
 

Quality of Life Committee        Item#: 1 1 
 2 
 3 
SAPO 4 
  5 
Dear _________ 6 
  7 
Manhattan Community Board 4 (“MCB4”) writes in order to express our concern regarding the 8 
current moratorium in place affecting all multi-day/multi-block events in our district.  Although, 9 
in our letter to your office, dated November 23, 2015, in which we confirmed our full support for 10 
this new initiative, subsequent events relating to Street Activity Permits have forced us to 11 
reconsider at least one aspect of the moratorium.  While understanding the need to minimize 12 
impacts that any new event can have on the surrounding neighborhood, it is our understanding 13 
that the practical effects of this moratorium severely limit the options our Board has in dealing 14 
successfully with any activities currently licensed.     15 
  16 
When significant problems arise regarding the ineffectual and problematic operation by 17 
management of a particular event, MCB4 must expend significant energies trying to rectify the 18 
situation. If our collective efforts do not result in a timely resolution to the problems, the 19 
vendors, residents and local businesses suffer since the only alternative (that we are aware of) is 20 
to request that SAPO cancel the permitted activity entirely. 21 
  22 
We request that SAPO create an exception to the moratorium rule that would allow MCB4 the 23 
opportunity to replace an operator without having to eliminate the event entirely. We believe that 24 
it is in the best interests of Manhattan Community District 4 that any permitted street 25 
activity, especially one that has significant community benefit and value, should not have to 26 
be sacrificed in its entirety in order to remediate any particular individual issues MCB4 may 27 
have with it.      28 
  29 
We invite you to meet with our Board Chair, the co-chairs of the Quality of Life Committee and 30 
others at the Executive Committee being held on March __, 2016 at 6:30 p.m. to discuss same in 31 
greater detail.  Please confirm at your earliest convenience if you are able to attend.  32 
  33 
 34 
 35 
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Clinton/Hell’s Kitchen Land Use Committee   Item #: 10 1 
 2 

March 2, 2005 3 

 4 

Hon. Carl Weisbrod 5 

Chair 6 

City Planning Commission 7 

22 Reade Street 8 

New York, New York 10007 9 

 10 

Re: Balsley Park, 362-8 W. 57th Street/866-72 Ninth Avenue - Application N 160129 ZCM 11 
 12 

Dear Chair Weisbrod: 13 

 14 

Manhattan Community Board 4, at its March 2
nd

, 2016, Full Board meeting voted to deny 15 

Application N 160129 ZCM, a Chair certification to re-allow a kiosk in an Urban Plaza at 362-8 16 

West 57
th

 Street/866-72 Ninth Avenue, aka Balsley Park (“Park”), unless certain conditions are 17 

added to the certification agreement concerning the operation and maintenance of the Park. 18 

 19 

This application is pursuant to Section 37-04 of the NYC Zoning Resolution. The Park was 20 

completed in 1978 in connection with construction of the building known as “the Sheffield” at 21 

316 West 57
th

 Street. In 1998, the kiosk and open air café was approved by the City Planning 22 

Commission and the open space was extensively renovated. A renewal application for the kiosk 23 

and café was approved by the City Planning Commission in 2002.  24 

 25 

Pursuant to the Notice of Certification dated December 21, 1998 by Rose Associates, Inc. in 26 

connection with the original application (N 990202 ZCM dated November 12, 1998), the owner 27 

of the Sheffield is required to maintain the open space substantially in accordance with the site 28 

plan prepared by Thomas Balsley Associates that was part of the original application.  29 

 30 

The open space, including the kiosk and open air café, are heavily and enthusiastically used by 31 

the public. Service from the kiosk is convenient and affordable. This is a much-appreciated 32 

public amenity, and this Board is grateful for its development and the continued maintenance of 33 

the open space. 34 

 35 

The Board has the following recommendations on this application, which are agreed to in writing 36 

by the applicant (see attached). The Board requests, contingent on its recommendation to 37 

approve, that these recommendations be incorporated in the agreement made for the Chair’s 38 

certification. 39 

 40 

1. Continuing maintenance commitment. The Sheffield will maintain the Park even if the kiosk is 41 

not retained in the future. 42 

 43 

2. General maintenance. This Board has received several complaints and pictures detailing that 44 

the open space is not kept sufficiently clean. In particular, pigeon droppings on the benches and 45 

ground and gardening equipment left lying around. The Sheffield shall send maintenance staff 46 



 

2 
 

four (4) times per day to the Park to clean and inspect. In addition, the kiosk operator shall 47 

provide additional maintenance within 100 feet of the kiosk; such a requirement will be a part of 48 

his operating agreement. 49 

 50 

3. Repairs. The open space is so heavily used, thus several elements have become worn, and 51 

require repair. Thomas Balsely, the original architect, will inspect the Park and prepare a punch 52 

list and schedule for implementation.  He will prepare a status report (i) 90 days after approval of 53 

the Kiosk renewal application by Community Board 4, (ii) on June 30th, 2016, and (iii) 90 days 54 

after occupancy by the Kiosk operator (the " Kiosk Operator").  55 

 56 

Some of the repairs the Board feels are needed 57 

 58 

 Plantings – The plantings are now quite sparse, a function, no doubt, of heavy use and a 59 

challenging environment. The plantings should be restored to meet the specifications in 60 

the site plan. 61 

 Walls – There has been graffiti and chipped paint on some of the walls, particularly the 62 

wall surrounding the children’s play area. The walls should be repainted. 63 

 Signage - The Sheffield will install additional signage regarding use and behavior in the 64 

Park. 65 

 66 

Separate from the Chair certification the Sheffield will examine the feasibility of installing a 67 

camera on the Kiosk to record anti-social activity. In addition, starting now and going forward 68 

the Sheffield agrees work with the Board, NYPD, local elected officials and appropriate NYC 69 

agencies regarding anti-social activity, homelessness and other activities of concern in the Park. 70 

 71 

Subject to the above, this Board will be pleased to recommend approval of this application. 72 

 73 

Sincerely, 74 

                                75 
Delores Rubin                           

Chair                                               

 

                         Jean-Daniel Noland, Chair   

                       Clinton/Hell’s Kitchen Land Use Committee 

 

  

 

 
 

cc: Matt Green, NYC Councilmember Corey Johnson 76 

 Gabby Dann-Allel, NYS Assemblymember Richard Gottfried’s Office 77 

 Andrew Lombardi, Manhattan Borough President Gale Brewer 78 

 Richard Bass, applicant’s representative  79 
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 2 

 3 

 4 

 5 

 6 

 7 

February XX, 2016 8 

 9 

Martin Rebholz  10 

Manhattan Borough Commissioner  11 

NYC Department of Buildings  12 

280 Broadway  13 

New York, NY 10007 14 

 15 

Louise Carroll 16 

Assistant Commissioner, Inclusionary Housing 17 

NYC Dept. of Housing Preservation and Development  18 

100 Gold Street  19 

New York, NY 10038 20 

 21 

Re:  517-525 West 45
th

 Street 22 

 Block 1074, Lot 18 23 
 24 

Dear Commissioner Rebholz and Assistant Commissioner Carroll: 25 

 26 

Manhattan Community Board 4 (MCB4) would first like to thank the New York City 27 

Department of Buildings (DOB) for taking action on Application No. 122204462 regarding 517-28 

525 West 45
th

 Street. In a letter to DOB, MCB4 stated that the application’s proposed addition of 29 

two stories at 517 West 45
th

 Street and one story at 521-525 West 45
th

 Street would have 30 

exceeded the 66-foot height limit for the Special Clinton District (SCD).
1
  On February 5, 2016, 31 

DOB disapproved Application No. 122204462.  32 

 33 

At its February 10, 2016 meeting, the Clinton/Hell’s Kitchen Land Use Committee discussed the 34 

plans for 517-525 West 45
th

 Street as well as false PW1 forms submitted under those plans. By a 35 

vote of XX in favor, XX opposed, and XX present but not eligible to vote, MCB4 voted to 36 

request that DOB and HPD work together to ensure that any alteration to 517-525 West 45
th

 37 

Street be in complete compliance with the Zoning Resolution. The Board also requests that DOB 38 

ensure that all applications and relevant forms regarding 517-525 West 45
th

 Street be in 39 

compliance with DOB requirements.  40 

 41 

Background 42 
517-525 West 45

th
 Street consists of five adjacent industrial loft buildings of differing heights, 43 

erected on a single zoning lot (Block 1074, Lot 18) between Tenth and Eleventh Avenues. The 44 

517 building located on West 45
th

 Street is four stories tall. Immediately to the west, the 525 45 

                                                 
1
 See Appendix A – Letter to DOB dated December 9, 2015 
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building is five stories tall. Behind these two buildings, off an interior courtyard, is a two-story 46 

wing of the 525 building—called 525 Rear—as well as the 523 building, which is also a five-47 

story building. The buildings are located in the Preservation Area of the Special Clinton District 48 

(SCD) 49 

 50 

The buildings were first residentially occupied in 1963 under the Artist in Residence (AIR) Law, 51 

and became an IMD in 1986 (IMD #10516). Together, the buildings contain a total of 18 52 

apartments, of which 10 are Interim Multiple Dwelling (IMD) units. The IMD tenants of this 53 

building have long faced a series of tenant harassment tactics, including withdrawal of services 54 

and threatened use of force, aimed at forcing IMD tenants out of their units.    55 

 56 

False Forms under DOB Application No. 122204462  57 
It was brought to the Board’s attention that DOB PW1 forms containing false statements had 58 

been submitted in conjunction with Application No. 122204462.
2
 A PW1 form submitted on 59 

April 1, 2015 erroneously stated that the building was for a Single Room Occupancy (SRO) 60 

Multiple Dwelling. 61 

 62 

Additionally, the applicant did not answer the following questions in Section 9 of the 63 

application: 64 

 Alteration required to meet New Building requirements (28-101.4.5) 65 

 Alteration is major change to exits  66 

 Change in number of dwelling units 67 

 Change in occupancy / use 68 

 Change is inconsistent with current certificate of occupancy  69 

 Change in number of stories  70 

In an earlier portion of the application, the applicant acknowledged that the Type 1 Alteration 71 

would in fact have to meet New Building requirements. In addition, the alteration would have 72 

had an effect on the number of units and stories.  73 

 74 

Furthermore, an earlier PW1 form, submitted on December 2, 2015, stated that the alteration 75 

would have entailed:
3
 76 

 A change in the number of stories 77 

 A change in the number of dwelling units 78 

 A change in occupancy and/or use 79 

These statements, all of which are correct, contradict the form submitted in April of 2015.  80 

 81 

Over the past few months, this Board has seen over 20 falsified forms submitted to DOB. Some 82 
of these were accepted by the agency. MCB4 requests that DOB take immediate action to ensure 83 

that this pattern ends. Moreover, the disapproval of a DOB application should have no bearing 84 

on the reprehension of professionals who provide erroneous answers on forms that specifically 85 

                                                 
2
 See Appendix B – PW1 Form dated March 24, 2015 

3
 See Appendix C – PW1 form dated November 14, 2014 
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state, “Falsification of any statement is a misdemeanor and is punishable by a fine or 86 

imprisonment, or both.” 87 

 88 

Zoning Resolution Requirement – Minimum Distance between Buildings 89 
These plans proposed in Application No. 122204462 were not in compliance with the Zoning 90 

Resolution Section § 23-711 (ZR § 23-711), which requires a minimum distance between 91 

buildings on a single zoning lot:  92 

 93 

23-711 94 

Standard minimum distance between buildings
4
 95 

 96 

R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 R8 R9 R10 97 

 98 

In all districts, as indicated, the required minimum distance 99 

between the portion of a #building# containing #dwelling units# and 100 

any other #building# on the same #zoning lot# shall vary according 101 

to the height of such #buildings# and the presence of #legally 102 

required windows# in facing #building# walls. Such minimum distance 103 

shall be, in feet, as indicated in the following table: 104 

 105 

 Maximum #Building# Height 

above #Base Plane# or #Curb 

Level#, as Applicable (in feet) 

Wall Condition* 25 35 40 50 Over 50 

Wall to Wall 20 25 30 35 40 

Wall to Window 30 35 40 45 50 

Window to Window 40 45 50 55 60 

 106 

The existing structures are grandfathered in and do not have to comply with these requirements. 107 

However, any floor addition must meet the minimum wall to wall, wall to window, and window 108 
to window distances established by ZR § 23-711. In the PW1 form submitted with Application 109 

No. 122204462, the applicant checked a box acknowledging that the proposed alteration would 110 

have required compliance with New Building requirements (28-101.4.5). DOB must ensure that 111 

any future applications meet these requirements.  112 

 113 

New DOB Tenant Protection Plan Requirement 114 
Beginning on January 25, 2016, DOB required that a Tenant Protection Plan be submitted for all 115 

buildings being altered or demolished, so long as they contain one or more dwelling units. The 116 

Board requests that DOB ensure that this requirement is met. The IMD tenants in this building 117 

have endured multiple harassment tactics for decades. Improvements made while these tenants 118 

are occupying their units must take into consideration their safety and the provision of basic 119 

services.  120 

 121 

 122 

                                                 
4
 Emphasis added.  
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 123 

Conclusion 124 
The tenants in 517-525 West 45

th
 Street have long endured a series of harassment tactics aimed 125 

at forcing them out of their units. They should be protected from any further hardships, 126 

especially when those hardships are in violation of zoning and HPD requirements. Any 127 

improvements made on the property by the owner should be held up to the appropriate zoning 128 

and HPD standards, and careful attention should be paid by city agencies to ensure that this is the 129 

case. The Board looks forward to working with HPD and DOB with regard to these buildings. 130 

 131 

Sincerely, 132 

 133 

 134 

 135 

 136 

Delores Rubin      137 

MCB4 Chair      138 

                              139 

 140 

 141 

Jean-Daniel Noland 142 

Chair, Clinton/Hell’s Kitchen Land Use Committee  143 

 144 

cc:  XX 145 

  146 
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February 18, 2016 

 

Maria Torres-Springer 

President 

New York City Economic Development Corporation 

110 William Street 

New York, NY 10038 

 

Vicki Been 

Commissioner 

Department of Housing Preservation & Development 

100 Gold Street 10038 

 

Re:  Covenant House – Hunter College Site  

 Block 1050, Lots 1, 6, 13 

 Request for Proposal (RFP) 

 

Dear Ms. Torres-Springer and Commissioner Been: 

 

Manhattan Community Board 4 (MCB4) at its Full Board Meeting on February 3, 2016, was 

presented with a report on the Covenant House – Hunter College Site Request for Proposal (RFP) 

released by the Economic Development Corporation (EDC) on January 27th, 2016. The Board 

then designated its Clinton/Hell's Kitchen Land Use Committee to further discuss and release by 

ratification the Board's response to the RFP. At its meeting on February 10, 2016, the Committee 

voted to approve the following response which will be ratified at the Board's March 2nd, 2016 

general meeting. 

 

MCB4's RESPONSE EDC/COVENANT HOUSE RFP 
 

Manhattan Community Board 4 would like to thank EDC for the release of the RFP, a document 

which represents 18 months of meetings between EDC, Covenant House, HPD, the City 

administration, and MCB4. Since a number of the community's concerns remain only broadly 

addressed in the RFP, the Board is compelled to restate the specific community requests which 

both Covenant House and EDC fully understand to be crucial demands by the community.  

 

 

DELORES RUBIN 
Chair 

Jesse R. Bodine 
District Manager 

 

 
CITY OF NEW YORK 

 
MANHATTAN COMMUNITY BOARD FOUR 

 
330 West 42

nd
 Street, 26

th
 floor   New York, NY   10036 

tel: 212-736-4536   fax: 212-947-9512 

www.nyc.gov/mcb4 
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These requests, the inclusion of which EDC contended would constrain the transactional structure 

of the RFP, are key to the Board's approval of plans to develop the site. The Board, therefore, 

expects these requests will be emphasized to applicants by EDC during the application selection 

process as community demands which must be met. 

 

1. Permanent Affordability 
The RFP states that affordability is required to last only as long as the real estate tax exemption. 

This temporary affordability satisfies neither the Board's nor the City's goal of promoting and 

sustaining economic diversity. Permanent affordability is no longer an aspiration: it is a 

requirement. 

 

It should be made clear to applicants that the affordable units built on the site must be permanently 

affordable. 

 

2. Height Limits 
The RFP statement that height is only required "to relate to the prevailing heights of the existing 

buildings in the immediate neighborhood" is too open to an interpretation which could be a benefit 

to a developer but a detriment to the community. The Board has been consistent and clear that 

height limits of 250 feet on the side streets and 450 feet on Tenth Avenue are acceptable.  

 

It must be made explicit to applicants that the heights of new building must relate to the context of 

the Hell's Kitchen neighborhood as a whole, not to nearby building heights which a developer may 

use to justify out-of-scale and out-of-context heights. 

 

3. Carnegie Library West 40th Street Branch 
Applicants to develop the site should be advised that the RPF's request that "Respondents are 

encouraged to consider preserving the façade." is only a part of MCB4's requirement. 

 

MCB4 is committed to insuring that the entire Carnegie Library building is preserved, its façade 

entrance restored, and it serve as a community facility with a goal to its eventual use as a branch 

library.  

 

4. Educational Facility 
The RFP states "Respondents are encouraged to consider educational community facility uses as a 

programmatic element within their proposal." 

 

MCB4 neither made this request nor considers it appropriate for this site. 

 

Additional Requirements in the RFP 
The following additional RFP requirements were not disclosed to the Board during our RFP 

discussions. 

 

   • "The developer will have to pay EDC an Administrative Fee of 1% of the unrestricted 

appraised value of the Eastern Parcel 
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MCB4 notes that in its long history of working on many affordable housing RFPs through HPD, 

the City never imposed an Administrative Fee, payable to a City agency. As a percentage of 

appraised value, which will be in the tens of millions, this proposed fee will be substantial. In an 

affordable housing RFP, which provides no public subsidy, any fees should further fund the 

affordable housing development project itself, not EDC. 

  

 "Should the developer secure any development rights from adjacent parcels, the developer will 

have to pay Covenant House and the City a “participation fee” equal to 50% of the 

purchase price that the developer pays to the owner of that adjacent parcel."  

 

Such an action is a disincentive for any developer to acquire development rights or any other 

parcel on this site. Why would EDC or Covenant House seek financial gain if the project could 

become more financially feasible through additional adjacent development rights? 

 

THE DEVELOPMENT SITE 

 

The Development Site on block 1050 is located between West 40th and 41st Streets, Tenth and 

Dyer Avenues, and comprises the following sites:  

 

 Covenant House, along 10th Avenue between West 40th and 41st
 
Streets (including the former 

Carnegie Library on West 40th Street and adjacent to Covenant House)  

 Former Hunter College Voorhees Campus in the mid-block along West 41st Street. 

   

All the above mentioned properties on the Site are owned by different entities and have been 

present on the block for extended periods of time. Covenant House first began operating out of the 

site in 1976 and continues to help homeless youth with shelter, social services, opportunities for 

schooling, and training for future employment. Part of the Covenant House site is the former West 

40th Street Carnegie Library, which is now used by Covenant House as a health clinic and gym. 

The Hunter College Voorhees Campus Annex was vacated in 2014 and remains vacant. 

Ownership of the building has been reverted to the City of New York.  

 

The Board identified this site and brought it to the attention of the Mayor’s office, with the 

expectation of working with the New York City Department of Housing Preservation and 

Development (HPD) to develop an RFP. The Board was subsequently informed that EDC would 

be tasked with developing and releasing the RFP for the site.  

 

The Board met with EDC last year. During this meeting, EDC presented a preliminary proposal 

that called for the demolition of all the buildings on the site as well as an upzoning for future 

development. The Board responded that it would want to preserve the entire Carnegie Library 

building and that it opposed an upzoning. MCB4, alongside our Councilmember, then entered into 

18 months of negotiations with EDC and issued two letters in 2015. After serious negotiations, the 

RFP was released on January 27th, 2016.   

 

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION IS CRITICAL 
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Manhattan Community Board 4 fully supports Covenant House's aim to build a new, 

state-of-the-art facility which will provide for the relocation of its national headquarters and ensure 

high quality, comprehensive programs for the young people it serves. The Community Board and 

Covenant House are in agreement that they share common goals of providing affordable housing 

on the development site, preserving the former West 40th Street Carnegie Library building, and 

designing buildings which foster and preserve residential and neighborhood character. 

 

As the process of selecting an applicant and developing this site continues, community 

participation and planning is critical. Since 1969, for nearly 50 years, this community and this 

Board has with considerable success worked with developers, elected officials, City Planning, and 

City agencies on rezoning and development proposals balancing increased density and 

preservation of context to order to allow the City to grow while managing change, ensuring 

neighborhood survival, and increasing affordable housing.  

 

While a commercial transactional model may serve EDC's method of operation in other 

development projects, it is not suitable for a development of this complexity and in this 

community. As the Board has pointed out in our many meetings, the model that works best is one 

based on community participation and incorporation of community requests into the final design 

of a development project. Not only does that model provide a method of solving many issues in a 

timely manner, it also acts to ensure a smooth ULURP approval process. The lack of serious 

consideration for this Board's recommendations may result in a contentious public approval 

process. The Board seeks to avoid such an outcome. 

 

A Model For Community Planning and Successful Development 

 

The Gotham West site is one recent model. The site encompasses almost an entire city block 

between West 44th and West 45th Streets, between Tenth and Eleventh Avenues. The project 

resulted in over 1,200 residential units of which nearly half were permanently affordable. The 

height of the buildings was carefully calibrated to work with the scale and context of the 

neighborhood. And the community was not only able to preserve the 100-year old P.S. 51 historic 

building: a portion of the project site provided for a new 600-plus seat addition to the elementary 

school. 

 

The success of the project was due to HPD's willingness over a number of years to engage in 

substantive discussions with the community, MCB4, the Department of City Planning, and the 

developer's willingness to respond specifically and concretely to the community's concerns. That 

is the working model we need for the Covenant House project. 

 

While elements of the RFP are unnecessarily broad and lacking in the specificity that is key to 

assuring the community's approval, the Board nevertheless expects that EDC will give in the 

evaluation of responses, serious consideration to those applicants who will work within the 

Board's parameters and address the community's goals. 
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Sincerely, 
 

 

 

Delores Rubin     Jean Daniel Noland, Chair 

MCB4 Chair     Clinton Hell’s Kitchen Land Use  

and Zoning Committee  

 

 

 

 

cc:  Creighton Drury, Executive Director, Covenant House  

Hon. Gale A. Brewer, Manhattan Borough President  

Hon. Brad Hoylman, New York State Senate  

Hon. Adriano Espaillat, New York State Senate  

Hon. Richard Gottfried, New York State Assembly  

Hon. Corey Johnson, City Council  

 Hon. Helen Rosenthal, City Council 



 

 

Transportation Planning Committee      Item # 13 1 

 2 

March 2, 2016 3 

 4 

Jonathan Mintz Commissioner  5 

Special Application Unit  6 

Department of Consumer Affairs  7 

42 Broadway 5th Floor  8 

New York N.Y. 10004  9 

 10 

Re: Newsstand Application #16385-2015-ANWS S/W/C 11th Avenue & W. 37th Street  11 

 12 

Dear Commissioner Mintz,  13 

 14 

Manhattan Community Board 4 (CB4) supports the application for a newsstand on the southwest 15 

corner of Eleventh Avenue and West 37th Street. After reviewing the location CB4 has 16 

determined that the sidewalk at the requested location is extremely wide with minimal 17 

obstructions and even with the newsstand, necessary clearance for pedestrians will remain. CB4 18 

believes this newsstand will be a valuable resource to patrons of the Javits Center and to the 19 

growing population of the far west side, we note the opening of the 7 Train less than a block 20 

from this location and the many developments under way in nearby Hudson Yards.  21 

 22 

As always, thank you for your consideration.  23 

 24 

Sincerely,  25 
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 2 

March 2, 2016 3 

 4 

Commissioner William Bratton  5 

New York City Police Department  6 

1 Police Plaza New York, NY 10038 7 

 8 

Re: NYPD Crash Report Access 9 
 10 

Dear Commissioner Bratton, 11 

 12 

Manhattan Community Board 4 (CB4) requests the opportunity to review in a timely manner 13 

New York City Police Department (NYPD) Collisions Reports for collisions between 14 

pedestrians or cyclists and cars in which the pedestrian or cyclist have been killed or severely 15 

injured within Manhattan Community District 4 (MCD4). 16 

 17 

As a first instance, CB4 would like the opportunity to review the NYPD collision report 18 

regarding the recent fatality which occurred on February 12, 2016  when a woman was killed on 19 

11th Avenue, in the pedestrian crossing with the walk signal by a truck that ran her over while 20 

the driver was making a right (north) turn from 37th Street. During this interaction both the 21 

pedestrian and the truck had a green light, and the conflict between the two had tragic 22 

consequences.  23 

 24 

CB4 regularly makes recommendations to city agencies to improve conditions in our district, and 25 

access to accurate data is vital to our process. Access to the police report on this fatality and 26 

other similar collisions within one month of the crash will assist us in our advisory role to the 27 

Department of Transportation (DOT) and the NYPD in our effort to make our streets safer for all 28 

and prevent future such incidents from occurring. 29 

 30 

CB4 believes this information is especially important in our district because of the high rate of 31 

pedestrian injuries which occur. According to NYPD traffic data in January 2016 alone the 32 

precincts which cover CD4 reported 33 pedestrian and 5 cyclist injuries from crashes with cars, 33 

and now we can unfortunately add a fatality to these numbers.  34 

 35 

CB4 is a strong proponent of Mayor De Blasio’s Vision Zero and believes cost effective 36 

measures can be taken to improve the safety of our streets but we need timely access to more 37 

information to make better recommendations. The opportunity to review NYPD reports in which 38 

a pedestrian or cyclist have been killed or severely injured within one month of the collision 39 

would help us become more proactive and recommend site specific safety measures that will 40 

improve the quality of life in our district and hopefully prevent future tragedies.  41 

 42 
  43 

Manhattan Borough President, Gale A. Brewer  44 

Councilmember Corey Johnson  45 

NYS Senator Brad Hoylman  46 

Assemblymember Richard Gottfried  47 



 

 

Assemblymember Linda Rosenthal  48 

NYC DOT, Margaret Forgione, Polly Trottenberg 49 

NYPD Precinct Midtown North, South, and 10th, and 13th  50 

Mayor Bill De Blasio 51 

NYPD Chief Thomas Chan 52 

District Attorney Cyrus Vance Jr 53 

Council Member Ydanis Rodriguez  54 

Public Advocate Letitia James 55 



 

New Business         Item: XX 1 
 2 
Ms. Margaret Forgione  3 
Manhattan Borough Commissioner 4 
New York City Department of Transportation 5 
59 Maiden Lane, 37th Floor 6 
New York, NY 10038 7 
 8 
RE: Bus stop permits for Sightseeing buses – Rule 2015 RG 073 9 
 10 
Manhattan Community Board 4 (MCB4) appreciates being consulted to comment on the 11 
proposed new rule to allocate 45 sightseeing bus stops that became available as a result of 12 
an anti trust settlement. MCB4 generally supports the rule - subject to the 13 
recommendations below. 14 

 15 
The companies seeking to acquire the stops would be allocated a rank number by lottery. 16 
Based on that ranking, each company would then have the opportunity to select a stop.  17 
No company can select a stop within a radius of three “blocks” from one of their existing 18 
stops.  19 
 20 
We recommend the following amendments to the rule:  21 

• Stops that are currently combined with MTA bus stops must not be allocated: this 22 
is too disruptive to MTA commuters. One example is at the South East corner of 23 
42nd Street and 9th Avenue (on 42nd). 24 

• Sidewalk width and other land use (school, residences, sidewalk cafes etc.) should 25 
be taken in consideration before allocating stops.  26 

• All Operators are not equal: the number of loading – unloading per day at a given 27 
stop should also be taken in account especially where sidewalks are narrow.  28 

•  “Block” should be expressed in feet to avoid confusion.   29 
• US Department of Transportation – Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration 30 

record of the companies should be taken in consideration to grant new stops. This 31 
would ensure that only safe drivers and vehicles are allowed an intense use of 32 
New York Streets.  33 

 34 
Thank you  35 

 36 
 37 


