison with residents of streets affected
by work;
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¢ Hold a block meeting in advance of beginning work on a street where they provide
residents and property owners with a description and drawings of the work to be
completed, the timetable for completion and the name and phone number of the
community liaison to answer questions and address complaints of poor workmanship;

® In cases where proposed tree pit widening will leave less than six foot pedestrian clear
pathway, not finalize design until there is discussion with reside

We also request that you review the work completed on West 19" t and ensure curbs are

fully reinstalled and severe uneven sidewalk locations be redon

Thank you very much for your consideration. -
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Sincerely yours,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 18

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  City Bench Removal Request - West 23" Street (Six

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
West 23™ Street) be removed. This is requested to imp

Selis Manor is a 33 year-old, fourteen resident for 200 individuals. Several residents
and building management requested thm be removew residents are used to
using the building line as a guiding post, u alking sticks, e bench is an obstacle
to their passage and generally makes naviw X

0, thus not used by many
residents.

We understand, sinc sportation Committee VOt!d to recommend this action to the
full Community eed to remove the bench within the next couple of weeks.

We appreciate their expe ion and action.

Jp— V
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 19

October XX, 2013

Kristen Edwards

Director, Homeless Outreach

Goddard Riverside Community Center
40 Exchange Place, Suite 777

New York, NY 10005

Re: West 46" Street at Tenth Avenue

Dear Ms. Edwards:

Manhattan Community Board #4 appreciates the
Goddard Riverside Community Center in our communi
with a homeless woman who has frequently occupied the

Tenth Avenue and West 46™ Street. Wem request bas
nearby building who have indicated that ings often blo
occasionally is rude. Reports to the police have n helpful a

belongings if no one is there to attend them.

We appreciate that the utreach team responde& both neighbor and resident calls

to 311. Workers have reported hey have interacted with her on occasion and she has not

accepted offer of. She has not also been t veral times they arrived after a phone
call (response times can up ur in perio

of high volume).
am takes !pproach of seeking to build trust with homeless

bench on the northeast corner of
the reports of residents of a
sidewalk and

y will only remove

resident witho
encourage them to
request and after Co

t ensuring that services to mitigate any negative behavior and potentially
elter. In addition, bench locations were decided based on resident
unity Board review and approval.

If problems remain we might feel it necessary to remove the bench, but ask for your assistance in
addressing this situation in, hopefully, a more appropriate way.

Sincerely,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 20

October XX, 2013

Captain David Miller
Manhattan 10™ Precinct
NYC Police Department
230 West 20" Street
New York, NY 10011

Margaret Forgione
Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 37" Floor
New York, NY 10038

at increase their efforts to
reduce illegal truck usage of West 15™ Stree ¢ est 22" Str&f!s, west of Seventh
Avenue. This is in response from complaints of dent on West 15 Street, West 19 Street,

Police Department worked with the Community Board to
ck associations the Chelsea Council of Block

ic led t0 street noise on these low-rise building
emuding busted water pipes on West 15" Street

streets to get to avenues, rather than truck routes (West 14™ and West 34th Streets). They also
reported signs in several locations were removed for construction projects and not reinstalled or
have become blocked by overgrown trees, including signs on Tenth Avenue near West 22"
Street and before Ninth Avenue on West 19" Street.



We thus request that, similar to 2007 and 2008, DOT and the Police Department work together to
both install improved signage and increase enforcement. The Transportation Committee of the
Community Board stands ready to work with you by identifying appropriate place for new or
improved signage and specific streets for increased ticketing/enforcement.

We request that both agencies keep us informed of their efforts over the next month
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LANDMARKS COMMITTEE Item #: 21

September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, ninth floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 508-534 West 26" Street
West Chelsea Historic District

Dear Chair Tierney,

The work consists of the introduction of ne t , entrance doors, and exterior
stairs to openings that were previously entirel ese opening locations
currently have a combination of opaque infill a with exterﬁtairs, to be removed.

The proposed storefront would.be of similar design to whichyady been installed on the ground
floor of the loft building i to the west, extending a consistent treatment across much of the

length of the block, and establishi ommon thread between historically separate loft buildings which

have otherwise di e treatments, including tw ate fenestration systems on their upper
floors. Y 4

i ing motive,”ds that it detracts from the two buildings’ discrete

The Board makes a fu ecommendation to enlarge the ground floor masonry openings to match those
on the building’s upper floors, which forcefully express its structural system. Intermediate piers on the
ground floor now create smaller openings within two adjacent column bays, weakening the structural
clarity that is the building’s greatest compositional merit. The current subsidiary openings appear to be of
incidental, formerly functional origin rather than a reflection of the original architect’s greater design
vision. Substitution of broader glazing for the intermediate ground floor piers may be welcomed as an
available option by the owner, and would contribute to the vitality of the street.

2 This letter is subject to ratification of Full Board at the Wednesday, October 2, 2013 meeting.
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The Board recommends approval of this application, but would strongly prefer incorporation of the

changes described above.

Sincerely,

S

Corey Johnson

Chair

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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Attachments A and B: Revised drawing by applicant’s arch i ratiﬁ} MCB4’s reco
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Landmarks Committee Item #: 22
September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, 9th floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 58-60 Ninth Avenue
West Chelsea Historic District o

F N
y 4
Dear Chair Tierney: Y 4

Community Board 4 is writing in response to anm by vaner's architect
%

of proposed work at 58-60 Ninth Avenue.

approval

The property is comprised of two build

“ich are connec
cellar floor. The work consists of:

both the ground floor and the

ation from us. Although this work is entirely
ork that goes that far below ground must go

no objections to this work provided the neighboring
ected and provided that all the necessary prep work and
ts (and any other required permits) are granted.

Sincerely,
Corey Johnson Pamela Wolff
Chair Chair, Landmarks Committee

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn



O oo ~NO UL b

10

11

12

13
14
15
16
17

18
19
20

21
22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

New Business Item #: 23

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Restaurant Row Improvement Project

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 reiterates is support for the are Alliance proposed
improvements for Restaurant Row, including in-ground solar po low-level lighting and restaurant
listing signs near the intersection. Restaura ported this project last year
and were pleased by the extensive outreach, ents undertaken by the

Times Square Alliance.

We request the assistance of the Department of T

i ¢ the project is expedited. We
understand this may Wated funding be transferred 'EDC or another agency and hope
strea

you might be able to a is process.

Both Restaurant Row iation a imes Square M are valuable resources and community
members and we appreciat i ip.with MCB4# on this and other projects.

>

in ensuring can be implemented in a timely fashion.

sident, Scott Stringer

Ellen Gold es Square Alliance
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Chelsea Land Use Committee (CLU) Item #:1

October 3, 2013

Director Amanda M. Burden
Department of City Planning
22 Reade Street

New York, New York 10007

Michael Ben-Asher

Legal Department

Department of Consumer Affairs
42 Broadway

New York, New York 10004

Re:  ULURP No. N130021ECM
New York Fast Gourmet Premier, LLC
DBA: New York Burger Co.

rd
470 West 23 Street, Borough of Manhattan
Dear Director Burden and Mr. Ben-Asher:

At the recommendation of its Chelsea Land Use Committee, Manhattan Community Board No.
4, having held a duly noticed public hearing on ULURP application number N130021ECM,
reluctantly recommends approval of the application by New York Fast Gourmet Premier,

LLC for a renewal for an enclosed sidewalk café with 25 tables and 54 seats to be operated at
rd

rd
470 West 23 Street, the southeast corner of the intersection of West 23 Street and Tenth
Avenue.

Although we are fundamentally opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes, and to this one in particular,
we acknowledge that this operation has proved to be successful and is a great improvement over
the decrepit structure we were accustomed to having on our sidewalk. Before we approved the
applicant's original application in December 2010 this location had proven to be problematic for
restaurant operators for more than twenty five years. Even with the benefit of an enclosed
sidewalk café, a succession of restaurants had failed, at times leaving an abandoned, decaying
structure on this prominent West Chelsea corner for years at a time.

We are opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general for three reasons:

i. They are permanent structures that appropriate public property for private use without
providing a public benefit;

ii. Unlike unenclosed sidewalk cafes which can add to community ambiance and create more
vibrant streetscapes, enclosed sidewalk cafes isolate diners from sidewalk activity and the
community; and
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iii. Since they are permanent structures, they are difficult to remove should that be warranted.

In addition to these general concerns, we are specifically opposed to an enclosed sidewalk cafe at
this location because it leaves an unacceptably narrow 7°6” clear sidewalk on a heavily trafficked
corner. The sidewalks of West Chelsea have become increasingly crowded as the area has
developed over the last few years, spurred by the flourishing West Chelsea art district, Chelsea
Piers, Chelsea Waterside Park, the new Hudson River Park and the High Line. It is not
uncommon on a sunny weekend afternoon to encounter a lengthy queue waiting to pass through
the bottleneck on Tenth Avenue created by this sidewalk café structure. The completion of
Segment II of the High Line brought an access stair diagonally across the intersection, further
increasing congestion, and the continued development of West Chelsea seems to increase
pedestrian traffic on a daily basis.

We have long sought the removal of this intrusive structure and would like to note that 470 West

rd
23 Street was grudgingly included in the Chelsea Historic District Extension with the then
newly-built sidewalk café structure in place. This regrettable decision makes removal of this
unfortunately sited structure even more difficult.

Despite our opposition to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general, and to this one in particular, since
the structure already exists we are faced with the choice between an operating restaurant and an
abandoned structure. Until we succeed in having the structure removed, we are forced to choose
the restaurant option and reluctantly recommend approval of the application.

Sincerely,
Corey, Lee, Betty

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn

NYC Council Speaker Quinn’s Office -Melanie Larocca
NYC Council Land Use Division — Danielle DeCerbo
NYS Senator Brad Hoylman

NYS Assemblyman Richard Gottfried

MBP Scott Stringer

MBPO - Brian Cook

Applicant —
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 14
October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Bolt Bus On Street Terminal Location
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October 2013 full board meeting, Manhattan Communi (CB4) vote in favor and
__ against to approve relocating two Long Distance Bus Wreet Terminals (On Stree Loading and

Unloading zone) to the north curb of West 33" Street j st of Elemenue.
priate locations, we‘continue to

odate this growing mode of
udson Yards rezoning and this

While CB4 agrees to approve a limited number of interim st
request that the city create a permanent bus terminal structure to
transportation. Such a bus terminal was co

itted, as part of the 2
Community Board has advocated for its dev since that time.

CB4 applauds the initiative to relocate two exis
locations on West 33™ Street between Seventh a
Eighth Avenue. These stops:coiiti inue to be problemati i ring businesses and for

allocate an average of 41 daily departures and 42 daily arrivals to the west

o the hours of 6:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. serving existing destinations
(Greenbelt/Baltimore, adelphia/Cherry Hill, Washington, D.C.), and a new destination, Pittsburgh.
During peak days departures at this new stop would reach 52 daily with up to six departures and three
arrivals per hour.

" The West 39" Street and Tenth Avenue location originally proposed by DOT and Bolt had insufficient space for queuing
passengers, was adjacent to one of the very few parks in aouth Hell’s Kitchen, was dangerous to pedestrians, and was challenging
for bus egress.
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Separately, fourteen departures and fourteen arrivals from the existing West 33" and West 34" Street
locations would be relocated to the East side of Manhattan serving Boston.

Buses will use Eleventh Avenue to arrive from the Lincoln Tunnel and the West Side Highway and West
40" Street to leave for their destination, thus, having no impact on residential or more commercial streets.
The applicant already uses a layover location on Eleventh Avenue.

The waiting area would be on a 300 foot long, 10 foot wide sidewalk, along the
yards, 4 feet of which would be used for loading, unloading and circulation,
queuing. This allows for up to 200 passengers queuing, on a stretch of si
of pedestrian traffic.

vits truck marshaling
t for passenger
alk currently mostly devoid

Bolt Bus provided a sidewalk location plan for waiting passengers. red that they will
have a minimum of two (2) staff people during all hours of o iti ak hours. DOT
will also require that they keep the sidewalk area free of Wand ensure on-going cle
to be sufficient space for food vendors to congregate ai end of the stop. We are con

does not require applicants to make arrangements for rest acilit&*ther through agreements with
nearby businesses (in this location likely the Javits Center) o -a-sahs. Given our eXperience at
other locations, we will be watchful of whether this policy is appropriate and may ask DOT to require on-
site port-a-sans or linkages to area business i s. Bolt provides rest rooms on
their buses.

CB4 has long expressed concern about private s, including sidewalks. We thus feel
that when a private entity uses public spaces they mmediate area improvements
and/or beautification to co. . preciate that DOT is requesting the

city to remove surroun i ifi (e.g. improving nearby landscaping/installing
tallation and maintenance of public benches)

" Street at peak hours. While it likely has increased since then, it is still
fewer than most corne he area. As such the intersection is fairly safe for approaching travelers, who
will mostly arrive via the West 34" Street SBS or the #7 subway train at West 33™ Street, once open.

Eleventh Avenue o

Thank you for your partnership with CB4 in implementing practical and appropriate intercity bus location
in our district.

CJ/CB/JM
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 15

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: High Line Hotel — Loading Zone Request

VN
Dear Commissioner Forgione: V amN
y 4
At its full board meeting, Manhattan Community Boar B4) vote

by _ in favor and i
deny the installation of parking signs allowing a 100*“1oa one in fi of the High Line hotel, on the
east side of Tenth Avenue between West 20" and West 21 x &
The High Line hotel, located in the building.formerly known as th logical Seminary, occupies the
whole frontage of the block between West 2

West 21% streets. rance is located on the
southern portion of the block. The current par\ ion at the curb s: “No Standing 7 — 10
Me

AM, except Sunday” and “No Parking 7 AM — ay”. ’

For hotels of 100 rooms of 1 e Department o oﬂat@Y does not automatically grant a
loading zone and reques Board revie d recommendations. In our previous
ller hote

recommendations fo ing zones, we have sought to accommodate both the business

needs and surrounding ing/traffic needs of the area sidents. In this instance we do not find any
pressing business needs a co out the traffic implications

e hotel buws would be harmed by leaving the existing

mber observations reflected typical availability of spaces on
a.m. to 7 p.m., parking is not permitted leaving ample room for

the extensive (and increasing) traffic on Tenth Avenue and its role as a truck route linking the west side
highway at West 14" Street, to the Lincoln Tunnel entrances on West 30" and West 40" Streets. It would
also break the existing consistent parking regulations (no standing 7am to 10am and no parking 7am to
7pm) continuously along the East side of the avenue from West 14" to West 22™ Streets.

CB4 thus recommends that this application be denied.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 16

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  West 41% Street and Ninth Avenue safety improvem
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October full board meeting, Manhattan Co.

approved the proposed redesign and signal light chang Street
and Ninth Avenue in response. We feel this is an appropri d well-conceived response to the
many collisions that have occurred ther he Hell’s Kitchen Traffic

Study, and especially to the collision in cond recent fatality.

However, CB4 asks that the Department of Transpo oT) re’arch our questions related
to the signage plan and come back to the transportation co ithin two months from now,
before implementation or the begim 2014.

The proposed configurati ill provi i Wnal on Ninth Avenue at W. 41* Street,
i cles to allow pedestrians to cross W. 41%

pedestrian conflict”. In addition bulb outs will
ewalk to accommodate more pedestrians and slow the

enforced.

The DOT proposal for signal and traffic changes also includes dedicating two (instead of the
current one) turning lanes between W. 41* and W. 42" Street along Ninth Avenue and one left
lane between W. 42" and W. 44™ Streets, to bus traffic during peak hour. This would help
enhance the capacity of this segment, and reduce queuing at this entrance by redirecting cars and
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trucks queuing for the Lincoln Tunnel to use the east side of Ninth Avenue until they are pass W.
41* Street. Signage will help drivers to make the proper choice as soon as possible.

However the devil is in the details and we ask that the DOT explore solutions to the following
concerns and return to the transportation committee within the next two months for the
community to review the final plan before installation:

d at the modified

Can accessible (audible) and countdown pedestrian signals be i
intersection?

Avenue because of
buses leaving the

In the morning, there is often back up at W. 41 Street
trucks clogging the W. 41st Street entrance when it sh

Bus Terminal. Ninth Avenue is the major Lincol e
for New Jersey after matinee and evening Broﬁa
weekend, this entrance is overcrowded causi
restrict the W. 41% Street entrance to bus

for drivers, and it would simplify signage and e
Daily back ups on Ninth Avenue usually starts at W.
the dedicated bus lane be expanMo W. 46" Str.
Will the dedicated bus lane be pai

IM is. the custo r new bus lanes? It
would be self explanatory to cars an cks.

treet or further north. Could

We appreciate suspend highway signage ! the neighborhood. It may make
sense to sus s to all traffie signals south of W. 460 Street, indicating,

to include such a message on the

install new signs on side streets that are feeding into Ninth Avenue at
d W. 42", enjoining cars and trucks and through traffic to keep left,
using the eas es of 9" Avenue. Below W. 41 Street, it is common for drivers to turn
in the left lanes and then try to enter the queues further south, blocking the flow of traffic
on the avenue. The signs should indicate the path to the Lincoln tunnel as the right lanes
or going straight. There is an old Lincoln Tunnel sign on the southeast corner of W. 39"
Street that could be reused for that purpose or replaced.

Again, CB4 is delighted with DOT’s proposal and the schedule of implementation. We are also
pleased to hear that the W. 43" Street and Ninth Avenue intersection will be equipped with a



79  similar split phase signal in early 2014. These are major steps toward a better and safer Ninth
80 Avenue.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 17

October XX, 2013

Kevin Jeffrey

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Parks Department

24 W. 61 Street, 5th Floor

New York, NY 10023

Re: Tree pit widening program
Dear Commissioner Jeffrey:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
outreach and ensure on-going block resident communi
whenever it does tree pit widening and ensure community ipation in decision making when
the widening leaves less than six foot p

trian access and/o ire extensive sidewalk
replacement.

Earlier this year the Parks Department sent notices ts of seﬁl blocks in Chelsea that
they will be widening tree pits in the area to prom health and prevent tree roots

breaking sidewalks. As advocates fo hattan CB4 supports this effort.
However, discussion‘with resi reet between Eighth and Ninth Avenue leaves

us with several ¢

er stoops left less than six foot passage, creating
bound residents of the block. Some of the sidewalk

ormed of the specific work or the timetable for completion and
site were responsible for resident communication or outreach. We
Commission Margaret Forgione has assisted to facilitate

communications bet the Parks Department and residents.

Manhattan CB4 thus requests that the Parks Department:

® Assign a staff person to act as a communication liaison with residents of streets affected
by work;
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¢ Hold a block meeting in advance of beginning work on a street where they provide
residents and property owners with a description and drawings of the work to be
completed, the timetable for completion and the name and phone number of the
community liaison to answer questions and address complaints of poor workmanship;

® In cases where proposed tree pit widening will leave less than six foot pedestrian clear
pathway, not finalize design until there is discussion with reside

We also request that you review the work completed on West 19" t and ensure curbs are

fully reinstalled and severe uneven sidewalk locations be redon

Thank you very much for your consideration. -

A(:;x\

)

N 7
ALY

e 4

Sincerely yours,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 18

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  City Bench Removal Request - West 23" Street (Six

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
West 23™ Street) be removed. This is requested to imp

Selis Manor is a 33 year-old, fourteen resident for 200 individuals. Several residents
and building management requested thm be removew residents are used to
using the building line as a guiding post, u alking sticks, e bench is an obstacle
to their passage and generally makes naviw X

0, thus not used by many
residents.

We understand, sinc sportation Committee VOt!d to recommend this action to the
full Community eed to remove the bench within the next couple of weeks.

We appreciate their expe ion and action.

Jp— V
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 19

October XX, 2013

Kristen Edwards

Director, Homeless Outreach

Goddard Riverside Community Center
40 Exchange Place, Suite 777

New York, NY 10005

Re: West 46" Street at Tenth Avenue

Dear Ms. Edwards:

Manhattan Community Board #4 appreciates the
Goddard Riverside Community Center in our communi
with a homeless woman who has frequently occupied the

Tenth Avenue and West 46™ Street. Wem request bas
nearby building who have indicated that ings often blo
occasionally is rude. Reports to the police have n helpful a

belongings if no one is there to attend them.

We appreciate that the utreach team responde& both neighbor and resident calls

to 311. Workers have reported hey have interacted with her on occasion and she has not

accepted offer of. She has not also been t veral times they arrived after a phone
call (response times can up ur in perio

of high volume).
am takes !pproach of seeking to build trust with homeless

bench on the northeast corner of
the reports of residents of a
sidewalk and

y will only remove

resident witho
encourage them to
request and after Co

t ensuring that services to mitigate any negative behavior and potentially
elter. In addition, bench locations were decided based on resident
unity Board review and approval.

If problems remain we might feel it necessary to remove the bench, but ask for your assistance in
addressing this situation in, hopefully, a more appropriate way.

Sincerely,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 20

October XX, 2013

Captain David Miller
Manhattan 10™ Precinct
NYC Police Department
230 West 20" Street
New York, NY 10011

Margaret Forgione
Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 37" Floor
New York, NY 10038

at increase their efforts to
reduce illegal truck usage of West 15™ Stree ¢ est 22" Str&f!s, west of Seventh
Avenue. This is in response from complaints of dent on West 15 Street, West 19 Street,

Police Department worked with the Community Board to
ck associations the Chelsea Council of Block

ic led t0 street noise on these low-rise building
emuding busted water pipes on West 15" Street

streets to get to avenues, rather than truck routes (West 14™ and West 34th Streets). They also
reported signs in several locations were removed for construction projects and not reinstalled or
have become blocked by overgrown trees, including signs on Tenth Avenue near West 22"
Street and before Ninth Avenue on West 19" Street.



We thus request that, similar to 2007 and 2008, DOT and the Police Department work together to
both install improved signage and increase enforcement. The Transportation Committee of the
Community Board stands ready to work with you by identifying appropriate place for new or
improved signage and specific streets for increased ticketing/enforcement.

We request that both agencies keep us informed of their efforts over the next month

s

ﬂ(";x
)

N 7
ALY

e 4




[

O oo ~NOOULL D WN

N Y
Uubdh WN RO

16
17

18
19
20

21
22
23
24
25

26
27
28
29
30
31
32

33
34
35
36
37
38
39

LANDMARKS COMMITTEE Item #: 21

September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, ninth floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 508-534 West 26" Street
West Chelsea Historic District

Dear Chair Tierney,

The work consists of the introduction of ne t , entrance doors, and exterior
stairs to openings that were previously entirel ese opening locations
currently have a combination of opaque infill a with exterﬁtairs, to be removed.

The proposed storefront would.be of similar design to whichyady been installed on the ground
floor of the loft building i to the west, extending a consistent treatment across much of the

length of the block, and establishi ommon thread between historically separate loft buildings which

have otherwise di e treatments, including tw ate fenestration systems on their upper
floors. Y 4

i ing motive,”ds that it detracts from the two buildings’ discrete

The Board makes a fu ecommendation to enlarge the ground floor masonry openings to match those
on the building’s upper floors, which forcefully express its structural system. Intermediate piers on the
ground floor now create smaller openings within two adjacent column bays, weakening the structural
clarity that is the building’s greatest compositional merit. The current subsidiary openings appear to be of
incidental, formerly functional origin rather than a reflection of the original architect’s greater design
vision. Substitution of broader glazing for the intermediate ground floor piers may be welcomed as an
available option by the owner, and would contribute to the vitality of the street.

2 This letter is subject to ratification of Full Board at the Wednesday, October 2, 2013 meeting.
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The Board recommends approval of this application, but would strongly prefer incorporation of the

changes described above.

Sincerely,

S

Corey Johnson

Chair

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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Attachments A and B: Revised drawing by applicant’s arch i ratiﬁ} MCB4’s reco
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Landmarks Committee Item #: 22
September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, 9th floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 58-60 Ninth Avenue
West Chelsea Historic District o

F N
y 4
Dear Chair Tierney: Y 4

Community Board 4 is writing in response to anm by vaner's architect
%

of proposed work at 58-60 Ninth Avenue.

approval

The property is comprised of two build

“ich are connec
cellar floor. The work consists of:

both the ground floor and the

ation from us. Although this work is entirely
ork that goes that far below ground must go

no objections to this work provided the neighboring
ected and provided that all the necessary prep work and
ts (and any other required permits) are granted.

Sincerely,
Corey Johnson Pamela Wolff
Chair Chair, Landmarks Committee

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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New Business Item #: 23

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Restaurant Row Improvement Project

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 reiterates is support for the are Alliance proposed
improvements for Restaurant Row, including in-ground solar po low-level lighting and restaurant
listing signs near the intersection. Restaura ported this project last year
and were pleased by the extensive outreach, ents undertaken by the

Times Square Alliance.

We request the assistance of the Department of T

i ¢ the project is expedited. We
understand this may Wated funding be transferred 'EDC or another agency and hope
strea

you might be able to a is process.

Both Restaurant Row iation a imes Square M are valuable resources and community
members and we appreciat i ip.with MCB4# on this and other projects.

>

in ensuring can be implemented in a timely fashion.

sident, Scott Stringer

Ellen Gold es Square Alliance
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Chelsea Land Use Committee (CLU) Item #:1

October 3, 2013

Director Amanda M. Burden
Department of City Planning
22 Reade Street

New York, New York 10007

Michael Ben-Asher

Legal Department

Department of Consumer Affairs
42 Broadway

New York, New York 10004

Re:  ULURP No. N130021ECM
New York Fast Gourmet Premier, LLC
DBA: New York Burger Co.

rd
470 West 23 Street, Borough of Manhattan
Dear Director Burden and Mr. Ben-Asher:

At the recommendation of its Chelsea Land Use Committee, Manhattan Community Board No.
4, having held a duly noticed public hearing on ULURP application number N130021ECM,
reluctantly recommends approval of the application by New York Fast Gourmet Premier,

LLC for a renewal for an enclosed sidewalk café with 25 tables and 54 seats to be operated at
rd

rd
470 West 23 Street, the southeast corner of the intersection of West 23 Street and Tenth
Avenue.

Although we are fundamentally opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes, and to this one in particular,
we acknowledge that this operation has proved to be successful and is a great improvement over
the decrepit structure we were accustomed to having on our sidewalk. Before we approved the
applicant's original application in December 2010 this location had proven to be problematic for
restaurant operators for more than twenty five years. Even with the benefit of an enclosed
sidewalk café, a succession of restaurants had failed, at times leaving an abandoned, decaying
structure on this prominent West Chelsea corner for years at a time.

We are opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general for three reasons:

i. They are permanent structures that appropriate public property for private use without
providing a public benefit;

ii. Unlike unenclosed sidewalk cafes which can add to community ambiance and create more
vibrant streetscapes, enclosed sidewalk cafes isolate diners from sidewalk activity and the
community; and
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iii. Since they are permanent structures, they are difficult to remove should that be warranted.

In addition to these general concerns, we are specifically opposed to an enclosed sidewalk cafe at
this location because it leaves an unacceptably narrow 7°6” clear sidewalk on a heavily trafficked
corner. The sidewalks of West Chelsea have become increasingly crowded as the area has
developed over the last few years, spurred by the flourishing West Chelsea art district, Chelsea
Piers, Chelsea Waterside Park, the new Hudson River Park and the High Line. It is not
uncommon on a sunny weekend afternoon to encounter a lengthy queue waiting to pass through
the bottleneck on Tenth Avenue created by this sidewalk café structure. The completion of
Segment II of the High Line brought an access stair diagonally across the intersection, further
increasing congestion, and the continued development of West Chelsea seems to increase
pedestrian traffic on a daily basis.

We have long sought the removal of this intrusive structure and would like to note that 470 West

rd
23 Street was grudgingly included in the Chelsea Historic District Extension with the then
newly-built sidewalk café structure in place. This regrettable decision makes removal of this
unfortunately sited structure even more difficult.

Despite our opposition to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general, and to this one in particular, since
the structure already exists we are faced with the choice between an operating restaurant and an
abandoned structure. Until we succeed in having the structure removed, we are forced to choose
the restaurant option and reluctantly recommend approval of the application.

Sincerely,
Corey, Lee, Betty

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn

NYC Council Speaker Quinn’s Office -Melanie Larocca
NYC Council Land Use Division — Danielle DeCerbo
NYS Senator Brad Hoylman

NYS Assemblyman Richard Gottfried

MBP Scott Stringer

MBPO - Brian Cook

Applicant —
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 14
October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Bolt Bus On Street Terminal Location
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October 2013 full board meeting, Manhattan Communi (CB4) vote in favor and
__ against to approve relocating two Long Distance Bus Wreet Terminals (On Stree Loading and

Unloading zone) to the north curb of West 33" Street j st of Elemenue.
priate locations, we‘continue to

odate this growing mode of
udson Yards rezoning and this

While CB4 agrees to approve a limited number of interim st
request that the city create a permanent bus terminal structure to
transportation. Such a bus terminal was co

itted, as part of the 2
Community Board has advocated for its dev since that time.

CB4 applauds the initiative to relocate two exis
locations on West 33™ Street between Seventh a
Eighth Avenue. These stops:coiiti inue to be problemati i ring businesses and for

allocate an average of 41 daily departures and 42 daily arrivals to the west

o the hours of 6:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. serving existing destinations
(Greenbelt/Baltimore, adelphia/Cherry Hill, Washington, D.C.), and a new destination, Pittsburgh.
During peak days departures at this new stop would reach 52 daily with up to six departures and three
arrivals per hour.

" The West 39" Street and Tenth Avenue location originally proposed by DOT and Bolt had insufficient space for queuing
passengers, was adjacent to one of the very few parks in aouth Hell’s Kitchen, was dangerous to pedestrians, and was challenging
for bus egress.
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Separately, fourteen departures and fourteen arrivals from the existing West 33" and West 34" Street
locations would be relocated to the East side of Manhattan serving Boston.

Buses will use Eleventh Avenue to arrive from the Lincoln Tunnel and the West Side Highway and West
40" Street to leave for their destination, thus, having no impact on residential or more commercial streets.
The applicant already uses a layover location on Eleventh Avenue.

The waiting area would be on a 300 foot long, 10 foot wide sidewalk, along the
yards, 4 feet of which would be used for loading, unloading and circulation,
queuing. This allows for up to 200 passengers queuing, on a stretch of si
of pedestrian traffic.

vits truck marshaling
t for passenger
alk currently mostly devoid

Bolt Bus provided a sidewalk location plan for waiting passengers. red that they will
have a minimum of two (2) staff people during all hours of o iti ak hours. DOT
will also require that they keep the sidewalk area free of Wand ensure on-going cle
to be sufficient space for food vendors to congregate ai end of the stop. We are con

does not require applicants to make arrangements for rest acilit&*ther through agreements with
nearby businesses (in this location likely the Javits Center) o -a-sahs. Given our eXperience at
other locations, we will be watchful of whether this policy is appropriate and may ask DOT to require on-
site port-a-sans or linkages to area business i s. Bolt provides rest rooms on
their buses.

CB4 has long expressed concern about private s, including sidewalks. We thus feel
that when a private entity uses public spaces they mmediate area improvements
and/or beautification to co. . preciate that DOT is requesting the

city to remove surroun i ifi (e.g. improving nearby landscaping/installing
tallation and maintenance of public benches)

" Street at peak hours. While it likely has increased since then, it is still
fewer than most corne he area. As such the intersection is fairly safe for approaching travelers, who
will mostly arrive via the West 34" Street SBS or the #7 subway train at West 33™ Street, once open.

Eleventh Avenue o

Thank you for your partnership with CB4 in implementing practical and appropriate intercity bus location
in our district.

CJ/CB/JM
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 15

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: High Line Hotel — Loading Zone Request

VN
Dear Commissioner Forgione: V amN
y 4
At its full board meeting, Manhattan Community Boar B4) vote

by _ in favor and i
deny the installation of parking signs allowing a 100*“1oa one in fi of the High Line hotel, on the
east side of Tenth Avenue between West 20" and West 21 x &
The High Line hotel, located in the building.formerly known as th logical Seminary, occupies the
whole frontage of the block between West 2

West 21% streets. rance is located on the
southern portion of the block. The current par\ ion at the curb s: “No Standing 7 — 10
Me

AM, except Sunday” and “No Parking 7 AM — ay”. ’

For hotels of 100 rooms of 1 e Department o oﬂat@Y does not automatically grant a
loading zone and reques Board revie d recommendations. In our previous
ller hote

recommendations fo ing zones, we have sought to accommodate both the business

needs and surrounding ing/traffic needs of the area sidents. In this instance we do not find any
pressing business needs a co out the traffic implications

e hotel buws would be harmed by leaving the existing

mber observations reflected typical availability of spaces on
a.m. to 7 p.m., parking is not permitted leaving ample room for

the extensive (and increasing) traffic on Tenth Avenue and its role as a truck route linking the west side
highway at West 14" Street, to the Lincoln Tunnel entrances on West 30" and West 40" Streets. It would
also break the existing consistent parking regulations (no standing 7am to 10am and no parking 7am to
7pm) continuously along the East side of the avenue from West 14" to West 22™ Streets.

CB4 thus recommends that this application be denied.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 16

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  West 41% Street and Ninth Avenue safety improvem
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October full board meeting, Manhattan Co.

approved the proposed redesign and signal light chang Street
and Ninth Avenue in response. We feel this is an appropri d well-conceived response to the
many collisions that have occurred ther he Hell’s Kitchen Traffic

Study, and especially to the collision in cond recent fatality.

However, CB4 asks that the Department of Transpo oT) re’arch our questions related
to the signage plan and come back to the transportation co ithin two months from now,
before implementation or the begim 2014.

The proposed configurati ill provi i Wnal on Ninth Avenue at W. 41* Street,
i cles to allow pedestrians to cross W. 41%

pedestrian conflict”. In addition bulb outs will
ewalk to accommodate more pedestrians and slow the

enforced.

The DOT proposal for signal and traffic changes also includes dedicating two (instead of the
current one) turning lanes between W. 41* and W. 42" Street along Ninth Avenue and one left
lane between W. 42" and W. 44™ Streets, to bus traffic during peak hour. This would help
enhance the capacity of this segment, and reduce queuing at this entrance by redirecting cars and
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trucks queuing for the Lincoln Tunnel to use the east side of Ninth Avenue until they are pass W.
41* Street. Signage will help drivers to make the proper choice as soon as possible.

However the devil is in the details and we ask that the DOT explore solutions to the following
concerns and return to the transportation committee within the next two months for the
community to review the final plan before installation:

d at the modified

Can accessible (audible) and countdown pedestrian signals be i
intersection?

Avenue because of
buses leaving the

In the morning, there is often back up at W. 41 Street
trucks clogging the W. 41st Street entrance when it sh

Bus Terminal. Ninth Avenue is the major Lincol e
for New Jersey after matinee and evening Broﬁa
weekend, this entrance is overcrowded causi
restrict the W. 41% Street entrance to bus

for drivers, and it would simplify signage and e
Daily back ups on Ninth Avenue usually starts at W.
the dedicated bus lane be expanMo W. 46" Str.
Will the dedicated bus lane be pai

IM is. the custo r new bus lanes? It
would be self explanatory to cars an cks.

treet or further north. Could

We appreciate suspend highway signage ! the neighborhood. It may make
sense to sus s to all traffie signals south of W. 460 Street, indicating,

to include such a message on the

install new signs on side streets that are feeding into Ninth Avenue at
d W. 42", enjoining cars and trucks and through traffic to keep left,
using the eas es of 9" Avenue. Below W. 41 Street, it is common for drivers to turn
in the left lanes and then try to enter the queues further south, blocking the flow of traffic
on the avenue. The signs should indicate the path to the Lincoln tunnel as the right lanes
or going straight. There is an old Lincoln Tunnel sign on the southeast corner of W. 39"
Street that could be reused for that purpose or replaced.

Again, CB4 is delighted with DOT’s proposal and the schedule of implementation. We are also
pleased to hear that the W. 43" Street and Ninth Avenue intersection will be equipped with a



79  similar split phase signal in early 2014. These are major steps toward a better and safer Ninth
80 Avenue.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 17

October XX, 2013

Kevin Jeffrey

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Parks Department

24 W. 61 Street, 5th Floor

New York, NY 10023

Re: Tree pit widening program
Dear Commissioner Jeffrey:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
outreach and ensure on-going block resident communi
whenever it does tree pit widening and ensure community ipation in decision making when
the widening leaves less than six foot p

trian access and/o ire extensive sidewalk
replacement.

Earlier this year the Parks Department sent notices ts of seﬁl blocks in Chelsea that
they will be widening tree pits in the area to prom health and prevent tree roots

breaking sidewalks. As advocates fo hattan CB4 supports this effort.
However, discussion‘with resi reet between Eighth and Ninth Avenue leaves

us with several ¢

er stoops left less than six foot passage, creating
bound residents of the block. Some of the sidewalk

ormed of the specific work or the timetable for completion and
site were responsible for resident communication or outreach. We
Commission Margaret Forgione has assisted to facilitate

communications bet the Parks Department and residents.

Manhattan CB4 thus requests that the Parks Department:

® Assign a staff person to act as a communication liaison with residents of streets affected
by work;



35
36
37
38
39
40
41

42
43

44

45

46

47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60

62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75

¢ Hold a block meeting in advance of beginning work on a street where they provide
residents and property owners with a description and drawings of the work to be
completed, the timetable for completion and the name and phone number of the
community liaison to answer questions and address complaints of poor workmanship;

® In cases where proposed tree pit widening will leave less than six foot pedestrian clear
pathway, not finalize design until there is discussion with reside

We also request that you review the work completed on West 19" t and ensure curbs are

fully reinstalled and severe uneven sidewalk locations be redon

Thank you very much for your consideration. -

A(:;x\

)

N 7
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Sincerely yours,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 18

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  City Bench Removal Request - West 23" Street (Six

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
West 23™ Street) be removed. This is requested to imp

Selis Manor is a 33 year-old, fourteen resident for 200 individuals. Several residents
and building management requested thm be removew residents are used to
using the building line as a guiding post, u alking sticks, e bench is an obstacle
to their passage and generally makes naviw X

0, thus not used by many
residents.

We understand, sinc sportation Committee VOt!d to recommend this action to the
full Community eed to remove the bench within the next couple of weeks.

We appreciate their expe ion and action.

Jp— V
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 19

October XX, 2013

Kristen Edwards

Director, Homeless Outreach

Goddard Riverside Community Center
40 Exchange Place, Suite 777

New York, NY 10005

Re: West 46" Street at Tenth Avenue

Dear Ms. Edwards:

Manhattan Community Board #4 appreciates the
Goddard Riverside Community Center in our communi
with a homeless woman who has frequently occupied the

Tenth Avenue and West 46™ Street. Wem request bas
nearby building who have indicated that ings often blo
occasionally is rude. Reports to the police have n helpful a

belongings if no one is there to attend them.

We appreciate that the utreach team responde& both neighbor and resident calls

to 311. Workers have reported hey have interacted with her on occasion and she has not

accepted offer of. She has not also been t veral times they arrived after a phone
call (response times can up ur in perio

of high volume).
am takes !pproach of seeking to build trust with homeless

bench on the northeast corner of
the reports of residents of a
sidewalk and

y will only remove

resident witho
encourage them to
request and after Co

t ensuring that services to mitigate any negative behavior and potentially
elter. In addition, bench locations were decided based on resident
unity Board review and approval.

If problems remain we might feel it necessary to remove the bench, but ask for your assistance in
addressing this situation in, hopefully, a more appropriate way.

Sincerely,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 20

October XX, 2013

Captain David Miller
Manhattan 10™ Precinct
NYC Police Department
230 West 20" Street
New York, NY 10011

Margaret Forgione
Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 37" Floor
New York, NY 10038

at increase their efforts to
reduce illegal truck usage of West 15™ Stree ¢ est 22" Str&f!s, west of Seventh
Avenue. This is in response from complaints of dent on West 15 Street, West 19 Street,

Police Department worked with the Community Board to
ck associations the Chelsea Council of Block

ic led t0 street noise on these low-rise building
emuding busted water pipes on West 15" Street

streets to get to avenues, rather than truck routes (West 14™ and West 34th Streets). They also
reported signs in several locations were removed for construction projects and not reinstalled or
have become blocked by overgrown trees, including signs on Tenth Avenue near West 22"
Street and before Ninth Avenue on West 19" Street.



We thus request that, similar to 2007 and 2008, DOT and the Police Department work together to
both install improved signage and increase enforcement. The Transportation Committee of the
Community Board stands ready to work with you by identifying appropriate place for new or
improved signage and specific streets for increased ticketing/enforcement.

We request that both agencies keep us informed of their efforts over the next month

s
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LANDMARKS COMMITTEE Item #: 21

September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, ninth floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 508-534 West 26" Street
West Chelsea Historic District

Dear Chair Tierney,

The work consists of the introduction of ne t , entrance doors, and exterior
stairs to openings that were previously entirel ese opening locations
currently have a combination of opaque infill a with exterﬁtairs, to be removed.

The proposed storefront would.be of similar design to whichyady been installed on the ground
floor of the loft building i to the west, extending a consistent treatment across much of the

length of the block, and establishi ommon thread between historically separate loft buildings which

have otherwise di e treatments, including tw ate fenestration systems on their upper
floors. Y 4

i ing motive,”ds that it detracts from the two buildings’ discrete

The Board makes a fu ecommendation to enlarge the ground floor masonry openings to match those
on the building’s upper floors, which forcefully express its structural system. Intermediate piers on the
ground floor now create smaller openings within two adjacent column bays, weakening the structural
clarity that is the building’s greatest compositional merit. The current subsidiary openings appear to be of
incidental, formerly functional origin rather than a reflection of the original architect’s greater design
vision. Substitution of broader glazing for the intermediate ground floor piers may be welcomed as an
available option by the owner, and would contribute to the vitality of the street.

2 This letter is subject to ratification of Full Board at the Wednesday, October 2, 2013 meeting.
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The Board recommends approval of this application, but would strongly prefer incorporation of the

changes described above.

Sincerely,

S

Corey Johnson

Chair

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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Attachments A and B: Revised drawing by applicant’s arch i ratiﬁ} MCB4’s reco
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Landmarks Committee Item #: 22
September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, 9th floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 58-60 Ninth Avenue
West Chelsea Historic District o

F N
y 4
Dear Chair Tierney: Y 4

Community Board 4 is writing in response to anm by vaner's architect
%

of proposed work at 58-60 Ninth Avenue.

approval

The property is comprised of two build

“ich are connec
cellar floor. The work consists of:

both the ground floor and the

ation from us. Although this work is entirely
ork that goes that far below ground must go

no objections to this work provided the neighboring
ected and provided that all the necessary prep work and
ts (and any other required permits) are granted.

Sincerely,
Corey Johnson Pamela Wolff
Chair Chair, Landmarks Committee

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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New Business Item #: 23

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Restaurant Row Improvement Project

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 reiterates is support for the are Alliance proposed
improvements for Restaurant Row, including in-ground solar po low-level lighting and restaurant
listing signs near the intersection. Restaura ported this project last year
and were pleased by the extensive outreach, ents undertaken by the

Times Square Alliance.

We request the assistance of the Department of T

i ¢ the project is expedited. We
understand this may Wated funding be transferred 'EDC or another agency and hope
strea

you might be able to a is process.

Both Restaurant Row iation a imes Square M are valuable resources and community
members and we appreciat i ip.with MCB4# on this and other projects.

>

in ensuring can be implemented in a timely fashion.

sident, Scott Stringer

Ellen Gold es Square Alliance
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Chelsea Land Use Committee (CLU) Item #:1

October 3, 2013

Director Amanda M. Burden
Department of City Planning
22 Reade Street

New York, New York 10007

Michael Ben-Asher

Legal Department

Department of Consumer Affairs
42 Broadway

New York, New York 10004

Re:  ULURP No. N130021ECM
New York Fast Gourmet Premier, LLC
DBA: New York Burger Co.

rd
470 West 23 Street, Borough of Manhattan
Dear Director Burden and Mr. Ben-Asher:

At the recommendation of its Chelsea Land Use Committee, Manhattan Community Board No.
4, having held a duly noticed public hearing on ULURP application number N130021ECM,
reluctantly recommends approval of the application by New York Fast Gourmet Premier,

LLC for a renewal for an enclosed sidewalk café with 25 tables and 54 seats to be operated at
rd

rd
470 West 23 Street, the southeast corner of the intersection of West 23 Street and Tenth
Avenue.

Although we are fundamentally opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes, and to this one in particular,
we acknowledge that this operation has proved to be successful and is a great improvement over
the decrepit structure we were accustomed to having on our sidewalk. Before we approved the
applicant's original application in December 2010 this location had proven to be problematic for
restaurant operators for more than twenty five years. Even with the benefit of an enclosed
sidewalk café, a succession of restaurants had failed, at times leaving an abandoned, decaying
structure on this prominent West Chelsea corner for years at a time.

We are opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general for three reasons:

i. They are permanent structures that appropriate public property for private use without
providing a public benefit;

ii. Unlike unenclosed sidewalk cafes which can add to community ambiance and create more
vibrant streetscapes, enclosed sidewalk cafes isolate diners from sidewalk activity and the
community; and
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iii. Since they are permanent structures, they are difficult to remove should that be warranted.

In addition to these general concerns, we are specifically opposed to an enclosed sidewalk cafe at
this location because it leaves an unacceptably narrow 7°6” clear sidewalk on a heavily trafficked
corner. The sidewalks of West Chelsea have become increasingly crowded as the area has
developed over the last few years, spurred by the flourishing West Chelsea art district, Chelsea
Piers, Chelsea Waterside Park, the new Hudson River Park and the High Line. It is not
uncommon on a sunny weekend afternoon to encounter a lengthy queue waiting to pass through
the bottleneck on Tenth Avenue created by this sidewalk café structure. The completion of
Segment II of the High Line brought an access stair diagonally across the intersection, further
increasing congestion, and the continued development of West Chelsea seems to increase
pedestrian traffic on a daily basis.

We have long sought the removal of this intrusive structure and would like to note that 470 West

rd
23 Street was grudgingly included in the Chelsea Historic District Extension with the then
newly-built sidewalk café structure in place. This regrettable decision makes removal of this
unfortunately sited structure even more difficult.

Despite our opposition to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general, and to this one in particular, since
the structure already exists we are faced with the choice between an operating restaurant and an
abandoned structure. Until we succeed in having the structure removed, we are forced to choose
the restaurant option and reluctantly recommend approval of the application.

Sincerely,
Corey, Lee, Betty

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn

NYC Council Speaker Quinn’s Office -Melanie Larocca
NYC Council Land Use Division — Danielle DeCerbo
NYS Senator Brad Hoylman

NYS Assemblyman Richard Gottfried

MBP Scott Stringer

MBPO - Brian Cook

Applicant —
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 14
October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Bolt Bus On Street Terminal Location
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October 2013 full board meeting, Manhattan Communi (CB4) vote in favor and
__ against to approve relocating two Long Distance Bus Wreet Terminals (On Stree Loading and

Unloading zone) to the north curb of West 33" Street j st of Elemenue.
priate locations, we‘continue to

odate this growing mode of
udson Yards rezoning and this

While CB4 agrees to approve a limited number of interim st
request that the city create a permanent bus terminal structure to
transportation. Such a bus terminal was co

itted, as part of the 2
Community Board has advocated for its dev since that time.

CB4 applauds the initiative to relocate two exis
locations on West 33™ Street between Seventh a
Eighth Avenue. These stops:coiiti inue to be problemati i ring businesses and for

allocate an average of 41 daily departures and 42 daily arrivals to the west

o the hours of 6:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. serving existing destinations
(Greenbelt/Baltimore, adelphia/Cherry Hill, Washington, D.C.), and a new destination, Pittsburgh.
During peak days departures at this new stop would reach 52 daily with up to six departures and three
arrivals per hour.

" The West 39" Street and Tenth Avenue location originally proposed by DOT and Bolt had insufficient space for queuing
passengers, was adjacent to one of the very few parks in aouth Hell’s Kitchen, was dangerous to pedestrians, and was challenging
for bus egress.
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Separately, fourteen departures and fourteen arrivals from the existing West 33" and West 34" Street
locations would be relocated to the East side of Manhattan serving Boston.

Buses will use Eleventh Avenue to arrive from the Lincoln Tunnel and the West Side Highway and West
40" Street to leave for their destination, thus, having no impact on residential or more commercial streets.
The applicant already uses a layover location on Eleventh Avenue.

The waiting area would be on a 300 foot long, 10 foot wide sidewalk, along the
yards, 4 feet of which would be used for loading, unloading and circulation,
queuing. This allows for up to 200 passengers queuing, on a stretch of si
of pedestrian traffic.

vits truck marshaling
t for passenger
alk currently mostly devoid

Bolt Bus provided a sidewalk location plan for waiting passengers. red that they will
have a minimum of two (2) staff people during all hours of o iti ak hours. DOT
will also require that they keep the sidewalk area free of Wand ensure on-going cle
to be sufficient space for food vendors to congregate ai end of the stop. We are con

does not require applicants to make arrangements for rest acilit&*ther through agreements with
nearby businesses (in this location likely the Javits Center) o -a-sahs. Given our eXperience at
other locations, we will be watchful of whether this policy is appropriate and may ask DOT to require on-
site port-a-sans or linkages to area business i s. Bolt provides rest rooms on
their buses.

CB4 has long expressed concern about private s, including sidewalks. We thus feel
that when a private entity uses public spaces they mmediate area improvements
and/or beautification to co. . preciate that DOT is requesting the

city to remove surroun i ifi (e.g. improving nearby landscaping/installing
tallation and maintenance of public benches)

" Street at peak hours. While it likely has increased since then, it is still
fewer than most corne he area. As such the intersection is fairly safe for approaching travelers, who
will mostly arrive via the West 34" Street SBS or the #7 subway train at West 33™ Street, once open.

Eleventh Avenue o

Thank you for your partnership with CB4 in implementing practical and appropriate intercity bus location
in our district.

CJ/CB/JM
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 15

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: High Line Hotel — Loading Zone Request

VN
Dear Commissioner Forgione: V amN
y 4
At its full board meeting, Manhattan Community Boar B4) vote

by _ in favor and i
deny the installation of parking signs allowing a 100*“1oa one in fi of the High Line hotel, on the
east side of Tenth Avenue between West 20" and West 21 x &
The High Line hotel, located in the building.formerly known as th logical Seminary, occupies the
whole frontage of the block between West 2

West 21% streets. rance is located on the
southern portion of the block. The current par\ ion at the curb s: “No Standing 7 — 10
Me

AM, except Sunday” and “No Parking 7 AM — ay”. ’

For hotels of 100 rooms of 1 e Department o oﬂat@Y does not automatically grant a
loading zone and reques Board revie d recommendations. In our previous
ller hote

recommendations fo ing zones, we have sought to accommodate both the business

needs and surrounding ing/traffic needs of the area sidents. In this instance we do not find any
pressing business needs a co out the traffic implications

e hotel buws would be harmed by leaving the existing

mber observations reflected typical availability of spaces on
a.m. to 7 p.m., parking is not permitted leaving ample room for

the extensive (and increasing) traffic on Tenth Avenue and its role as a truck route linking the west side
highway at West 14" Street, to the Lincoln Tunnel entrances on West 30" and West 40" Streets. It would
also break the existing consistent parking regulations (no standing 7am to 10am and no parking 7am to
7pm) continuously along the East side of the avenue from West 14" to West 22™ Streets.

CB4 thus recommends that this application be denied.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 16

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  West 41% Street and Ninth Avenue safety improvem
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October full board meeting, Manhattan Co.

approved the proposed redesign and signal light chang Street
and Ninth Avenue in response. We feel this is an appropri d well-conceived response to the
many collisions that have occurred ther he Hell’s Kitchen Traffic

Study, and especially to the collision in cond recent fatality.

However, CB4 asks that the Department of Transpo oT) re’arch our questions related
to the signage plan and come back to the transportation co ithin two months from now,
before implementation or the begim 2014.

The proposed configurati ill provi i Wnal on Ninth Avenue at W. 41* Street,
i cles to allow pedestrians to cross W. 41%

pedestrian conflict”. In addition bulb outs will
ewalk to accommodate more pedestrians and slow the

enforced.

The DOT proposal for signal and traffic changes also includes dedicating two (instead of the
current one) turning lanes between W. 41* and W. 42" Street along Ninth Avenue and one left
lane between W. 42" and W. 44™ Streets, to bus traffic during peak hour. This would help
enhance the capacity of this segment, and reduce queuing at this entrance by redirecting cars and
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trucks queuing for the Lincoln Tunnel to use the east side of Ninth Avenue until they are pass W.
41* Street. Signage will help drivers to make the proper choice as soon as possible.

However the devil is in the details and we ask that the DOT explore solutions to the following
concerns and return to the transportation committee within the next two months for the
community to review the final plan before installation:

d at the modified

Can accessible (audible) and countdown pedestrian signals be i
intersection?

Avenue because of
buses leaving the

In the morning, there is often back up at W. 41 Street
trucks clogging the W. 41st Street entrance when it sh

Bus Terminal. Ninth Avenue is the major Lincol e
for New Jersey after matinee and evening Broﬁa
weekend, this entrance is overcrowded causi
restrict the W. 41% Street entrance to bus

for drivers, and it would simplify signage and e
Daily back ups on Ninth Avenue usually starts at W.
the dedicated bus lane be expanMo W. 46" Str.
Will the dedicated bus lane be pai

IM is. the custo r new bus lanes? It
would be self explanatory to cars an cks.

treet or further north. Could

We appreciate suspend highway signage ! the neighborhood. It may make
sense to sus s to all traffie signals south of W. 460 Street, indicating,

to include such a message on the

install new signs on side streets that are feeding into Ninth Avenue at
d W. 42", enjoining cars and trucks and through traffic to keep left,
using the eas es of 9" Avenue. Below W. 41 Street, it is common for drivers to turn
in the left lanes and then try to enter the queues further south, blocking the flow of traffic
on the avenue. The signs should indicate the path to the Lincoln tunnel as the right lanes
or going straight. There is an old Lincoln Tunnel sign on the southeast corner of W. 39"
Street that could be reused for that purpose or replaced.

Again, CB4 is delighted with DOT’s proposal and the schedule of implementation. We are also
pleased to hear that the W. 43" Street and Ninth Avenue intersection will be equipped with a



79  similar split phase signal in early 2014. These are major steps toward a better and safer Ninth
80 Avenue.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 17

October XX, 2013

Kevin Jeffrey

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Parks Department

24 W. 61 Street, 5th Floor

New York, NY 10023

Re: Tree pit widening program
Dear Commissioner Jeffrey:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
outreach and ensure on-going block resident communi
whenever it does tree pit widening and ensure community ipation in decision making when
the widening leaves less than six foot p

trian access and/o ire extensive sidewalk
replacement.

Earlier this year the Parks Department sent notices ts of seﬁl blocks in Chelsea that
they will be widening tree pits in the area to prom health and prevent tree roots

breaking sidewalks. As advocates fo hattan CB4 supports this effort.
However, discussion‘with resi reet between Eighth and Ninth Avenue leaves

us with several ¢

er stoops left less than six foot passage, creating
bound residents of the block. Some of the sidewalk

ormed of the specific work or the timetable for completion and
site were responsible for resident communication or outreach. We
Commission Margaret Forgione has assisted to facilitate

communications bet the Parks Department and residents.

Manhattan CB4 thus requests that the Parks Department:

® Assign a staff person to act as a communication liaison with residents of streets affected
by work;
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¢ Hold a block meeting in advance of beginning work on a street where they provide
residents and property owners with a description and drawings of the work to be
completed, the timetable for completion and the name and phone number of the
community liaison to answer questions and address complaints of poor workmanship;

® In cases where proposed tree pit widening will leave less than six foot pedestrian clear
pathway, not finalize design until there is discussion with reside

We also request that you review the work completed on West 19" t and ensure curbs are

fully reinstalled and severe uneven sidewalk locations be redon

Thank you very much for your consideration. -

A(:;x\

)

N 7
ALY

e 4

Sincerely yours,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 18

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  City Bench Removal Request - West 23" Street (Six

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
West 23™ Street) be removed. This is requested to imp

Selis Manor is a 33 year-old, fourteen resident for 200 individuals. Several residents
and building management requested thm be removew residents are used to
using the building line as a guiding post, u alking sticks, e bench is an obstacle
to their passage and generally makes naviw X

0, thus not used by many
residents.

We understand, sinc sportation Committee VOt!d to recommend this action to the
full Community eed to remove the bench within the next couple of weeks.

We appreciate their expe ion and action.

Jp— V
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 19

October XX, 2013

Kristen Edwards

Director, Homeless Outreach

Goddard Riverside Community Center
40 Exchange Place, Suite 777

New York, NY 10005

Re: West 46" Street at Tenth Avenue

Dear Ms. Edwards:

Manhattan Community Board #4 appreciates the
Goddard Riverside Community Center in our communi
with a homeless woman who has frequently occupied the

Tenth Avenue and West 46™ Street. Wem request bas
nearby building who have indicated that ings often blo
occasionally is rude. Reports to the police have n helpful a

belongings if no one is there to attend them.

We appreciate that the utreach team responde& both neighbor and resident calls

to 311. Workers have reported hey have interacted with her on occasion and she has not

accepted offer of. She has not also been t veral times they arrived after a phone
call (response times can up ur in perio

of high volume).
am takes !pproach of seeking to build trust with homeless

bench on the northeast corner of
the reports of residents of a
sidewalk and

y will only remove

resident witho
encourage them to
request and after Co

t ensuring that services to mitigate any negative behavior and potentially
elter. In addition, bench locations were decided based on resident
unity Board review and approval.

If problems remain we might feel it necessary to remove the bench, but ask for your assistance in
addressing this situation in, hopefully, a more appropriate way.

Sincerely,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 20

October XX, 2013

Captain David Miller
Manhattan 10™ Precinct
NYC Police Department
230 West 20" Street
New York, NY 10011

Margaret Forgione
Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 37" Floor
New York, NY 10038

at increase their efforts to
reduce illegal truck usage of West 15™ Stree ¢ est 22" Str&f!s, west of Seventh
Avenue. This is in response from complaints of dent on West 15 Street, West 19 Street,

Police Department worked with the Community Board to
ck associations the Chelsea Council of Block

ic led t0 street noise on these low-rise building
emuding busted water pipes on West 15" Street

streets to get to avenues, rather than truck routes (West 14™ and West 34th Streets). They also
reported signs in several locations were removed for construction projects and not reinstalled or
have become blocked by overgrown trees, including signs on Tenth Avenue near West 22"
Street and before Ninth Avenue on West 19" Street.



We thus request that, similar to 2007 and 2008, DOT and the Police Department work together to
both install improved signage and increase enforcement. The Transportation Committee of the
Community Board stands ready to work with you by identifying appropriate place for new or
improved signage and specific streets for increased ticketing/enforcement.

We request that both agencies keep us informed of their efforts over the next month

s
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LANDMARKS COMMITTEE Item #: 21

September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, ninth floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 508-534 West 26" Street
West Chelsea Historic District

Dear Chair Tierney,

The work consists of the introduction of ne t , entrance doors, and exterior
stairs to openings that were previously entirel ese opening locations
currently have a combination of opaque infill a with exterﬁtairs, to be removed.

The proposed storefront would.be of similar design to whichyady been installed on the ground
floor of the loft building i to the west, extending a consistent treatment across much of the

length of the block, and establishi ommon thread between historically separate loft buildings which

have otherwise di e treatments, including tw ate fenestration systems on their upper
floors. Y 4

i ing motive,”ds that it detracts from the two buildings’ discrete

The Board makes a fu ecommendation to enlarge the ground floor masonry openings to match those
on the building’s upper floors, which forcefully express its structural system. Intermediate piers on the
ground floor now create smaller openings within two adjacent column bays, weakening the structural
clarity that is the building’s greatest compositional merit. The current subsidiary openings appear to be of
incidental, formerly functional origin rather than a reflection of the original architect’s greater design
vision. Substitution of broader glazing for the intermediate ground floor piers may be welcomed as an
available option by the owner, and would contribute to the vitality of the street.

2 This letter is subject to ratification of Full Board at the Wednesday, October 2, 2013 meeting.
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The Board recommends approval of this application, but would strongly prefer incorporation of the

changes described above.

Sincerely,

S

Corey Johnson

Chair

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn

o
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Attachments A and B: Revised drawing by applicant’s arch i ratiﬁ} MCB4’s reco
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Landmarks Committee Item #: 22
September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, 9th floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 58-60 Ninth Avenue
West Chelsea Historic District o

F N
y 4
Dear Chair Tierney: Y 4

Community Board 4 is writing in response to anm by vaner's architect
%

of proposed work at 58-60 Ninth Avenue.

approval

The property is comprised of two build

“ich are connec
cellar floor. The work consists of:

both the ground floor and the

ation from us. Although this work is entirely
ork that goes that far below ground must go

no objections to this work provided the neighboring
ected and provided that all the necessary prep work and
ts (and any other required permits) are granted.

Sincerely,
Corey Johnson Pamela Wolff
Chair Chair, Landmarks Committee

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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New Business Item #: 23

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Restaurant Row Improvement Project

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 reiterates is support for the are Alliance proposed
improvements for Restaurant Row, including in-ground solar po low-level lighting and restaurant
listing signs near the intersection. Restaura ported this project last year
and were pleased by the extensive outreach, ents undertaken by the

Times Square Alliance.

We request the assistance of the Department of T

i ¢ the project is expedited. We
understand this may Wated funding be transferred 'EDC or another agency and hope
strea

you might be able to a is process.

Both Restaurant Row iation a imes Square M are valuable resources and community
members and we appreciat i ip.with MCB4# on this and other projects.

>

in ensuring can be implemented in a timely fashion.

sident, Scott Stringer

Ellen Gold es Square Alliance
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Chelsea Land Use Committee (CLU) Item #:1

October 3, 2013

Director Amanda M. Burden
Department of City Planning
22 Reade Street

New York, New York 10007

Michael Ben-Asher

Legal Department

Department of Consumer Affairs
42 Broadway

New York, New York 10004

Re:  ULURP No. N130021ECM
New York Fast Gourmet Premier, LLC
DBA: New York Burger Co.

rd
470 West 23 Street, Borough of Manhattan
Dear Director Burden and Mr. Ben-Asher:

At the recommendation of its Chelsea Land Use Committee, Manhattan Community Board No.
4, having held a duly noticed public hearing on ULURP application number N130021ECM,
reluctantly recommends approval of the application by New York Fast Gourmet Premier,

LLC for a renewal for an enclosed sidewalk café with 25 tables and 54 seats to be operated at
rd

rd
470 West 23 Street, the southeast corner of the intersection of West 23 Street and Tenth
Avenue.

Although we are fundamentally opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes, and to this one in particular,
we acknowledge that this operation has proved to be successful and is a great improvement over
the decrepit structure we were accustomed to having on our sidewalk. Before we approved the
applicant's original application in December 2010 this location had proven to be problematic for
restaurant operators for more than twenty five years. Even with the benefit of an enclosed
sidewalk café, a succession of restaurants had failed, at times leaving an abandoned, decaying
structure on this prominent West Chelsea corner for years at a time.

We are opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general for three reasons:

i. They are permanent structures that appropriate public property for private use without
providing a public benefit;

ii. Unlike unenclosed sidewalk cafes which can add to community ambiance and create more
vibrant streetscapes, enclosed sidewalk cafes isolate diners from sidewalk activity and the
community; and
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iii. Since they are permanent structures, they are difficult to remove should that be warranted.

In addition to these general concerns, we are specifically opposed to an enclosed sidewalk cafe at
this location because it leaves an unacceptably narrow 7°6” clear sidewalk on a heavily trafficked
corner. The sidewalks of West Chelsea have become increasingly crowded as the area has
developed over the last few years, spurred by the flourishing West Chelsea art district, Chelsea
Piers, Chelsea Waterside Park, the new Hudson River Park and the High Line. It is not
uncommon on a sunny weekend afternoon to encounter a lengthy queue waiting to pass through
the bottleneck on Tenth Avenue created by this sidewalk café structure. The completion of
Segment II of the High Line brought an access stair diagonally across the intersection, further
increasing congestion, and the continued development of West Chelsea seems to increase
pedestrian traffic on a daily basis.

We have long sought the removal of this intrusive structure and would like to note that 470 West

rd
23 Street was grudgingly included in the Chelsea Historic District Extension with the then
newly-built sidewalk café structure in place. This regrettable decision makes removal of this
unfortunately sited structure even more difficult.

Despite our opposition to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general, and to this one in particular, since
the structure already exists we are faced with the choice between an operating restaurant and an
abandoned structure. Until we succeed in having the structure removed, we are forced to choose
the restaurant option and reluctantly recommend approval of the application.

Sincerely,
Corey, Lee, Betty

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn

NYC Council Speaker Quinn’s Office -Melanie Larocca
NYC Council Land Use Division — Danielle DeCerbo
NYS Senator Brad Hoylman

NYS Assemblyman Richard Gottfried

MBP Scott Stringer

MBPO - Brian Cook

Applicant —
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 14
October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Bolt Bus On Street Terminal Location
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October 2013 full board meeting, Manhattan Communi (CB4) vote in favor and
__ against to approve relocating two Long Distance Bus Wreet Terminals (On Stree Loading and

Unloading zone) to the north curb of West 33" Street j st of Elemenue.
priate locations, we‘continue to

odate this growing mode of
udson Yards rezoning and this

While CB4 agrees to approve a limited number of interim st
request that the city create a permanent bus terminal structure to
transportation. Such a bus terminal was co

itted, as part of the 2
Community Board has advocated for its dev since that time.

CB4 applauds the initiative to relocate two exis
locations on West 33™ Street between Seventh a
Eighth Avenue. These stops:coiiti inue to be problemati i ring businesses and for

allocate an average of 41 daily departures and 42 daily arrivals to the west

o the hours of 6:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. serving existing destinations
(Greenbelt/Baltimore, adelphia/Cherry Hill, Washington, D.C.), and a new destination, Pittsburgh.
During peak days departures at this new stop would reach 52 daily with up to six departures and three
arrivals per hour.

" The West 39" Street and Tenth Avenue location originally proposed by DOT and Bolt had insufficient space for queuing
passengers, was adjacent to one of the very few parks in aouth Hell’s Kitchen, was dangerous to pedestrians, and was challenging
for bus egress.
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Separately, fourteen departures and fourteen arrivals from the existing West 33" and West 34" Street
locations would be relocated to the East side of Manhattan serving Boston.

Buses will use Eleventh Avenue to arrive from the Lincoln Tunnel and the West Side Highway and West
40" Street to leave for their destination, thus, having no impact on residential or more commercial streets.
The applicant already uses a layover location on Eleventh Avenue.

The waiting area would be on a 300 foot long, 10 foot wide sidewalk, along the
yards, 4 feet of which would be used for loading, unloading and circulation,
queuing. This allows for up to 200 passengers queuing, on a stretch of si
of pedestrian traffic.

vits truck marshaling
t for passenger
alk currently mostly devoid

Bolt Bus provided a sidewalk location plan for waiting passengers. red that they will
have a minimum of two (2) staff people during all hours of o iti ak hours. DOT
will also require that they keep the sidewalk area free of Wand ensure on-going cle
to be sufficient space for food vendors to congregate ai end of the stop. We are con

does not require applicants to make arrangements for rest acilit&*ther through agreements with
nearby businesses (in this location likely the Javits Center) o -a-sahs. Given our eXperience at
other locations, we will be watchful of whether this policy is appropriate and may ask DOT to require on-
site port-a-sans or linkages to area business i s. Bolt provides rest rooms on
their buses.

CB4 has long expressed concern about private s, including sidewalks. We thus feel
that when a private entity uses public spaces they mmediate area improvements
and/or beautification to co. . preciate that DOT is requesting the

city to remove surroun i ifi (e.g. improving nearby landscaping/installing
tallation and maintenance of public benches)

" Street at peak hours. While it likely has increased since then, it is still
fewer than most corne he area. As such the intersection is fairly safe for approaching travelers, who
will mostly arrive via the West 34" Street SBS or the #7 subway train at West 33™ Street, once open.

Eleventh Avenue o

Thank you for your partnership with CB4 in implementing practical and appropriate intercity bus location
in our district.

CJ/CB/JM
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 15

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: High Line Hotel — Loading Zone Request

VN
Dear Commissioner Forgione: V amN
y 4
At its full board meeting, Manhattan Community Boar B4) vote

by _ in favor and i
deny the installation of parking signs allowing a 100*“1oa one in fi of the High Line hotel, on the
east side of Tenth Avenue between West 20" and West 21 x &
The High Line hotel, located in the building.formerly known as th logical Seminary, occupies the
whole frontage of the block between West 2

West 21% streets. rance is located on the
southern portion of the block. The current par\ ion at the curb s: “No Standing 7 — 10
Me

AM, except Sunday” and “No Parking 7 AM — ay”. ’

For hotels of 100 rooms of 1 e Department o oﬂat@Y does not automatically grant a
loading zone and reques Board revie d recommendations. In our previous
ller hote

recommendations fo ing zones, we have sought to accommodate both the business

needs and surrounding ing/traffic needs of the area sidents. In this instance we do not find any
pressing business needs a co out the traffic implications

e hotel buws would be harmed by leaving the existing

mber observations reflected typical availability of spaces on
a.m. to 7 p.m., parking is not permitted leaving ample room for

the extensive (and increasing) traffic on Tenth Avenue and its role as a truck route linking the west side
highway at West 14" Street, to the Lincoln Tunnel entrances on West 30" and West 40" Streets. It would
also break the existing consistent parking regulations (no standing 7am to 10am and no parking 7am to
7pm) continuously along the East side of the avenue from West 14" to West 22™ Streets.

CB4 thus recommends that this application be denied.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 16

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  West 41% Street and Ninth Avenue safety improvem
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October full board meeting, Manhattan Co.

approved the proposed redesign and signal light chang Street
and Ninth Avenue in response. We feel this is an appropri d well-conceived response to the
many collisions that have occurred ther he Hell’s Kitchen Traffic

Study, and especially to the collision in cond recent fatality.

However, CB4 asks that the Department of Transpo oT) re’arch our questions related
to the signage plan and come back to the transportation co ithin two months from now,
before implementation or the begim 2014.

The proposed configurati ill provi i Wnal on Ninth Avenue at W. 41* Street,
i cles to allow pedestrians to cross W. 41%

pedestrian conflict”. In addition bulb outs will
ewalk to accommodate more pedestrians and slow the

enforced.

The DOT proposal for signal and traffic changes also includes dedicating two (instead of the
current one) turning lanes between W. 41* and W. 42" Street along Ninth Avenue and one left
lane between W. 42" and W. 44™ Streets, to bus traffic during peak hour. This would help
enhance the capacity of this segment, and reduce queuing at this entrance by redirecting cars and
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trucks queuing for the Lincoln Tunnel to use the east side of Ninth Avenue until they are pass W.
41* Street. Signage will help drivers to make the proper choice as soon as possible.

However the devil is in the details and we ask that the DOT explore solutions to the following
concerns and return to the transportation committee within the next two months for the
community to review the final plan before installation:

d at the modified

Can accessible (audible) and countdown pedestrian signals be i
intersection?

Avenue because of
buses leaving the

In the morning, there is often back up at W. 41 Street
trucks clogging the W. 41st Street entrance when it sh

Bus Terminal. Ninth Avenue is the major Lincol e
for New Jersey after matinee and evening Broﬁa
weekend, this entrance is overcrowded causi
restrict the W. 41% Street entrance to bus

for drivers, and it would simplify signage and e
Daily back ups on Ninth Avenue usually starts at W.
the dedicated bus lane be expanMo W. 46" Str.
Will the dedicated bus lane be pai

IM is. the custo r new bus lanes? It
would be self explanatory to cars an cks.

treet or further north. Could

We appreciate suspend highway signage ! the neighborhood. It may make
sense to sus s to all traffie signals south of W. 460 Street, indicating,

to include such a message on the

install new signs on side streets that are feeding into Ninth Avenue at
d W. 42", enjoining cars and trucks and through traffic to keep left,
using the eas es of 9" Avenue. Below W. 41 Street, it is common for drivers to turn
in the left lanes and then try to enter the queues further south, blocking the flow of traffic
on the avenue. The signs should indicate the path to the Lincoln tunnel as the right lanes
or going straight. There is an old Lincoln Tunnel sign on the southeast corner of W. 39"
Street that could be reused for that purpose or replaced.

Again, CB4 is delighted with DOT’s proposal and the schedule of implementation. We are also
pleased to hear that the W. 43" Street and Ninth Avenue intersection will be equipped with a



79  similar split phase signal in early 2014. These are major steps toward a better and safer Ninth
80 Avenue.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 17

October XX, 2013

Kevin Jeffrey

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Parks Department

24 W. 61 Street, 5th Floor

New York, NY 10023

Re: Tree pit widening program
Dear Commissioner Jeffrey:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
outreach and ensure on-going block resident communi
whenever it does tree pit widening and ensure community ipation in decision making when
the widening leaves less than six foot p

trian access and/o ire extensive sidewalk
replacement.

Earlier this year the Parks Department sent notices ts of seﬁl blocks in Chelsea that
they will be widening tree pits in the area to prom health and prevent tree roots

breaking sidewalks. As advocates fo hattan CB4 supports this effort.
However, discussion‘with resi reet between Eighth and Ninth Avenue leaves

us with several ¢

er stoops left less than six foot passage, creating
bound residents of the block. Some of the sidewalk

ormed of the specific work or the timetable for completion and
site were responsible for resident communication or outreach. We
Commission Margaret Forgione has assisted to facilitate

communications bet the Parks Department and residents.

Manhattan CB4 thus requests that the Parks Department:

® Assign a staff person to act as a communication liaison with residents of streets affected
by work;
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¢ Hold a block meeting in advance of beginning work on a street where they provide
residents and property owners with a description and drawings of the work to be
completed, the timetable for completion and the name and phone number of the
community liaison to answer questions and address complaints of poor workmanship;

® In cases where proposed tree pit widening will leave less than six foot pedestrian clear
pathway, not finalize design until there is discussion with reside

We also request that you review the work completed on West 19" t and ensure curbs are

fully reinstalled and severe uneven sidewalk locations be redon

Thank you very much for your consideration. -
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Sincerely yours,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 18

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  City Bench Removal Request - West 23" Street (Six

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
West 23™ Street) be removed. This is requested to imp

Selis Manor is a 33 year-old, fourteen resident for 200 individuals. Several residents
and building management requested thm be removew residents are used to
using the building line as a guiding post, u alking sticks, e bench is an obstacle
to their passage and generally makes naviw X

0, thus not used by many
residents.

We understand, sinc sportation Committee VOt!d to recommend this action to the
full Community eed to remove the bench within the next couple of weeks.

We appreciate their expe ion and action.

Jp— V
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 19

October XX, 2013

Kristen Edwards

Director, Homeless Outreach

Goddard Riverside Community Center
40 Exchange Place, Suite 777

New York, NY 10005

Re: West 46" Street at Tenth Avenue

Dear Ms. Edwards:

Manhattan Community Board #4 appreciates the
Goddard Riverside Community Center in our communi
with a homeless woman who has frequently occupied the

Tenth Avenue and West 46™ Street. Wem request bas
nearby building who have indicated that ings often blo
occasionally is rude. Reports to the police have n helpful a

belongings if no one is there to attend them.

We appreciate that the utreach team responde& both neighbor and resident calls

to 311. Workers have reported hey have interacted with her on occasion and she has not

accepted offer of. She has not also been t veral times they arrived after a phone
call (response times can up ur in perio

of high volume).
am takes !pproach of seeking to build trust with homeless

bench on the northeast corner of
the reports of residents of a
sidewalk and

y will only remove

resident witho
encourage them to
request and after Co

t ensuring that services to mitigate any negative behavior and potentially
elter. In addition, bench locations were decided based on resident
unity Board review and approval.

If problems remain we might feel it necessary to remove the bench, but ask for your assistance in
addressing this situation in, hopefully, a more appropriate way.

Sincerely,



O 00 NO U b

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17

18
19
20
21

22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29

30
31
32
33
34
35

36

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 20

October XX, 2013

Captain David Miller
Manhattan 10™ Precinct
NYC Police Department
230 West 20" Street
New York, NY 10011

Margaret Forgione
Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 37" Floor
New York, NY 10038

at increase their efforts to
reduce illegal truck usage of West 15™ Stree ¢ est 22" Str&f!s, west of Seventh
Avenue. This is in response from complaints of dent on West 15 Street, West 19 Street,

Police Department worked with the Community Board to
ck associations the Chelsea Council of Block

ic led t0 street noise on these low-rise building
emuding busted water pipes on West 15" Street

streets to get to avenues, rather than truck routes (West 14™ and West 34th Streets). They also
reported signs in several locations were removed for construction projects and not reinstalled or
have become blocked by overgrown trees, including signs on Tenth Avenue near West 22"
Street and before Ninth Avenue on West 19" Street.



We thus request that, similar to 2007 and 2008, DOT and the Police Department work together to
both install improved signage and increase enforcement. The Transportation Committee of the
Community Board stands ready to work with you by identifying appropriate place for new or
improved signage and specific streets for increased ticketing/enforcement.

We request that both agencies keep us informed of their efforts over the next month
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LANDMARKS COMMITTEE Item #: 21

September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, ninth floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 508-534 West 26" Street
West Chelsea Historic District

Dear Chair Tierney,

The work consists of the introduction of ne t , entrance doors, and exterior
stairs to openings that were previously entirel ese opening locations
currently have a combination of opaque infill a with exterﬁtairs, to be removed.

The proposed storefront would.be of similar design to whichyady been installed on the ground
floor of the loft building i to the west, extending a consistent treatment across much of the

length of the block, and establishi ommon thread between historically separate loft buildings which

have otherwise di e treatments, including tw ate fenestration systems on their upper
floors. Y 4

i ing motive,”ds that it detracts from the two buildings’ discrete

The Board makes a fu ecommendation to enlarge the ground floor masonry openings to match those
on the building’s upper floors, which forcefully express its structural system. Intermediate piers on the
ground floor now create smaller openings within two adjacent column bays, weakening the structural
clarity that is the building’s greatest compositional merit. The current subsidiary openings appear to be of
incidental, formerly functional origin rather than a reflection of the original architect’s greater design
vision. Substitution of broader glazing for the intermediate ground floor piers may be welcomed as an
available option by the owner, and would contribute to the vitality of the street.

2 This letter is subject to ratification of Full Board at the Wednesday, October 2, 2013 meeting.
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The Board recommends approval of this application, but would strongly prefer incorporation of the

changes described above.

Sincerely,

S

Corey Johnson

Chair

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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Attachments A and B: Revised drawing by applicant’s arch i ratiﬁ} MCB4’s reco
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Landmarks Committee Item #: 22
September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, 9th floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 58-60 Ninth Avenue
West Chelsea Historic District o

F N
y 4
Dear Chair Tierney: Y 4

Community Board 4 is writing in response to anm by vaner's architect
%

of proposed work at 58-60 Ninth Avenue.

approval

The property is comprised of two build

“ich are connec
cellar floor. The work consists of:

both the ground floor and the

ation from us. Although this work is entirely
ork that goes that far below ground must go

no objections to this work provided the neighboring
ected and provided that all the necessary prep work and
ts (and any other required permits) are granted.

Sincerely,
Corey Johnson Pamela Wolff
Chair Chair, Landmarks Committee

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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New Business Item #: 23

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Restaurant Row Improvement Project

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 reiterates is support for the are Alliance proposed
improvements for Restaurant Row, including in-ground solar po low-level lighting and restaurant
listing signs near the intersection. Restaura ported this project last year
and were pleased by the extensive outreach, ents undertaken by the

Times Square Alliance.

We request the assistance of the Department of T

i ¢ the project is expedited. We
understand this may Wated funding be transferred 'EDC or another agency and hope
strea

you might be able to a is process.

Both Restaurant Row iation a imes Square M are valuable resources and community
members and we appreciat i ip.with MCB4# on this and other projects.

>

in ensuring can be implemented in a timely fashion.

sident, Scott Stringer

Ellen Gold es Square Alliance
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Chelsea Land Use Committee (CLU) Item #:1

October 3, 2013

Director Amanda M. Burden
Department of City Planning
22 Reade Street

New York, New York 10007

Michael Ben-Asher

Legal Department

Department of Consumer Affairs
42 Broadway

New York, New York 10004

Re:  ULURP No. N130021ECM
New York Fast Gourmet Premier, LLC
DBA: New York Burger Co.

rd
470 West 23 Street, Borough of Manhattan
Dear Director Burden and Mr. Ben-Asher:

At the recommendation of its Chelsea Land Use Committee, Manhattan Community Board No.
4, having held a duly noticed public hearing on ULURP application number N130021ECM,
reluctantly recommends approval of the application by New York Fast Gourmet Premier,

LLC for a renewal for an enclosed sidewalk café with 25 tables and 54 seats to be operated at
rd

rd
470 West 23 Street, the southeast corner of the intersection of West 23 Street and Tenth
Avenue.

Although we are fundamentally opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes, and to this one in particular,
we acknowledge that this operation has proved to be successful and is a great improvement over
the decrepit structure we were accustomed to having on our sidewalk. Before we approved the
applicant's original application in December 2010 this location had proven to be problematic for
restaurant operators for more than twenty five years. Even with the benefit of an enclosed
sidewalk café, a succession of restaurants had failed, at times leaving an abandoned, decaying
structure on this prominent West Chelsea corner for years at a time.

We are opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general for three reasons:

i. They are permanent structures that appropriate public property for private use without
providing a public benefit;

ii. Unlike unenclosed sidewalk cafes which can add to community ambiance and create more
vibrant streetscapes, enclosed sidewalk cafes isolate diners from sidewalk activity and the
community; and
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iii. Since they are permanent structures, they are difficult to remove should that be warranted.

In addition to these general concerns, we are specifically opposed to an enclosed sidewalk cafe at
this location because it leaves an unacceptably narrow 7°6” clear sidewalk on a heavily trafficked
corner. The sidewalks of West Chelsea have become increasingly crowded as the area has
developed over the last few years, spurred by the flourishing West Chelsea art district, Chelsea
Piers, Chelsea Waterside Park, the new Hudson River Park and the High Line. It is not
uncommon on a sunny weekend afternoon to encounter a lengthy queue waiting to pass through
the bottleneck on Tenth Avenue created by this sidewalk café structure. The completion of
Segment II of the High Line brought an access stair diagonally across the intersection, further
increasing congestion, and the continued development of West Chelsea seems to increase
pedestrian traffic on a daily basis.

We have long sought the removal of this intrusive structure and would like to note that 470 West

rd
23 Street was grudgingly included in the Chelsea Historic District Extension with the then
newly-built sidewalk café structure in place. This regrettable decision makes removal of this
unfortunately sited structure even more difficult.

Despite our opposition to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general, and to this one in particular, since
the structure already exists we are faced with the choice between an operating restaurant and an
abandoned structure. Until we succeed in having the structure removed, we are forced to choose
the restaurant option and reluctantly recommend approval of the application.

Sincerely,
Corey, Lee, Betty

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn

NYC Council Speaker Quinn’s Office -Melanie Larocca
NYC Council Land Use Division — Danielle DeCerbo
NYS Senator Brad Hoylman

NYS Assemblyman Richard Gottfried

MBP Scott Stringer

MBPO - Brian Cook

Applicant —
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 14
October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Bolt Bus On Street Terminal Location
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October 2013 full board meeting, Manhattan Communi (CB4) vote in favor and
__ against to approve relocating two Long Distance Bus Wreet Terminals (On Stree Loading and

Unloading zone) to the north curb of West 33" Street j st of Elemenue.
priate locations, we‘continue to

odate this growing mode of
udson Yards rezoning and this

While CB4 agrees to approve a limited number of interim st
request that the city create a permanent bus terminal structure to
transportation. Such a bus terminal was co

itted, as part of the 2
Community Board has advocated for its dev since that time.

CB4 applauds the initiative to relocate two exis
locations on West 33™ Street between Seventh a
Eighth Avenue. These stops:coiiti inue to be problemati i ring businesses and for

allocate an average of 41 daily departures and 42 daily arrivals to the west

o the hours of 6:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. serving existing destinations
(Greenbelt/Baltimore, adelphia/Cherry Hill, Washington, D.C.), and a new destination, Pittsburgh.
During peak days departures at this new stop would reach 52 daily with up to six departures and three
arrivals per hour.

" The West 39" Street and Tenth Avenue location originally proposed by DOT and Bolt had insufficient space for queuing
passengers, was adjacent to one of the very few parks in aouth Hell’s Kitchen, was dangerous to pedestrians, and was challenging
for bus egress.
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Separately, fourteen departures and fourteen arrivals from the existing West 33" and West 34" Street
locations would be relocated to the East side of Manhattan serving Boston.

Buses will use Eleventh Avenue to arrive from the Lincoln Tunnel and the West Side Highway and West
40" Street to leave for their destination, thus, having no impact on residential or more commercial streets.
The applicant already uses a layover location on Eleventh Avenue.

The waiting area would be on a 300 foot long, 10 foot wide sidewalk, along the
yards, 4 feet of which would be used for loading, unloading and circulation,
queuing. This allows for up to 200 passengers queuing, on a stretch of si
of pedestrian traffic.

vits truck marshaling
t for passenger
alk currently mostly devoid

Bolt Bus provided a sidewalk location plan for waiting passengers. red that they will
have a minimum of two (2) staff people during all hours of o iti ak hours. DOT
will also require that they keep the sidewalk area free of Wand ensure on-going cle
to be sufficient space for food vendors to congregate ai end of the stop. We are con

does not require applicants to make arrangements for rest acilit&*ther through agreements with
nearby businesses (in this location likely the Javits Center) o -a-sahs. Given our eXperience at
other locations, we will be watchful of whether this policy is appropriate and may ask DOT to require on-
site port-a-sans or linkages to area business i s. Bolt provides rest rooms on
their buses.

CB4 has long expressed concern about private s, including sidewalks. We thus feel
that when a private entity uses public spaces they mmediate area improvements
and/or beautification to co. . preciate that DOT is requesting the

city to remove surroun i ifi (e.g. improving nearby landscaping/installing
tallation and maintenance of public benches)

" Street at peak hours. While it likely has increased since then, it is still
fewer than most corne he area. As such the intersection is fairly safe for approaching travelers, who
will mostly arrive via the West 34" Street SBS or the #7 subway train at West 33™ Street, once open.

Eleventh Avenue o

Thank you for your partnership with CB4 in implementing practical and appropriate intercity bus location
in our district.

CJ/CB/JM
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 15

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: High Line Hotel — Loading Zone Request

VN
Dear Commissioner Forgione: V amN
y 4
At its full board meeting, Manhattan Community Boar B4) vote

by _ in favor and i
deny the installation of parking signs allowing a 100*“1oa one in fi of the High Line hotel, on the
east side of Tenth Avenue between West 20" and West 21 x &
The High Line hotel, located in the building.formerly known as th logical Seminary, occupies the
whole frontage of the block between West 2

West 21% streets. rance is located on the
southern portion of the block. The current par\ ion at the curb s: “No Standing 7 — 10
Me

AM, except Sunday” and “No Parking 7 AM — ay”. ’

For hotels of 100 rooms of 1 e Department o oﬂat@Y does not automatically grant a
loading zone and reques Board revie d recommendations. In our previous
ller hote

recommendations fo ing zones, we have sought to accommodate both the business

needs and surrounding ing/traffic needs of the area sidents. In this instance we do not find any
pressing business needs a co out the traffic implications

e hotel buws would be harmed by leaving the existing

mber observations reflected typical availability of spaces on
a.m. to 7 p.m., parking is not permitted leaving ample room for

the extensive (and increasing) traffic on Tenth Avenue and its role as a truck route linking the west side
highway at West 14" Street, to the Lincoln Tunnel entrances on West 30" and West 40" Streets. It would
also break the existing consistent parking regulations (no standing 7am to 10am and no parking 7am to
7pm) continuously along the East side of the avenue from West 14" to West 22™ Streets.

CB4 thus recommends that this application be denied.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 16

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  West 41% Street and Ninth Avenue safety improvem
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October full board meeting, Manhattan Co.

approved the proposed redesign and signal light chang Street
and Ninth Avenue in response. We feel this is an appropri d well-conceived response to the
many collisions that have occurred ther he Hell’s Kitchen Traffic

Study, and especially to the collision in cond recent fatality.

However, CB4 asks that the Department of Transpo oT) re’arch our questions related
to the signage plan and come back to the transportation co ithin two months from now,
before implementation or the begim 2014.

The proposed configurati ill provi i Wnal on Ninth Avenue at W. 41* Street,
i cles to allow pedestrians to cross W. 41%

pedestrian conflict”. In addition bulb outs will
ewalk to accommodate more pedestrians and slow the

enforced.

The DOT proposal for signal and traffic changes also includes dedicating two (instead of the
current one) turning lanes between W. 41* and W. 42" Street along Ninth Avenue and one left
lane between W. 42" and W. 44™ Streets, to bus traffic during peak hour. This would help
enhance the capacity of this segment, and reduce queuing at this entrance by redirecting cars and
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trucks queuing for the Lincoln Tunnel to use the east side of Ninth Avenue until they are pass W.
41* Street. Signage will help drivers to make the proper choice as soon as possible.

However the devil is in the details and we ask that the DOT explore solutions to the following
concerns and return to the transportation committee within the next two months for the
community to review the final plan before installation:

d at the modified

Can accessible (audible) and countdown pedestrian signals be i
intersection?

Avenue because of
buses leaving the

In the morning, there is often back up at W. 41 Street
trucks clogging the W. 41st Street entrance when it sh

Bus Terminal. Ninth Avenue is the major Lincol e
for New Jersey after matinee and evening Broﬁa
weekend, this entrance is overcrowded causi
restrict the W. 41% Street entrance to bus

for drivers, and it would simplify signage and e
Daily back ups on Ninth Avenue usually starts at W.
the dedicated bus lane be expanMo W. 46" Str.
Will the dedicated bus lane be pai

IM is. the custo r new bus lanes? It
would be self explanatory to cars an cks.

treet or further north. Could

We appreciate suspend highway signage ! the neighborhood. It may make
sense to sus s to all traffie signals south of W. 460 Street, indicating,

to include such a message on the

install new signs on side streets that are feeding into Ninth Avenue at
d W. 42", enjoining cars and trucks and through traffic to keep left,
using the eas es of 9" Avenue. Below W. 41 Street, it is common for drivers to turn
in the left lanes and then try to enter the queues further south, blocking the flow of traffic
on the avenue. The signs should indicate the path to the Lincoln tunnel as the right lanes
or going straight. There is an old Lincoln Tunnel sign on the southeast corner of W. 39"
Street that could be reused for that purpose or replaced.

Again, CB4 is delighted with DOT’s proposal and the schedule of implementation. We are also
pleased to hear that the W. 43" Street and Ninth Avenue intersection will be equipped with a



79  similar split phase signal in early 2014. These are major steps toward a better and safer Ninth
80 Avenue.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 17

October XX, 2013

Kevin Jeffrey

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Parks Department

24 W. 61 Street, 5th Floor

New York, NY 10023

Re: Tree pit widening program
Dear Commissioner Jeffrey:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
outreach and ensure on-going block resident communi
whenever it does tree pit widening and ensure community ipation in decision making when
the widening leaves less than six foot p

trian access and/o ire extensive sidewalk
replacement.

Earlier this year the Parks Department sent notices ts of seﬁl blocks in Chelsea that
they will be widening tree pits in the area to prom health and prevent tree roots

breaking sidewalks. As advocates fo hattan CB4 supports this effort.
However, discussion‘with resi reet between Eighth and Ninth Avenue leaves

us with several ¢

er stoops left less than six foot passage, creating
bound residents of the block. Some of the sidewalk

ormed of the specific work or the timetable for completion and
site were responsible for resident communication or outreach. We
Commission Margaret Forgione has assisted to facilitate

communications bet the Parks Department and residents.

Manhattan CB4 thus requests that the Parks Department:

® Assign a staff person to act as a communication liaison with residents of streets affected
by work;
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¢ Hold a block meeting in advance of beginning work on a street where they provide
residents and property owners with a description and drawings of the work to be
completed, the timetable for completion and the name and phone number of the
community liaison to answer questions and address complaints of poor workmanship;

® In cases where proposed tree pit widening will leave less than six foot pedestrian clear
pathway, not finalize design until there is discussion with reside

We also request that you review the work completed on West 19" t and ensure curbs are

fully reinstalled and severe uneven sidewalk locations be redon

Thank you very much for your consideration. -
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Sincerely yours,




O 00 NO U b

10

11

12
13

14
15
16
17
18

19
20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 18

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  City Bench Removal Request - West 23" Street (Six

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
West 23™ Street) be removed. This is requested to imp

Selis Manor is a 33 year-old, fourteen resident for 200 individuals. Several residents
and building management requested thm be removew residents are used to
using the building line as a guiding post, u alking sticks, e bench is an obstacle
to their passage and generally makes naviw X

0, thus not used by many
residents.

We understand, sinc sportation Committee VOt!d to recommend this action to the
full Community eed to remove the bench within the next couple of weeks.

We appreciate their expe ion and action.

Jp— V
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 19

October XX, 2013

Kristen Edwards

Director, Homeless Outreach

Goddard Riverside Community Center
40 Exchange Place, Suite 777

New York, NY 10005

Re: West 46" Street at Tenth Avenue

Dear Ms. Edwards:

Manhattan Community Board #4 appreciates the
Goddard Riverside Community Center in our communi
with a homeless woman who has frequently occupied the

Tenth Avenue and West 46™ Street. Wem request bas
nearby building who have indicated that ings often blo
occasionally is rude. Reports to the police have n helpful a

belongings if no one is there to attend them.

We appreciate that the utreach team responde& both neighbor and resident calls

to 311. Workers have reported hey have interacted with her on occasion and she has not

accepted offer of. She has not also been t veral times they arrived after a phone
call (response times can up ur in perio

of high volume).
am takes !pproach of seeking to build trust with homeless

bench on the northeast corner of
the reports of residents of a
sidewalk and

y will only remove

resident witho
encourage them to
request and after Co

t ensuring that services to mitigate any negative behavior and potentially
elter. In addition, bench locations were decided based on resident
unity Board review and approval.

If problems remain we might feel it necessary to remove the bench, but ask for your assistance in
addressing this situation in, hopefully, a more appropriate way.

Sincerely,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 20

October XX, 2013

Captain David Miller
Manhattan 10™ Precinct
NYC Police Department
230 West 20" Street
New York, NY 10011

Margaret Forgione
Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 37" Floor
New York, NY 10038

at increase their efforts to
reduce illegal truck usage of West 15™ Stree ¢ est 22" Str&f!s, west of Seventh
Avenue. This is in response from complaints of dent on West 15 Street, West 19 Street,

Police Department worked with the Community Board to
ck associations the Chelsea Council of Block

ic led t0 street noise on these low-rise building
emuding busted water pipes on West 15" Street

streets to get to avenues, rather than truck routes (West 14™ and West 34th Streets). They also
reported signs in several locations were removed for construction projects and not reinstalled or
have become blocked by overgrown trees, including signs on Tenth Avenue near West 22"
Street and before Ninth Avenue on West 19" Street.



We thus request that, similar to 2007 and 2008, DOT and the Police Department work together to
both install improved signage and increase enforcement. The Transportation Committee of the
Community Board stands ready to work with you by identifying appropriate place for new or
improved signage and specific streets for increased ticketing/enforcement.

We request that both agencies keep us informed of their efforts over the next month
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LANDMARKS COMMITTEE Item #: 21

September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, ninth floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 508-534 West 26" Street
West Chelsea Historic District

Dear Chair Tierney,

The work consists of the introduction of ne t , entrance doors, and exterior
stairs to openings that were previously entirel ese opening locations
currently have a combination of opaque infill a with exterﬁtairs, to be removed.

The proposed storefront would.be of similar design to whichyady been installed on the ground
floor of the loft building i to the west, extending a consistent treatment across much of the

length of the block, and establishi ommon thread between historically separate loft buildings which

have otherwise di e treatments, including tw ate fenestration systems on their upper
floors. Y 4

i ing motive,”ds that it detracts from the two buildings’ discrete

The Board makes a fu ecommendation to enlarge the ground floor masonry openings to match those
on the building’s upper floors, which forcefully express its structural system. Intermediate piers on the
ground floor now create smaller openings within two adjacent column bays, weakening the structural
clarity that is the building’s greatest compositional merit. The current subsidiary openings appear to be of
incidental, formerly functional origin rather than a reflection of the original architect’s greater design
vision. Substitution of broader glazing for the intermediate ground floor piers may be welcomed as an
available option by the owner, and would contribute to the vitality of the street.

2 This letter is subject to ratification of Full Board at the Wednesday, October 2, 2013 meeting.
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The Board recommends approval of this application, but would strongly prefer incorporation of the

changes described above.

Sincerely,

S

Corey Johnson

Chair

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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Attachments A and B: Revised drawing by applicant’s arch i ratiﬁ} MCB4’s reco
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Landmarks Committee Item #: 22
September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, 9th floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 58-60 Ninth Avenue
West Chelsea Historic District o

F N
y 4
Dear Chair Tierney: Y 4

Community Board 4 is writing in response to anm by vaner's architect
%

of proposed work at 58-60 Ninth Avenue.

approval

The property is comprised of two build

“ich are connec
cellar floor. The work consists of:

both the ground floor and the

ation from us. Although this work is entirely
ork that goes that far below ground must go

no objections to this work provided the neighboring
ected and provided that all the necessary prep work and
ts (and any other required permits) are granted.

Sincerely,
Corey Johnson Pamela Wolff
Chair Chair, Landmarks Committee

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn



O oo ~NO UL b

10

11

12

13
14
15
16
17

18
19
20

21
22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

New Business Item #: 23

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Restaurant Row Improvement Project

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 reiterates is support for the are Alliance proposed
improvements for Restaurant Row, including in-ground solar po low-level lighting and restaurant
listing signs near the intersection. Restaura ported this project last year
and were pleased by the extensive outreach, ents undertaken by the

Times Square Alliance.

We request the assistance of the Department of T

i ¢ the project is expedited. We
understand this may Wated funding be transferred 'EDC or another agency and hope
strea

you might be able to a is process.

Both Restaurant Row iation a imes Square M are valuable resources and community
members and we appreciat i ip.with MCB4# on this and other projects.

>

in ensuring can be implemented in a timely fashion.

sident, Scott Stringer

Ellen Gold es Square Alliance
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Chelsea Land Use Committee (CLU) Item #:1

October 3, 2013

Director Amanda M. Burden
Department of City Planning
22 Reade Street

New York, New York 10007

Michael Ben-Asher

Legal Department

Department of Consumer Affairs
42 Broadway

New York, New York 10004

Re:  ULURP No. N130021ECM
New York Fast Gourmet Premier, LLC
DBA: New York Burger Co.

rd
470 West 23 Street, Borough of Manhattan
Dear Director Burden and Mr. Ben-Asher:

At the recommendation of its Chelsea Land Use Committee, Manhattan Community Board No.
4, having held a duly noticed public hearing on ULURP application number N130021ECM,
reluctantly recommends approval of the application by New York Fast Gourmet Premier,

LLC for a renewal for an enclosed sidewalk café with 25 tables and 54 seats to be operated at
rd

rd
470 West 23 Street, the southeast corner of the intersection of West 23 Street and Tenth
Avenue.

Although we are fundamentally opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes, and to this one in particular,
we acknowledge that this operation has proved to be successful and is a great improvement over
the decrepit structure we were accustomed to having on our sidewalk. Before we approved the
applicant's original application in December 2010 this location had proven to be problematic for
restaurant operators for more than twenty five years. Even with the benefit of an enclosed
sidewalk café, a succession of restaurants had failed, at times leaving an abandoned, decaying
structure on this prominent West Chelsea corner for years at a time.

We are opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general for three reasons:

i. They are permanent structures that appropriate public property for private use without
providing a public benefit;

ii. Unlike unenclosed sidewalk cafes which can add to community ambiance and create more
vibrant streetscapes, enclosed sidewalk cafes isolate diners from sidewalk activity and the
community; and
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iii. Since they are permanent structures, they are difficult to remove should that be warranted.

In addition to these general concerns, we are specifically opposed to an enclosed sidewalk cafe at
this location because it leaves an unacceptably narrow 7°6” clear sidewalk on a heavily trafficked
corner. The sidewalks of West Chelsea have become increasingly crowded as the area has
developed over the last few years, spurred by the flourishing West Chelsea art district, Chelsea
Piers, Chelsea Waterside Park, the new Hudson River Park and the High Line. It is not
uncommon on a sunny weekend afternoon to encounter a lengthy queue waiting to pass through
the bottleneck on Tenth Avenue created by this sidewalk café structure. The completion of
Segment II of the High Line brought an access stair diagonally across the intersection, further
increasing congestion, and the continued development of West Chelsea seems to increase
pedestrian traffic on a daily basis.

We have long sought the removal of this intrusive structure and would like to note that 470 West

rd
23 Street was grudgingly included in the Chelsea Historic District Extension with the then
newly-built sidewalk café structure in place. This regrettable decision makes removal of this
unfortunately sited structure even more difficult.

Despite our opposition to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general, and to this one in particular, since
the structure already exists we are faced with the choice between an operating restaurant and an
abandoned structure. Until we succeed in having the structure removed, we are forced to choose
the restaurant option and reluctantly recommend approval of the application.

Sincerely,
Corey, Lee, Betty

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn

NYC Council Speaker Quinn’s Office -Melanie Larocca
NYC Council Land Use Division — Danielle DeCerbo
NYS Senator Brad Hoylman

NYS Assemblyman Richard Gottfried

MBP Scott Stringer

MBPO - Brian Cook

Applicant —
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 14
October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Bolt Bus On Street Terminal Location
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October 2013 full board meeting, Manhattan Communi (CB4) vote in favor and
__ against to approve relocating two Long Distance Bus Wreet Terminals (On Stree Loading and

Unloading zone) to the north curb of West 33" Street j st of Elemenue.
priate locations, we‘continue to

odate this growing mode of
udson Yards rezoning and this

While CB4 agrees to approve a limited number of interim st
request that the city create a permanent bus terminal structure to
transportation. Such a bus terminal was co

itted, as part of the 2
Community Board has advocated for its dev since that time.

CB4 applauds the initiative to relocate two exis
locations on West 33™ Street between Seventh a
Eighth Avenue. These stops:coiiti inue to be problemati i ring businesses and for

allocate an average of 41 daily departures and 42 daily arrivals to the west

o the hours of 6:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. serving existing destinations
(Greenbelt/Baltimore, adelphia/Cherry Hill, Washington, D.C.), and a new destination, Pittsburgh.
During peak days departures at this new stop would reach 52 daily with up to six departures and three
arrivals per hour.

" The West 39" Street and Tenth Avenue location originally proposed by DOT and Bolt had insufficient space for queuing
passengers, was adjacent to one of the very few parks in aouth Hell’s Kitchen, was dangerous to pedestrians, and was challenging
for bus egress.
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Separately, fourteen departures and fourteen arrivals from the existing West 33" and West 34" Street
locations would be relocated to the East side of Manhattan serving Boston.

Buses will use Eleventh Avenue to arrive from the Lincoln Tunnel and the West Side Highway and West
40" Street to leave for their destination, thus, having no impact on residential or more commercial streets.
The applicant already uses a layover location on Eleventh Avenue.

The waiting area would be on a 300 foot long, 10 foot wide sidewalk, along the
yards, 4 feet of which would be used for loading, unloading and circulation,
queuing. This allows for up to 200 passengers queuing, on a stretch of si
of pedestrian traffic.

vits truck marshaling
t for passenger
alk currently mostly devoid

Bolt Bus provided a sidewalk location plan for waiting passengers. red that they will
have a minimum of two (2) staff people during all hours of o iti ak hours. DOT
will also require that they keep the sidewalk area free of Wand ensure on-going cle
to be sufficient space for food vendors to congregate ai end of the stop. We are con

does not require applicants to make arrangements for rest acilit&*ther through agreements with
nearby businesses (in this location likely the Javits Center) o -a-sahs. Given our eXperience at
other locations, we will be watchful of whether this policy is appropriate and may ask DOT to require on-
site port-a-sans or linkages to area business i s. Bolt provides rest rooms on
their buses.

CB4 has long expressed concern about private s, including sidewalks. We thus feel
that when a private entity uses public spaces they mmediate area improvements
and/or beautification to co. . preciate that DOT is requesting the

city to remove surroun i ifi (e.g. improving nearby landscaping/installing
tallation and maintenance of public benches)

" Street at peak hours. While it likely has increased since then, it is still
fewer than most corne he area. As such the intersection is fairly safe for approaching travelers, who
will mostly arrive via the West 34" Street SBS or the #7 subway train at West 33™ Street, once open.

Eleventh Avenue o

Thank you for your partnership with CB4 in implementing practical and appropriate intercity bus location
in our district.

CJ/CB/JM
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 15

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: High Line Hotel — Loading Zone Request

VN
Dear Commissioner Forgione: V amN
y 4
At its full board meeting, Manhattan Community Boar B4) vote

by _ in favor and i
deny the installation of parking signs allowing a 100*“1oa one in fi of the High Line hotel, on the
east side of Tenth Avenue between West 20" and West 21 x &
The High Line hotel, located in the building.formerly known as th logical Seminary, occupies the
whole frontage of the block between West 2

West 21% streets. rance is located on the
southern portion of the block. The current par\ ion at the curb s: “No Standing 7 — 10
Me

AM, except Sunday” and “No Parking 7 AM — ay”. ’

For hotels of 100 rooms of 1 e Department o oﬂat@Y does not automatically grant a
loading zone and reques Board revie d recommendations. In our previous
ller hote

recommendations fo ing zones, we have sought to accommodate both the business

needs and surrounding ing/traffic needs of the area sidents. In this instance we do not find any
pressing business needs a co out the traffic implications

e hotel buws would be harmed by leaving the existing

mber observations reflected typical availability of spaces on
a.m. to 7 p.m., parking is not permitted leaving ample room for

the extensive (and increasing) traffic on Tenth Avenue and its role as a truck route linking the west side
highway at West 14" Street, to the Lincoln Tunnel entrances on West 30" and West 40" Streets. It would
also break the existing consistent parking regulations (no standing 7am to 10am and no parking 7am to
7pm) continuously along the East side of the avenue from West 14" to West 22™ Streets.

CB4 thus recommends that this application be denied.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 16

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  West 41% Street and Ninth Avenue safety improvem
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October full board meeting, Manhattan Co.

approved the proposed redesign and signal light chang Street
and Ninth Avenue in response. We feel this is an appropri d well-conceived response to the
many collisions that have occurred ther he Hell’s Kitchen Traffic

Study, and especially to the collision in cond recent fatality.

However, CB4 asks that the Department of Transpo oT) re’arch our questions related
to the signage plan and come back to the transportation co ithin two months from now,
before implementation or the begim 2014.

The proposed configurati ill provi i Wnal on Ninth Avenue at W. 41* Street,
i cles to allow pedestrians to cross W. 41%

pedestrian conflict”. In addition bulb outs will
ewalk to accommodate more pedestrians and slow the

enforced.

The DOT proposal for signal and traffic changes also includes dedicating two (instead of the
current one) turning lanes between W. 41* and W. 42" Street along Ninth Avenue and one left
lane between W. 42" and W. 44™ Streets, to bus traffic during peak hour. This would help
enhance the capacity of this segment, and reduce queuing at this entrance by redirecting cars and
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trucks queuing for the Lincoln Tunnel to use the east side of Ninth Avenue until they are pass W.
41* Street. Signage will help drivers to make the proper choice as soon as possible.

However the devil is in the details and we ask that the DOT explore solutions to the following
concerns and return to the transportation committee within the next two months for the
community to review the final plan before installation:

d at the modified

Can accessible (audible) and countdown pedestrian signals be i
intersection?

Avenue because of
buses leaving the

In the morning, there is often back up at W. 41 Street
trucks clogging the W. 41st Street entrance when it sh

Bus Terminal. Ninth Avenue is the major Lincol e
for New Jersey after matinee and evening Broﬁa
weekend, this entrance is overcrowded causi
restrict the W. 41% Street entrance to bus

for drivers, and it would simplify signage and e
Daily back ups on Ninth Avenue usually starts at W.
the dedicated bus lane be expanMo W. 46" Str.
Will the dedicated bus lane be pai

IM is. the custo r new bus lanes? It
would be self explanatory to cars an cks.

treet or further north. Could

We appreciate suspend highway signage ! the neighborhood. It may make
sense to sus s to all traffie signals south of W. 460 Street, indicating,

to include such a message on the

install new signs on side streets that are feeding into Ninth Avenue at
d W. 42", enjoining cars and trucks and through traffic to keep left,
using the eas es of 9" Avenue. Below W. 41 Street, it is common for drivers to turn
in the left lanes and then try to enter the queues further south, blocking the flow of traffic
on the avenue. The signs should indicate the path to the Lincoln tunnel as the right lanes
or going straight. There is an old Lincoln Tunnel sign on the southeast corner of W. 39"
Street that could be reused for that purpose or replaced.

Again, CB4 is delighted with DOT’s proposal and the schedule of implementation. We are also
pleased to hear that the W. 43" Street and Ninth Avenue intersection will be equipped with a



79  similar split phase signal in early 2014. These are major steps toward a better and safer Ninth
80 Avenue.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 17

October XX, 2013

Kevin Jeffrey

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Parks Department

24 W. 61 Street, 5th Floor

New York, NY 10023

Re: Tree pit widening program
Dear Commissioner Jeffrey:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
outreach and ensure on-going block resident communi
whenever it does tree pit widening and ensure community ipation in decision making when
the widening leaves less than six foot p

trian access and/o ire extensive sidewalk
replacement.

Earlier this year the Parks Department sent notices ts of seﬁl blocks in Chelsea that
they will be widening tree pits in the area to prom health and prevent tree roots

breaking sidewalks. As advocates fo hattan CB4 supports this effort.
However, discussion‘with resi reet between Eighth and Ninth Avenue leaves

us with several ¢

er stoops left less than six foot passage, creating
bound residents of the block. Some of the sidewalk

ormed of the specific work or the timetable for completion and
site were responsible for resident communication or outreach. We
Commission Margaret Forgione has assisted to facilitate

communications bet the Parks Department and residents.

Manhattan CB4 thus requests that the Parks Department:

® Assign a staff person to act as a communication liaison with residents of streets affected
by work;
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¢ Hold a block meeting in advance of beginning work on a street where they provide
residents and property owners with a description and drawings of the work to be
completed, the timetable for completion and the name and phone number of the
community liaison to answer questions and address complaints of poor workmanship;

® In cases where proposed tree pit widening will leave less than six foot pedestrian clear
pathway, not finalize design until there is discussion with reside

We also request that you review the work completed on West 19" t and ensure curbs are

fully reinstalled and severe uneven sidewalk locations be redon

Thank you very much for your consideration. -
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Sincerely yours,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 18

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  City Bench Removal Request - West 23" Street (Six

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
West 23™ Street) be removed. This is requested to imp

Selis Manor is a 33 year-old, fourteen resident for 200 individuals. Several residents
and building management requested thm be removew residents are used to
using the building line as a guiding post, u alking sticks, e bench is an obstacle
to their passage and generally makes naviw X

0, thus not used by many
residents.

We understand, sinc sportation Committee VOt!d to recommend this action to the
full Community eed to remove the bench within the next couple of weeks.

We appreciate their expe ion and action.

Jp— V




O 00 NO U b

10

11

12
13
14
15
16
17
18

19
20
21
22

23
24
25

26
27
28
29
30

31
32

33

34

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 19

October XX, 2013

Kristen Edwards

Director, Homeless Outreach

Goddard Riverside Community Center
40 Exchange Place, Suite 777

New York, NY 10005

Re: West 46" Street at Tenth Avenue

Dear Ms. Edwards:

Manhattan Community Board #4 appreciates the
Goddard Riverside Community Center in our communi
with a homeless woman who has frequently occupied the

Tenth Avenue and West 46™ Street. Wem request bas
nearby building who have indicated that ings often blo
occasionally is rude. Reports to the police have n helpful a

belongings if no one is there to attend them.

We appreciate that the utreach team responde& both neighbor and resident calls

to 311. Workers have reported hey have interacted with her on occasion and she has not

accepted offer of. She has not also been t veral times they arrived after a phone
call (response times can up ur in perio

of high volume).
am takes !pproach of seeking to build trust with homeless

bench on the northeast corner of
the reports of residents of a
sidewalk and

y will only remove

resident witho
encourage them to
request and after Co

t ensuring that services to mitigate any negative behavior and potentially
elter. In addition, bench locations were decided based on resident
unity Board review and approval.

If problems remain we might feel it necessary to remove the bench, but ask for your assistance in
addressing this situation in, hopefully, a more appropriate way.

Sincerely,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 20

October XX, 2013

Captain David Miller
Manhattan 10™ Precinct
NYC Police Department
230 West 20" Street
New York, NY 10011

Margaret Forgione
Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 37" Floor
New York, NY 10038

at increase their efforts to
reduce illegal truck usage of West 15™ Stree ¢ est 22" Str&f!s, west of Seventh
Avenue. This is in response from complaints of dent on West 15 Street, West 19 Street,

Police Department worked with the Community Board to
ck associations the Chelsea Council of Block

ic led t0 street noise on these low-rise building
emuding busted water pipes on West 15" Street

streets to get to avenues, rather than truck routes (West 14™ and West 34th Streets). They also
reported signs in several locations were removed for construction projects and not reinstalled or
have become blocked by overgrown trees, including signs on Tenth Avenue near West 22"
Street and before Ninth Avenue on West 19" Street.



We thus request that, similar to 2007 and 2008, DOT and the Police Department work together to
both install improved signage and increase enforcement. The Transportation Committee of the
Community Board stands ready to work with you by identifying appropriate place for new or
improved signage and specific streets for increased ticketing/enforcement.

We request that both agencies keep us informed of their efforts over the next month

s

ﬂ(";x
)

N 7
ALY

e 4




[

O oo ~NOOULL D WN

N Y
Uubdh WN RO

16
17

18
19
20

21
22
23
24
25

26
27
28
29
30
31
32

33
34
35
36
37
38
39

LANDMARKS COMMITTEE Item #: 21

September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, ninth floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 508-534 West 26" Street
West Chelsea Historic District

Dear Chair Tierney,

The work consists of the introduction of ne t , entrance doors, and exterior
stairs to openings that were previously entirel ese opening locations
currently have a combination of opaque infill a with exterﬁtairs, to be removed.

The proposed storefront would.be of similar design to whichyady been installed on the ground
floor of the loft building i to the west, extending a consistent treatment across much of the

length of the block, and establishi ommon thread between historically separate loft buildings which

have otherwise di e treatments, including tw ate fenestration systems on their upper
floors. Y 4

i ing motive,”ds that it detracts from the two buildings’ discrete

The Board makes a fu ecommendation to enlarge the ground floor masonry openings to match those
on the building’s upper floors, which forcefully express its structural system. Intermediate piers on the
ground floor now create smaller openings within two adjacent column bays, weakening the structural
clarity that is the building’s greatest compositional merit. The current subsidiary openings appear to be of
incidental, formerly functional origin rather than a reflection of the original architect’s greater design
vision. Substitution of broader glazing for the intermediate ground floor piers may be welcomed as an
available option by the owner, and would contribute to the vitality of the street.

2 This letter is subject to ratification of Full Board at the Wednesday, October 2, 2013 meeting.



40
41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50
51

52

53

54

55

The Board recommends approval of this application, but would strongly prefer incorporation of the

changes described above.

Sincerely,

S

Corey Johnson

Chair

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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Attachments A and B: Revised drawing by applicant’s arch i ratiﬁ} MCB4’s reco
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Landmarks Committee Item #: 22
September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, 9th floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 58-60 Ninth Avenue
West Chelsea Historic District o

F N
y 4
Dear Chair Tierney: Y 4

Community Board 4 is writing in response to anm by vaner's architect
%

of proposed work at 58-60 Ninth Avenue.

approval

The property is comprised of two build

“ich are connec
cellar floor. The work consists of:

both the ground floor and the

ation from us. Although this work is entirely
ork that goes that far below ground must go

no objections to this work provided the neighboring
ected and provided that all the necessary prep work and
ts (and any other required permits) are granted.

Sincerely,
Corey Johnson Pamela Wolff
Chair Chair, Landmarks Committee

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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New Business Item #: 23

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Restaurant Row Improvement Project

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 reiterates is support for the are Alliance proposed
improvements for Restaurant Row, including in-ground solar po low-level lighting and restaurant
listing signs near the intersection. Restaura ported this project last year
and were pleased by the extensive outreach, ents undertaken by the

Times Square Alliance.

We request the assistance of the Department of T

i ¢ the project is expedited. We
understand this may Wated funding be transferred 'EDC or another agency and hope
strea

you might be able to a is process.

Both Restaurant Row iation a imes Square M are valuable resources and community
members and we appreciat i ip.with MCB4# on this and other projects.

>

in ensuring can be implemented in a timely fashion.

sident, Scott Stringer

Ellen Gold es Square Alliance
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Chelsea Land Use Committee (CLU) Item #:1

October 3, 2013

Director Amanda M. Burden
Department of City Planning
22 Reade Street

New York, New York 10007

Michael Ben-Asher

Legal Department

Department of Consumer Affairs
42 Broadway

New York, New York 10004

Re:  ULURP No. N130021ECM
New York Fast Gourmet Premier, LLC
DBA: New York Burger Co.

rd
470 West 23 Street, Borough of Manhattan
Dear Director Burden and Mr. Ben-Asher:

At the recommendation of its Chelsea Land Use Committee, Manhattan Community Board No.
4, having held a duly noticed public hearing on ULURP application number N130021ECM,
reluctantly recommends approval of the application by New York Fast Gourmet Premier,

LLC for a renewal for an enclosed sidewalk café with 25 tables and 54 seats to be operated at
rd

rd
470 West 23 Street, the southeast corner of the intersection of West 23 Street and Tenth
Avenue.

Although we are fundamentally opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes, and to this one in particular,
we acknowledge that this operation has proved to be successful and is a great improvement over
the decrepit structure we were accustomed to having on our sidewalk. Before we approved the
applicant's original application in December 2010 this location had proven to be problematic for
restaurant operators for more than twenty five years. Even with the benefit of an enclosed
sidewalk café, a succession of restaurants had failed, at times leaving an abandoned, decaying
structure on this prominent West Chelsea corner for years at a time.

We are opposed to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general for three reasons:

i. They are permanent structures that appropriate public property for private use without
providing a public benefit;

ii. Unlike unenclosed sidewalk cafes which can add to community ambiance and create more
vibrant streetscapes, enclosed sidewalk cafes isolate diners from sidewalk activity and the
community; and
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iii. Since they are permanent structures, they are difficult to remove should that be warranted.

In addition to these general concerns, we are specifically opposed to an enclosed sidewalk cafe at
this location because it leaves an unacceptably narrow 7°6” clear sidewalk on a heavily trafficked
corner. The sidewalks of West Chelsea have become increasingly crowded as the area has
developed over the last few years, spurred by the flourishing West Chelsea art district, Chelsea
Piers, Chelsea Waterside Park, the new Hudson River Park and the High Line. It is not
uncommon on a sunny weekend afternoon to encounter a lengthy queue waiting to pass through
the bottleneck on Tenth Avenue created by this sidewalk café structure. The completion of
Segment II of the High Line brought an access stair diagonally across the intersection, further
increasing congestion, and the continued development of West Chelsea seems to increase
pedestrian traffic on a daily basis.

We have long sought the removal of this intrusive structure and would like to note that 470 West

rd
23 Street was grudgingly included in the Chelsea Historic District Extension with the then
newly-built sidewalk café structure in place. This regrettable decision makes removal of this
unfortunately sited structure even more difficult.

Despite our opposition to enclosed sidewalk cafes in general, and to this one in particular, since
the structure already exists we are faced with the choice between an operating restaurant and an
abandoned structure. Until we succeed in having the structure removed, we are forced to choose
the restaurant option and reluctantly recommend approval of the application.

Sincerely,
Corey, Lee, Betty

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn

NYC Council Speaker Quinn’s Office -Melanie Larocca
NYC Council Land Use Division — Danielle DeCerbo
NYS Senator Brad Hoylman

NYS Assemblyman Richard Gottfried

MBP Scott Stringer

MBPO - Brian Cook

Applicant —
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 14
October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Bolt Bus On Street Terminal Location
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October 2013 full board meeting, Manhattan Communi (CB4) vote in favor and
__ against to approve relocating two Long Distance Bus Wreet Terminals (On Stree Loading and

Unloading zone) to the north curb of West 33" Street j st of Elemenue.
priate locations, we‘continue to

odate this growing mode of
udson Yards rezoning and this

While CB4 agrees to approve a limited number of interim st
request that the city create a permanent bus terminal structure to
transportation. Such a bus terminal was co

itted, as part of the 2
Community Board has advocated for its dev since that time.

CB4 applauds the initiative to relocate two exis
locations on West 33™ Street between Seventh a
Eighth Avenue. These stops:coiiti inue to be problemati i ring businesses and for

allocate an average of 41 daily departures and 42 daily arrivals to the west

o the hours of 6:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. serving existing destinations
(Greenbelt/Baltimore, adelphia/Cherry Hill, Washington, D.C.), and a new destination, Pittsburgh.
During peak days departures at this new stop would reach 52 daily with up to six departures and three
arrivals per hour.

" The West 39" Street and Tenth Avenue location originally proposed by DOT and Bolt had insufficient space for queuing
passengers, was adjacent to one of the very few parks in aouth Hell’s Kitchen, was dangerous to pedestrians, and was challenging
for bus egress.
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Separately, fourteen departures and fourteen arrivals from the existing West 33" and West 34" Street
locations would be relocated to the East side of Manhattan serving Boston.

Buses will use Eleventh Avenue to arrive from the Lincoln Tunnel and the West Side Highway and West
40" Street to leave for their destination, thus, having no impact on residential or more commercial streets.
The applicant already uses a layover location on Eleventh Avenue.

The waiting area would be on a 300 foot long, 10 foot wide sidewalk, along the
yards, 4 feet of which would be used for loading, unloading and circulation,
queuing. This allows for up to 200 passengers queuing, on a stretch of si
of pedestrian traffic.

vits truck marshaling
t for passenger
alk currently mostly devoid

Bolt Bus provided a sidewalk location plan for waiting passengers. red that they will
have a minimum of two (2) staff people during all hours of o iti ak hours. DOT
will also require that they keep the sidewalk area free of Wand ensure on-going cle
to be sufficient space for food vendors to congregate ai end of the stop. We are con

does not require applicants to make arrangements for rest acilit&*ther through agreements with
nearby businesses (in this location likely the Javits Center) o -a-sahs. Given our eXperience at
other locations, we will be watchful of whether this policy is appropriate and may ask DOT to require on-
site port-a-sans or linkages to area business i s. Bolt provides rest rooms on
their buses.

CB4 has long expressed concern about private s, including sidewalks. We thus feel
that when a private entity uses public spaces they mmediate area improvements
and/or beautification to co. . preciate that DOT is requesting the

city to remove surroun i ifi (e.g. improving nearby landscaping/installing
tallation and maintenance of public benches)

" Street at peak hours. While it likely has increased since then, it is still
fewer than most corne he area. As such the intersection is fairly safe for approaching travelers, who
will mostly arrive via the West 34" Street SBS or the #7 subway train at West 33™ Street, once open.

Eleventh Avenue o

Thank you for your partnership with CB4 in implementing practical and appropriate intercity bus location
in our district.

CJ/CB/JM
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 15

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: High Line Hotel — Loading Zone Request

VN
Dear Commissioner Forgione: V amN
y 4
At its full board meeting, Manhattan Community Boar B4) vote

by _ in favor and i
deny the installation of parking signs allowing a 100*“1oa one in fi of the High Line hotel, on the
east side of Tenth Avenue between West 20" and West 21 x &
The High Line hotel, located in the building.formerly known as th logical Seminary, occupies the
whole frontage of the block between West 2

West 21% streets. rance is located on the
southern portion of the block. The current par\ ion at the curb s: “No Standing 7 — 10
Me

AM, except Sunday” and “No Parking 7 AM — ay”. ’

For hotels of 100 rooms of 1 e Department o oﬂat@Y does not automatically grant a
loading zone and reques Board revie d recommendations. In our previous
ller hote

recommendations fo ing zones, we have sought to accommodate both the business

needs and surrounding ing/traffic needs of the area sidents. In this instance we do not find any
pressing business needs a co out the traffic implications

e hotel buws would be harmed by leaving the existing

mber observations reflected typical availability of spaces on
a.m. to 7 p.m., parking is not permitted leaving ample room for

the extensive (and increasing) traffic on Tenth Avenue and its role as a truck route linking the west side
highway at West 14" Street, to the Lincoln Tunnel entrances on West 30" and West 40" Streets. It would
also break the existing consistent parking regulations (no standing 7am to 10am and no parking 7am to
7pm) continuously along the East side of the avenue from West 14" to West 22™ Streets.

CB4 thus recommends that this application be denied.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 16

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  West 41% Street and Ninth Avenue safety improvem
Dear Commissioner Forgione:

At its October full board meeting, Manhattan Co.

approved the proposed redesign and signal light chang Street
and Ninth Avenue in response. We feel this is an appropri d well-conceived response to the
many collisions that have occurred ther he Hell’s Kitchen Traffic

Study, and especially to the collision in cond recent fatality.

However, CB4 asks that the Department of Transpo oT) re’arch our questions related
to the signage plan and come back to the transportation co ithin two months from now,
before implementation or the begim 2014.

The proposed configurati ill provi i Wnal on Ninth Avenue at W. 41* Street,
i cles to allow pedestrians to cross W. 41%

pedestrian conflict”. In addition bulb outs will
ewalk to accommodate more pedestrians and slow the

enforced.

The DOT proposal for signal and traffic changes also includes dedicating two (instead of the
current one) turning lanes between W. 41* and W. 42" Street along Ninth Avenue and one left
lane between W. 42" and W. 44™ Streets, to bus traffic during peak hour. This would help
enhance the capacity of this segment, and reduce queuing at this entrance by redirecting cars and
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trucks queuing for the Lincoln Tunnel to use the east side of Ninth Avenue until they are pass W.
41* Street. Signage will help drivers to make the proper choice as soon as possible.

However the devil is in the details and we ask that the DOT explore solutions to the following
concerns and return to the transportation committee within the next two months for the
community to review the final plan before installation:

d at the modified

Can accessible (audible) and countdown pedestrian signals be i
intersection?

Avenue because of
buses leaving the

In the morning, there is often back up at W. 41 Street
trucks clogging the W. 41st Street entrance when it sh

Bus Terminal. Ninth Avenue is the major Lincol e
for New Jersey after matinee and evening Broﬁa
weekend, this entrance is overcrowded causi
restrict the W. 41% Street entrance to bus

for drivers, and it would simplify signage and e
Daily back ups on Ninth Avenue usually starts at W.
the dedicated bus lane be expanMo W. 46" Str.
Will the dedicated bus lane be pai

IM is. the custo r new bus lanes? It
would be self explanatory to cars an cks.

treet or further north. Could

We appreciate suspend highway signage ! the neighborhood. It may make
sense to sus s to all traffie signals south of W. 460 Street, indicating,

to include such a message on the

install new signs on side streets that are feeding into Ninth Avenue at
d W. 42", enjoining cars and trucks and through traffic to keep left,
using the eas es of 9" Avenue. Below W. 41 Street, it is common for drivers to turn
in the left lanes and then try to enter the queues further south, blocking the flow of traffic
on the avenue. The signs should indicate the path to the Lincoln tunnel as the right lanes
or going straight. There is an old Lincoln Tunnel sign on the southeast corner of W. 39"
Street that could be reused for that purpose or replaced.

Again, CB4 is delighted with DOT’s proposal and the schedule of implementation. We are also
pleased to hear that the W. 43" Street and Ninth Avenue intersection will be equipped with a



79  similar split phase signal in early 2014. These are major steps toward a better and safer Ninth
80 Avenue.
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 17

October XX, 2013

Kevin Jeffrey

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Parks Department

24 W. 61 Street, 5th Floor

New York, NY 10023

Re: Tree pit widening program
Dear Commissioner Jeffrey:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
outreach and ensure on-going block resident communi
whenever it does tree pit widening and ensure community ipation in decision making when
the widening leaves less than six foot p

trian access and/o ire extensive sidewalk
replacement.

Earlier this year the Parks Department sent notices ts of seﬁl blocks in Chelsea that
they will be widening tree pits in the area to prom health and prevent tree roots

breaking sidewalks. As advocates fo hattan CB4 supports this effort.
However, discussion‘with resi reet between Eighth and Ninth Avenue leaves

us with several ¢

er stoops left less than six foot passage, creating
bound residents of the block. Some of the sidewalk

ormed of the specific work or the timetable for completion and
site were responsible for resident communication or outreach. We
Commission Margaret Forgione has assisted to facilitate

communications bet the Parks Department and residents.

Manhattan CB4 thus requests that the Parks Department:

® Assign a staff person to act as a communication liaison with residents of streets affected
by work;
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¢ Hold a block meeting in advance of beginning work on a street where they provide
residents and property owners with a description and drawings of the work to be
completed, the timetable for completion and the name and phone number of the
community liaison to answer questions and address complaints of poor workmanship;

® In cases where proposed tree pit widening will leave less than six foot pedestrian clear
pathway, not finalize design until there is discussion with reside

We also request that you review the work completed on West 19" t and ensure curbs are

fully reinstalled and severe uneven sidewalk locations be redon

Thank you very much for your consideration. -
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Sincerely yours,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 18

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re:  City Bench Removal Request - West 23" Street (Six

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 requests that t
West 23™ Street) be removed. This is requested to imp

Selis Manor is a 33 year-old, fourteen resident for 200 individuals. Several residents
and building management requested thm be removew residents are used to
using the building line as a guiding post, u alking sticks, e bench is an obstacle
to their passage and generally makes naviw X

0, thus not used by many
residents.

We understand, sinc sportation Committee VOt!d to recommend this action to the
full Community eed to remove the bench within the next couple of weeks.

We appreciate their expe ion and action.

Jp— V
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 19

October XX, 2013

Kristen Edwards

Director, Homeless Outreach

Goddard Riverside Community Center
40 Exchange Place, Suite 777

New York, NY 10005

Re: West 46" Street at Tenth Avenue

Dear Ms. Edwards:

Manhattan Community Board #4 appreciates the
Goddard Riverside Community Center in our communi
with a homeless woman who has frequently occupied the

Tenth Avenue and West 46™ Street. Wem request bas
nearby building who have indicated that ings often blo
occasionally is rude. Reports to the police have n helpful a

belongings if no one is there to attend them.

We appreciate that the utreach team responde& both neighbor and resident calls

to 311. Workers have reported hey have interacted with her on occasion and she has not

accepted offer of. She has not also been t veral times they arrived after a phone
call (response times can up ur in perio

of high volume).
am takes !pproach of seeking to build trust with homeless

bench on the northeast corner of
the reports of residents of a
sidewalk and

y will only remove

resident witho
encourage them to
request and after Co

t ensuring that services to mitigate any negative behavior and potentially
elter. In addition, bench locations were decided based on resident
unity Board review and approval.

If problems remain we might feel it necessary to remove the bench, but ask for your assistance in
addressing this situation in, hopefully, a more appropriate way.

Sincerely,
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TRANSPORTATION PLANNING COMMITTEE Item #: 20

October XX, 2013

Captain David Miller
Manhattan 10™ Precinct
NYC Police Department
230 West 20" Street
New York, NY 10011

Margaret Forgione
Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 37" Floor
New York, NY 10038

at increase their efforts to
reduce illegal truck usage of West 15™ Stree ¢ est 22" Str&f!s, west of Seventh
Avenue. This is in response from complaints of dent on West 15 Street, West 19 Street,

Police Department worked with the Community Board to
ck associations the Chelsea Council of Block

ic led t0 street noise on these low-rise building
emuding busted water pipes on West 15" Street

streets to get to avenues, rather than truck routes (West 14™ and West 34th Streets). They also
reported signs in several locations were removed for construction projects and not reinstalled or
have become blocked by overgrown trees, including signs on Tenth Avenue near West 22"
Street and before Ninth Avenue on West 19" Street.



We thus request that, similar to 2007 and 2008, DOT and the Police Department work together to
both install improved signage and increase enforcement. The Transportation Committee of the
Community Board stands ready to work with you by identifying appropriate place for new or
improved signage and specific streets for increased ticketing/enforcement.

We request that both agencies keep us informed of their efforts over the next month
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LANDMARKS COMMITTEE Item #: 21

September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, ninth floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 508-534 West 26" Street
West Chelsea Historic District

Dear Chair Tierney,

The work consists of the introduction of ne t , entrance doors, and exterior
stairs to openings that were previously entirel ese opening locations
currently have a combination of opaque infill a with exterﬁtairs, to be removed.

The proposed storefront would.be of similar design to whichyady been installed on the ground
floor of the loft building i to the west, extending a consistent treatment across much of the

length of the block, and establishi ommon thread between historically separate loft buildings which

have otherwise di e treatments, including tw ate fenestration systems on their upper
floors. Y 4

i ing motive,”ds that it detracts from the two buildings’ discrete

The Board makes a fu ecommendation to enlarge the ground floor masonry openings to match those
on the building’s upper floors, which forcefully express its structural system. Intermediate piers on the
ground floor now create smaller openings within two adjacent column bays, weakening the structural
clarity that is the building’s greatest compositional merit. The current subsidiary openings appear to be of
incidental, formerly functional origin rather than a reflection of the original architect’s greater design
vision. Substitution of broader glazing for the intermediate ground floor piers may be welcomed as an
available option by the owner, and would contribute to the vitality of the street.

2 This letter is subject to ratification of Full Board at the Wednesday, October 2, 2013 meeting.
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The Board recommends approval of this application, but would strongly prefer incorporation of the

changes described above.

Sincerely,

S

Corey Johnson

Chair

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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Attachments A and B: Revised drawing by applicant’s arch i ratiﬁ} MCB4’s reco
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Landmarks Committee Item #: 22
September 26, 2013

Hon. Robert B. Tierney

Chair

Landmarks Preservation Commission
Municipal Building, 9th floor

One Center Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: 58-60 Ninth Avenue
West Chelsea Historic District o

F N
y 4
Dear Chair Tierney: Y 4

Community Board 4 is writing in response to anm by vaner's architect
%

of proposed work at 58-60 Ninth Avenue.

approval

The property is comprised of two build

“ich are connec
cellar floor. The work consists of:

both the ground floor and the

ation from us. Although this work is entirely
ork that goes that far below ground must go

no objections to this work provided the neighboring
ected and provided that all the necessary prep work and
ts (and any other required permits) are granted.

Sincerely,
Corey Johnson Pamela Wolff
Chair Chair, Landmarks Committee

cc: NYC Council Speaker Christine Quinn
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New Business Item #: 23

October XX, 2013

Margaret Forgione

Manhattan Borough Commissioner
NYC Department of Transportation
59 Maiden Lane, 35" Floor

New York, NY 10038

Re: Restaurant Row Improvement Project

Dear Commissioner Forgione:

Manhattan Community Board #4 reiterates is support for the are Alliance proposed
improvements for Restaurant Row, including in-ground solar po low-level lighting and restaurant
listing signs near the intersection. Restaura ported this project last year
and were pleased by the extensive outreach, ents undertaken by the

Times Square Alliance.

We request the assistance of the Department of T

i ¢ the project is expedited. We
understand this may Wated funding be transferred 'EDC or another agency and hope
strea

you might be able to a is process.

Both Restaurant Row iation a imes Square M are valuable resources and community
members and we appreciat i ip.with MCB4# on this and other projects.

>

in ensuring can be implemented in a timely fashion.

sident, Scott Stringer

Ellen Gold es Square Alliance



