197 Plan Task Force Meeting

Monday, January 8, 2007 - 6:30pm

Committee Chair: David McWater [A]

Members: Paul Bartlett [P], Rocky Chin [P], Harvey Epstein [A], Herman Hewitt [A], Eden Lipson [A], Jason Nagel [A], Barden Prisant [P], Lois Regan [A], Richard Ropiak [P], Sam Wilkenfeld [A], Andrew Berman [A], Margaret Hughes [P], Val Orselli [P], Marci Reaven [A], Damaris Reyes [A], Michael Rosen [A], Kevin Shea [A], Aaron Sosnick [A], Guido Hartray [A], Mary Spink [P]

use letter to mark who is

P = PRESENT, A = ABSENT

Other Members: 

Public Officials/Reps:

Brian Cook - Manhattan Borough President’s Office, representative for State Senator Connor, Michael Ragolia--Councilmember Gerson, and Jessica Loesser and Ellen Ruchman-- Assemblyman  Silver

Public Session Topics:

· There has been no response yet from Dept. of City Planning on the letter that was generated from the last meeting.  Dave McWater called several times to follow up with no response.

· Margaret Hughes and Paul Bartlett suggested that clearer language is needed for the last memo to DCP, additional language should be added to clarify ideas presented in original motion.  An example noted by an audience member was that there was no mention of the on-site aspect of Affordable Housing, which, it  was made clear, was not done intentionally.-  It was noted that there is currently a movement by the city to have as much on-site Affordable Housing as possible.

· Several questions were raised about what is allowed for Inclusionary zoning under the city’s plan.  Attendees suggest that follow up to DCP should clarify that CB 3 wants as much of the IZ units on-site as possible.

· Brian Cook states that there are positives and negatives for both on-site and off-site preservation.  There’s a preservation option to save 421a units that are about to expire, the exclusion zone ensures IZ units will be on-site.  There is no preservation option off-site, a Certificate of Occupancy is needed off-site in order to obtain a Certificate of Occupancy for Market Rate units.

· Concern exists over developers attempting to “beat the clock”.  CB 3 needs DoB to pay special attention to this in the coming months to prevent this activity.  This issue was  postponed until the next meeting so more info could be presented from Andrew at GVSHP and someone from CB 7 in Brooklyn.  Another issue related to landlords vacating buildings “warehousing” will be discussed in the Housing Committee in Feb., this relates to construction activity that takes buildings out of rent regulation.

· It was recommended that a document should be generated to provide rationale and context for CB 3’s comments to DCP.  Ex. Why is there a need for a Landmark Survey and why does CB 3 believe one is necessary.  

-Landmarks may have recently received money to assist with local surveys, a need exists for a thorough analysis of the sits in our study area and to be specific about what exactly the survey is covering.

-Experts on the Task Force can expand upon points such as anti-demolition and anti-harassment.

-CB 3’s concerns need to be laid out in detail to ensure these points are clearly acknowledged at the Scoping Session of EIS.  This will not be a small task, and someone will need to be responsible for managing all of these comments.  Also, there will be a need to look for “holes” and to see in what areas CB 3 may need to gather more information.

-CB 3 could organize a “wish list” of information to be included in the EIS.

2 issues for the next meeting:

1) Discuss generating a letter to DoB on upcoming issues the community will be facing.

2) Discussion of how to handle the compilation of information that CB 3 would like to see included in the EIS.  One idea is to have 6-7 primary issue categories and have different people volunteer to do necessary research on issue categories.
