COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: LANDMARKS

COMMITTEE VOTE: 10 InFavor 0 Opposed O Abstained O Recused
BOARD VOTE: 36 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

RE:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

THEREFORE

BEIT

RESOLVED
THAT:

79 Laight Street, application for replacement of entrance door and transom

The application seeks to help make the entrance to the condo converted building
in 2001 more noticeable from the street, and

The building in the North Tribeca Historic District was formerly the Steam Sugar
Refinery constructed in 1853, and

The applicant seeks to replace the historically appropriate wooden doorsinstalled
in 2001 with two new blackened stedl full clear glass doors below the existing
clear glasstransom, and

The applicant seeksto install two small 71/2” x 11" historically designed simple
electric lanterns, and

The applicant looked at precedents along Laight Street to support the application,
and

The Committee did not feel the full glass steel doors were appropriate for this
residential building asit made it look more like aretail space entrance, and

The Committee felt the doors at # 92 and # 78 Laight Street —which have more
traditional wooden doors with solid bases — of not less than 30” - were more
appropriate — which the applicant agreed to change the design to follow these, and

The Committee felt the modest lanterns were appropriate, and

The Committee noted the previously approved two security cameras would now
beinstalled as approved, and

The Committee noted there would be no change in signage on the building, now

CB 1 recommends Landmark Preservation Commission approve the application.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: LANDMARKS

COMMITTEE VOTE: 10 InFavor 0 Opposed O Abstained O Recused
BOARD VOTE: 36 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
RE: 152 Franklin Street, application for handicapped access ramp

WHEREAS: This application isfor a standard and typical ADA-compliant access ramp, now

THEREFORE

BEIT

RESOLVED

THAT: CB 1 recommends that the Landmarks Preservation Commission approve this
application.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: LANDMARKS

COMMITTEE VOTE: 6 InFavor 3 Opposed O Abstained 0 Recused
BOARD VOTE: 36 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

RE:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

140 Broadway, application for entry infill and re-glazing

The application is to the Skidmore Owings and Merrill’s 1967 design of The
Marine Midland Bank which was designated an individual landmark in 2014, and

The AIA guideto New Y ork City comments: “A taut skin over bare bones. The
sleek visually flush facade is in melodramatic contrast to the masonry
environment surrounding it. The matteness of black spandrels breaks up the
reflections of the neighbors into more random, mysterious parts, and

The applicant seeks to modify the Nassau (rear facade) and part of the Liberty
(north side back facade) Street ground floor levels, and

The applicant seeks to install three new retail entrances on Nassau Street — each
with double doors and side light panels matching the existing doors’ design,
height and transom, and

The applicant seeks to install one retail entrance on Liberty Street — with double
doors and side light panels matching the existing doors' design, height and
transom, and

The applicant seeks to remove the existing tinted glass and replace it with clear
glassin al of theretail facades, the black spandrels remaining as original, and

There will be no exterior signage — it being addressed by an internal signage band
on afasciaset back 2' from the retail space window, and

The signage for future potential tenants will be controlled by a master plan for
uniformity, and

The applicant confirmed there would be no exterior lighting, and

Some members of the Committee felt the replacement of the tinted glass with
clear glassto be inappropriate, and



WHEREAS:. Some members of the Committee noted there was already clear glass for the
office building entrance all aong Cedar Street — and the proposal provided an
opportunity to make the base of the side and rear entrances of the building more
cohesive — leaving the primary Broadway facade as originally designed, now

THEREFORE
BEIT
RESOLVED

THAT.: CB 1 recommends Landmark Preservation Commission reject the application.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: LANDMARKS

COMMITTEE VOTE: 6 InFavor 0 Opposed O Abstained 0 Recused
BOARD VOTE: 36 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
RE: 464 Greenwich Street, amendment to storefront glazing

WHEREAS: Although the signoff for the first floor of this renovation called for the installation
of clear glass, in fact opague glass has been installed instead, backed by wire
mesh behind clear glass, and

WHEREAS: Whilethisinstallation was not performed as had been approved, it turns out to be
ahandsome and contextual effect, now

THEREFORE

BEIT

RESOLVED

THAT: CB 1 recommends that the Landmarks Preservation Commission approve this
amendment.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: PLANNING

COMMITTEE VOTE: 13 InFavor 0 Opposed O Abstained O Recused
PUBLIC MEMBERSVOTE: 1 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
BOARD VOTE: 32 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

RE:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

N 150167ZRY
Stairwells Zoning Text Amendment

The Department of City Planning (DCP), in collaboration with the Department of
Buildings (DOB) and the Fire Department (FDNY)), is proposing a city-wide
Zoning Text Amendment to facilitate and make effective additiona safety
measures that are part of New Y ork City’s 2014 Building Code; and

The safety measures are intended to enhance public safety in aparticular category
of new high rise buildings by providing additional exiting capacity for building
occupants during emergency situations that require full building evacuation; and

These safety measures may be provided as designated emergency elevators,
increased exit stair width, or as an additional exit stairway. The proposed text
amendment consists of an amendment to the New Y ork City Zoning Resolution,
Section 12-10 (Definitions), to exempt floor space that is occupied by these
additional safety measures from counting towards zoning floor area (zfa); and

Such measures are required for al new non-residential buildings that are greater
than 420 feet in height but do not apply to residential buildings. Buildings of this
size are typically found in zoning districts without set height limits that allow a
floor arearatio (FAR) of 10 or greater; and

Building Code Section 403.5.2 is a new provision requiring one of the following
options be incorporated into the design of all new non-residential buildings
greater than 420 feet in height, or any mixed-use building that contains non-
residential use above a height of 420 feet:

1. Construct al passenger elevatorsin the building as * occupant self-
evacuation” type, including the safety requirements of such elevators, such
as connection to emergency standby power, emergency communications,
and specia lobby dimensions to accommodate floor occupants, including
wheelchairs; or

2. Increase the required width of all “emergency” exit stairways by 25 percent
above what is otherwise required and construct all passenger elevators as
“occupant self-evacuation” type but the standby power generating-
equipment need only be sized to accommodate a limited number of the
elevators (defined by an approved timed egress analysis); or



WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

THEREFORE
BEIT
RESOLVED
THAT:

3. Construct one additional “emergency” exit stairway than is normally
required based on the number of building occupants; and

The majority of the provisions of Local Law 141/2013 (the 2014 NYC
Construction Codes) took effect on December 31, 2014. However, Section
403.5.2 of the Building Code, Additional Exit Sairway, states that the provisions
“shall take effect the later of 18 months after the date of enactment of this local
law or the date of an amendment of the definition of floor areain the New Y ork
City Zoning Resolution providing for the exclusion of the floor area of the
additional exit stairway and additional exit stairway width from the calculation of
floor area...”. (Section 14 of Loca Law 141 of 2013); and

The action necessary to facilitate the project consists of atext amendment to
Section 12-10 (Definitions) of the New Y ork City Zoning Resolution. The
proposed amendment would modify the definition of floor area to exempt the
required additional stair width or the additional stair from zoning floor area (zfa),
when such safety measure is provided pursuant to the Building Code. The
proposed exemption would allow for the restoration of the minor loss of zoning
floor areathat would result from providing these safety measures. The zoning text
amendment would not increase the allowable zoning floor area of any affected
site and net usable square footage would remain the same as currently permitted
under existing regulations. No other changes to areas that permit high-rise
development are included with this action; now

CB 1 recommends approval of the Stairwells Zoning Text Amendment (N
150167ZRY) and supports all measures to make our district’s buildings safer in
the event of an emergency evacuation.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: PLANNING

COMMITTEE VOTE: 13 InFavor 0 Opposed O Abstained O Recused
PUBLIC MEMBERSVOTE: 1 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
BOARD VOTE: 32 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

RE:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

THEREFORE

BEIT
RESOLVED
THAT:

N 150189PXM
Acquisition of office space for Department of City Planning at 120 Broadway

The New York City Department of Citywide Administrative Services proposes to
acquire approximately 120,000 square feet of office space on the 30", 31% and
Lower Arcade at 120 Broadway for relocation of the Department of City Planning
(DCP) and City Planning Commission offices from their current locations at 22
Reade Street and 2 Lafayette Street, and

Approximately 300 personnel, including full and part time interns, are located at
22 Reade Street and the DCP s Transportation Division, with 22 staff is currently
located on the 12th floor of 2 Lafayette Street, and

DCP currently occupies 99,000 square feet in asix story building at 22 Reade
Street that is currently in a state of disrepair, with ongoing maintenance issues,
including poorly functioning elevators, inconsistent or nonexistent air-
conditioning and heat; poor lighting, inferior meeting spaces and an antiquated
layout; and the City Planning Commission's public hearing space is inadequatein
size and does not have appropriate lighting and sound conducive for public
meetings, and

Spanning afull city block bordered by Broadway and Nassau, Pine and Cedar
Streets, 120 Broadway, also known as The Equitable Building is a designated
National Historic Landmark and aNY C Landmark and was constructed in 1915
and renovated and restored in 1990, and

The 30™ and 31% floors of 120 Broadway will be fully occupied by DCP
personnel, including members of the City Planning Commission and a portion of
the Lower Arcade will be utilized as the City Planning Commission public
meeting space, now

CB 1 recommends approval of the acquisition of approximately 120,000 square
feet of office space on the 30" and 31% floors and Lower Arcade at 120 Broadway
for the New Y ork City Department of City Planning for relocation of its offices at
22 Reade Street and 2 Lafayette Street.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: PLANNING

COMMITTEE VOTE: 13 InFavor 0 Opposed O Abstained O Recused
PUBLIC MEMBERSVOTE: 1 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
BOARD VOTE: 32 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
RE: Proposed Action Plan Amendment 8 and NY C EDC' s reall ocation of

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

“Neighborhood Game-Changer Investment Competition” funds intended for
Southern Manhattan

At aheight of seven feet, Lower Manhattan experienced one of the highest
inundation levelsin Manhattan and unfortunatel y two people in Community
District 1 drowned. While great strides have been made in Lower Manhattan in
terms of recovery and relief, thereis still much that must be done to rebuild and
revitalize what was destroyed, and to protect the area in anticipation of future
extreme weather events, and

On June 25, 2013, The NY C Economic Development Corporation (NY CEDC)
announced, “A Transformative Opportunity: Announcing the Neighborhood
Game Changer Investment Competition” which included Southern Manhattan as
one of five areas impacted by Hurricane Sandy that was eligible to be awarded up
to $18 million with more than one award; and

In July 2013, Community Board 1 (CB1) passed aresolution on this federal
funding which was part of the Hurricane Sandy recovery initiatives approved by
the United States government in May 2013 to catayze significant long-term
economic growth. Since that time, CB1 has periodically requested updates on this
alocation and was told by NY C EDC that funding allocation will proceed; and

Recently NY C EDC informed CB1 that they had announced the reallocation of
the “Neighborhood Game-Changer Investment Competition” to projects outside
of CB1,; and

On October 16, 2014, the City received athird and final alocation of
$994,056,000 in CDBG-DR funding from the United States Department of
Housing and Urban Development (HUD). The Proposed Action Plan
Amendment 8 to the City’s Action details the alocation of the City’s entire $4.21
billion grant award; and

The amended Proposed Action Plan reallocates $200 million to Build it Back
from other prior alocations: $96 million from business programs, $44 million
from infrastructure and other city services, and $60 million from resiliency; and



WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

The amended action plan was released on Friday, December 19, 2014. The public
hearing is scheduled for Thursday, January 15, 2015, leaving a short time for
preparation by those wishing to comment, especially considering the two major
holidays during this time; and

Although it is 2 Y2 years after Superstorm Sandy, the City has not yet allocated
any funding for coastal resiliency protection systemsin the CB1 area, although
the Proposed Action Plan accounts for $355 million in new coastal resiliency
funding viathe HUD Rebuild by Design program, including: $335 million for a
massive flood protection system of the East Side of Manhattan. The project will
create a multi-layered protective system that will also provide social and
environmenta benefits to the community; and

CB1 has long advocated for funding and implementation for resiliency measures
in Lower Manhattan. Our prioritized budget requests for Fiscal Y ear 2016
included that “EDC provide funds for the design and construction of short to
medium term resiliency infrastructure in anticipation of future extreme weather
events’ (#2) aswell as“EDC provide funds for the design and construction of
long term resiliency infrastructure, such as the * Compartment C' phase of the BIG
U project, in anticipation of future extreme weather events’ (#10); and

Lower Manhattan is in desperate need of immediate resiliency and hardening
measures. Existing plans for such measures, such as the Lower Manhattan Multi-
Purpose Levee, are long-term projects that will not effectively protect Lower
Manhattan for severa decades. Resiliency plans for Lower Manhattan were
included in the Rebuild by Design BIG U proposal, but $335 million in funding
awarded in June 2014 by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD) are only for the first phase of the project. This phase spans
the coast of Manhattan from East 23rd Street to Montgomery Street, all north of
the Brooklyn Bridge, and does not include any protection for the Community
Board 1 area. The BIG U proposal contains plans for resiliency infrastructurein
“Compartment 3", from the Brooklyn Bridge to the Battery in Community
Disgtrict 1. This proposal includes “Bermsin the Battery” at the southern tip of
Manhattan, “strategically located so as to protect the ducts of the infrastructure
below and create a continuous protective upland landscape’ as well as flood
protection in the Financia District which would help protect against massive
potential damages, including critical infrastructure underneath (BIG U proposal).
On June 24, 2014, Community Board 1 unanimously passed a resolution urging,
“HUD to allocate dedicated funding for both study and implementation of the
‘Compartment 3' portion of the BIG U proposal, which would contribute to the
overal hardening of Lower Manhattan and assist in bridging the gap between
short-term measures such as rapidly deployable flood barriers, and long-term
strategies like the Lower Manhattan Multi-Purpose Levee;” and

The CDBG-DR Action Plan provides $3 million to be used to advance resiliency
planning and feasibility studies for other areas of Southern Manhattan from
Montgomery Street to the Battery Maritime Building. Roughly half of that area
along the East River is south of the Brooklyn Bridge which islocated in
Community District 1. This comes out to roughly $1.5 million — and this does not
include the tip of Lower Manhattan nor any portion along the Hudson River; and



WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

THEREFORE
BEIT
RESOLVED
THAT:

Of the City’ s entire CDBG-DR $4.21 hillion grant award, only roughly $10
million total has been alocated in Community District 1, specifically to small
business and Build it Back programs, not on resiliency, athough Superstorm
Sandy caused billions of dollars worth of damage, causing mgjor disruptions and
permanently displacing some businesses; and

CB1isnot aware of any other alocation from the City of CDBG-DR funding
from HUD to be alocated in our district; and

On June 11, 2013, the City released “A Stronger, More Resilient New Y ork”
(SIRR), a comprehensive plan that contains actionable recommendations both for
rebuilding the communities impacted by Sandy and increasing the resilience of
infrastructure and buildings citywide; and

The Initiative Summary includes Coastal Protection measureisto “(A) Instal an
integrated flood protection system in Lower Manhattan” and (1) Create an
implementation plan and design for an integrated flood protection system for
remaining South Manhattan areas” (pp. 381-382); and

Although itis 2 ¥ years after Sandy, CB1 is not aware of the City’s plan in either
of these areas except for the alocation of roughly $1.5 million for afeasibility
study on the East side between the Brooklyn Bridge and the Battery Maritime
Building; and

Much can be done to additionally assist the South Street Seaport areain their
effortsto rebuild and revitalize. The City should make efforts to fast-track
construction in the area (such as the Brooklyn Bridge Rehabilitation Project), and
ensure that future projects (such as Peck Slip Park), are completed with afocus on
resiliency and reflecting the new needs of a community that is changing rapidly.
In August 2013, $8 million was allocated for the Brooklyn Bridge Park portion of
the East River Blueway Plan. We understand that the feasibility study and
findings were to be completed by Fall 2014. CB1 urges that this park include
resiliency measures and be completed as soon as possible; and

CB1 has played an active and positive role in the public process of Sandy
recovery with the City since October 29, 2012; now

CB1 strongly urges that the City reallocate the $18 million of cancelled
Neighborhood Game Changer funds back into the CB1 area specifically into
initiatives outlined in the SIRR report such as Coastal Projection “(A) Install an
integrated flood protection system in Lower Manhattan” and (1) Create an
implementation plan and design for an integrated flood protection system for
remaining South Manhattan areas’ aswell as other flood resiliency measures; and



BEIT
FURTER
RESOLVED
THAT:

BEIT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT:

BEIT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT:

BEIT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT:

BEIT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT:

BEIT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT:

CB1 supports the funding for short-term interim measures, such asrapidly
deployable flood barriers to protect the South Street Seaport neighborhood and
other areas critically damaged during Superstorm Sandy; and

CB1 supports the allocation of roughly $1.5 million towards afeasibility study for
resiliency measures on the East side, but we request that the study be expanded to
cover the entire coastline of Lower Manhattan, including the Battery and the West
side up to Canal Street. It is especially important to study how partially
implemented resiliency measures, such as phase 1 of the BIG U proposal, would
redirect water to surrounding areas. Furthermore, we are very concerned about the
timeline, implementation and funding for such a proposal; and

CB1 is concerned about both the short-term and long-term time frame because
Lower Manhattan remains largely unprotected 2 2 years after Superstorm Sandy
and faces an increasing potential for extreme weather events as confirmed by
expertsin the field, and the subsequent financial damage to Lower Manhattan and
the City at large; and

CB1 strongly urges the City to ensure the Manhattan Community Board 1 District
gets adequate funding to address critical needs in order to fully recover and
prepare for the next extreme weather event; and

CB1 strongly urges that a portion of the roughly $1 billion in CDBG-DR funds,
the last of the total $4.2 billion CDBG-DR allocation, be reserved for aresiliency
investment competition be used for the study and implementation of
“Compartment 3" of the Big U proposal; and

CB1 callsupon Mayor Bill de Blasio, Manhattan Borough President Gale Brewer,
and Councilmember Margaret Chin, U.S. Congressman Jerrold Nadler, U.S.
Senator Kirsten Gillibrand, U.S. Senator Charles Schumer, Assembly Speaker
Sheldon Silver, Assembly Member Deborah Glick, and State Senator Daniel
Squadron to advocate for the equitable distribution and reallocation of CDBG-DR
to address unmet resiliency needs in Community District 1.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: QUALITY OF LIFE

COMMITTEE VOTE: 6 InFavor 0 Opposed O Abstained 0 Recused
PUBLIC MEMBER VOTE: 2 InFavor 1 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
BOARD VOTE: 33 InFavor 1 Opposed O Abstained 0 Recused
RE: Illegal Hotels

WHEREAS: New York City suffers from a shortage of affordable housingandisina
legidlatively imposed housing emergency; and

WHEREAS: Manhattan community boards have aways considered the preservation and
development of affordable housing atop priority; and

WHEREAS: lIllega hotels are apartment and Single Room Occupancy (SRO) unitsin
permanent residential buildings legally required to be occupied for thirty days or
longer that are used as transient hotels; and

WHEREAS: Short-termillegal hotel use has plagued Manhattan for over a decade; and

WHEREAS: lllegal hotels take available apartments from an already tight housing market, and
disrupt the lives of the residents who live in the building and the community; and

WHEREAS: Illegal hotels lead to the rapid deregul ation of permanent affordable housing in
our community, provide incentives for landlords to harass tenants out of their
homes, and drive up rentsin the surrounding area; and

WHEREAS: Co-op shareholders and condo owners who rent their units for short-term use
contrary to their proprietary lease and by-laws also risk legal action; and

WHEREAS: Illega hotels create fire safety and security risks for residents and unsuspecting
tourists because they do not conform to the more stringent safety regulations for
hotels set forth in the New Y ork City Fire Codes, such asfire sprinklersand
secondary egress; and

WHEREAS: Illegal hotels create public nuisances and quality of life issues for residents living
in the buildings, including noise, overcrowding, unusual wear and tear on the
building; and

WHEREAS:. Most illegal hotelsfail to meet Federal, State and City accessibility requirements
for people with disabilities; and



WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

Many tourists are deceived into booking an illegal hotel because they are unaware
that the buildings in which they are staying are built for permanent residential use
and do not meet the stringent commercia hotel fire-safety codes; and

Illegal hotels change the fabric of our communities, including by the loss of small
business owners who rely on permanent residents living in the community are
priced out; and

The advent and proliferation of online platforms including, but not limited to,
Airbnb, VRBO, One Fine Stay, and Home Away over the past few years have
exponentially increased illegal hotelsin New Y ork City and our community
further exacerbating the housing crisis; and

New York State Attorney General Eric Schneidermann’s report of October, 2014
on the investigation into Airbnb stated that 72% of Airbnb rentals areillegal and
that the number of unique units booked for private short-term rental on Airbnb
rose from 2,652 in 2010 to 16,483 in the first five months of 2014; and

The Attorney Generd also reported that Airbnb has 13,000 listings in Manhattan
alone; and

Manhattan has atotal of 750,000 co-op, condo and rental units; and

Based on these facts, Airbnb utilizes 1.74% of Manhattan’s available housing
stock for short-termillegal rentals, which is greater than Manhattan’ s vacancy rate
of 1.54%, and

The Attorney Generd aso reports that commercia uses dominate the short term
rental business, with 6% of the “hosts’ collecting 37% of the revenue; and

Enforcement of illegal hotel activity is carried out by the Mayor’ s Office of
Special Enforcement, which operates ajoint task force comprised of specially
trained inspectors from New Y ork City agencies, including Department of
Buildings, Department of Finance, Police Department, Fire Department, and
Department of Health; and

A shortage of inspectors who respond to illegal short-term use complaints
contributes to a delay of more than one month between a complaint being filed
and an inspection being conducted; now



THEREFORE
BEIT
RESOLVED

THAT.: The New York City Council and Mayor deBlasio allocate increased funding to the

Mayor’ s Office of Special Enforcement to increase their ability to enforce the
current laws and regulations for illegal hotels.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: QUALITY OF LIFE

COMMITTEE VOTE: 6 InFavor 0 Opposed O Abstained 0 Recused
PUBLIC MEMBER VOTE: 3 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
BOARD VOTE: 34 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

RE:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

Resolution in opposition to Intro 585 which would amend the City Charter to
impose term limits on Community Board Members

Community Board members are volunteers and spend an enormous amount of
time serving their communities. They must learn a great deal not only about their
neighborhoods but about the zoning codes, local laws and agency policies and
service delivery that the Boards address; and

CB1’slong-serving members have a history of mentoring newer members; and

Long-serving CB1 members have an institutional history of their neighborhood
and the community as awhole that takes years to cultivate; and

Long-term members understand that attendance is acrucial component to
continue as afull board member and thisis addressed in the CB1 by-laws stating
that “members may be removed for cause by the Borough President or by a
majority vote of CB1. Grounds for removal include:

a. Three consecutive unexcused absences from regular meetings of the Board or
from more than four of the regular monthly meetings of the Board called in any
one-year (July 1-June 30).

b. Three consecutive unexcused absences from committee meetings or from more
than twenty-five percent of assigned committee meetingsin any one year (July 1 -
June 30)”; and

It is evident from the turnover of community board membership that participation
of long-serving members is an important component to the monthly operation of
CB1, in that they give extratime and commitment beyond simply attending
committee meetings. In addition, long-serving CB1 members write resol utions,
and attend agency meetings and hearings during regular business hours on behalf
of CB1; and

Board members must acquire knowledge and expertise so that they can play
important roles in negotiating with devel opers, assisting constituents and tackling
community problems related to traffic, sanitation, safety, business development
and interests that impact all City residents; and



WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

THEREFORE

BEIT

RESOLVED

THAT:

These skills take along time to acquire, develop and refine. Thisis acutely
relevant when there are large, long-term projects that can take years to implement.
Coupled with intricate zoning changes and negotiations with devel opers and city
agencies, it is those Board members with long-term and intricate knowledge of
their communities that can represent and fight for the Board and the interests of
the community most effectively; and

The Borough Presidents appoint community board members for two year terms
and each Borough President is elected every four years for a maximum of two
terms or eight years. Thisin and of itself amountsto aterm limit as the Borough
Presidents are under no obligation to reappoint an individual beyond atwo year
term. Natural attrition also occurs yearly with current members leaving for
reasons related to their personal lives or increased responsibilities outside of their
Community Board work. Reappointment is not automatic. Board members take
the responsibilities of their tasks seriously and are held accountable for their
attendance, active participation and lack of conflicts of interest; and

Thereis aneed to continually provide mechanisms for new and increased civic
participation. Community Boards offer forums for community input and
engagement, not only through public sessions but often through Public
Membership and committee work; now

While thereis aneed to encourage greater citizen participation in the work of
Community Boards, thereis not a need to impose term limits on Community
Board members.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015
COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: QUALITY OF LIFE

COMMITTEE VOTE: 6 InFavor 0 Opposed O Abstained 0 Recused
PUBLIC MEMBER VOTE: 3 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
BOARD VOTE: 34 InFavor 0 Opposed O Abstained 1 Recused

RE: James Zadroga 9/11 Health and Compensation Reauthorization Act

WHEREAS: Council Member Margaret Chin has co-sponsored aresolution in the New Y ork
City Council calling upon the United States Congress to pass, and the President to
sign the James Zadroga 9/11 Health and Compensation Reauthorization Act (Res
0533-2015); and

WHEREAS: Theresolution was referred to the Council Committee on Civil Service and Labor
on January 7, 2015; and

WHEREAS: CB1 requeststhat The City Council resolution be amended to include the two
following items:

» WHEREAS: Various documented chronic debilitating illnesses continue to affect
first responders, residents, and volunteers today and will do so in the future, and

» WHEREAS: Funding for the James Zadroga 9/11 Health and Compensation Act
should be appropriated as a yearly budgeted line item to insure continued medical
care when an illness presents itself at any time, and

WHEREAS:. The attached resolution was reviewed by Community Board 1 (CB1); now

THEREFORE

BEIT

RESOLVED

THAT.: CB1 supports the resolution and calls on the Committee on Civil Service and
Labor and the City Council to amend and adopt resolution 0533-2015 calling
upon the United States Congress to pass, and the President to sign the James
Zadroga 9/11 Health and Compensation Reauthorization Act.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: SEAPORT/CIVIC CENTER

COMMITTEE VOTE: 5 InFavor 0 Opposed O Abstained 0 Recused
BOARD VOTE: 33 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
RE: 87 South Street, application for awine and beer license for Tri Elite Group Corp

WHEREAS: The applicant, Tri Elite Group Corp, is applying for awine and beer license; and

WHEREAS: The bar service hours are 12:00 p.m. — 12:00 am. on Sunday and 11:00 am. —
12:00 a.m. Monday — Saturday; and

WHEREAS:. Therestaurant is 1,100 square feet including a dining area of 800 square feet and
akitchen area of 300 square feet; and

WHEREAS: The applicant does not intend to apply for a cabaret license and does not intend to
apply for asidewalk café license; and

WHEREAS: The applicant has represented that are no buildings used exclusively as a school,
church, synagogue or other place of worship within 200 feet of this establishment;
and

WHEREAS: The applicant has represented that there are not three or more establishments with
on-premises liquor licenses within 500 feet of this establishment; now

THEREFORE

BEIT

RESOLVED

THAT.: CB 1 opposes the granting of awine and beer licenseto Tri Elite Group Corp

unless the applicant complies with the limitations and conditions set forth above.



COMMUNITY BOARD 1-MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: SPECIAL LANDMARKS

COMMITTEE VOTE: 10 InFavor 0 Opposed O Abstained O Recused
BOARD VOTE: 33 InFavor 3 Opposed 1 Abstained 0 Recused
RE: South Street Seaport — Howard Hughes Corporation, aterationsto: (1) Tin

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS

WHEREAS:

Building - relocation and one-story addition (2) Pier 17 western edge/removal of
head-house (3) Pier 17 canopy and mechanical screen (4) Pedestrian canopy (5)
Demolition of Link Building (6) Construction of pavilions under FDR Drive (7)
East River Esplanade (8) New Building on Pier 16 (9) Schermerhorn Row and
new building on John Street (10) Wayfinding dynamic signs (11) Beekman-
Fulton Street Extension

The extensive application considers only matters within the current South Street
Seaport Historic District boundaries; and

Since 2000, Manhattan Community Board 1 (CB1) has requested that the
Landmarks Preservation Commission (LPC) extend the South Street Seaport
Historic District to be congruent with the Federal and State Historic District
boundaries that include the area of the proposed 494’ tower on the New Market
Building Site; and

The application was the subject of athree hour public hearing on December 10,
2014 at St. Paul’ s Chapel which was attended by over 350 residents and interested
parties; and

Public comment was given by 46 attendees of which 25 were broadly in favor of
the overall South Street Seaport development proposal, including the Downtown
Alliance, New Y ork Chamber of Commerce, and the Real Estate Board of New

Y ork; 14 were against the proposal, including Historic Districts Council and Save
Our Seaport, and 7 were not clearly for or against the proposal. Many of the
public comments did not specifically address the landmarks issues; and

Additional written public comment was accepted by the CB1 office until
December 15, 2014. The office received 16 new additional testimonieswith 2in
favor and 14 against; and

On February 5, 2015, Manhattan Borough President Gale Brewer and NY C City
Council Member Margaret Chin addressed ajoint letter to NYC LPC Chair
Meenakshi Srinivasan in which they state that it is particularly challenging to
eval uate portions of the LPC application, such as the new proposed structure on



WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

Pier 16, the use of Schermerhorn Row and the new building on John Street, which
do not yet have final plans, and request that L PC separate out portions of the
application that substantially relate to the previous Pier 17 Uniform Land Use
Review Procedure (ULURP) application from those parts that relate to the
ULURP not yet submitted, and postpone review of the latter until such time as
this ULURP has been at least certified; and

The First proposal to dismantle and rebuild the 1905 Tin Building with original
historic materials is considered appropriate, but without the proposed one story
rooftop addition which the Board feelsis inappropriate due to the visibility from
the district and materials proposed; and

The Tin Building rolldown gate materials will be painted metal and glass. The
storefront will be open-air when the gates are up, and is considered contextual;
and

The Second proposal to remove the Pier 17 western edge head-house is
considered appropriate, but only on condition that the current proposed view
corridors do not change in future design revisions; and

The varied use of the subsequently exposed flooring materials (stone, wood,
concrete) should be made more consistent with the materials original to the
Historic District such as cobblestone, bluestone, granite and brick; and

The Third proposal to add a glass-like canopy to the aready approved Pier 17
proposal is not considered appropriate as it will take away the open space that the
Board, the community and the Seaport Working Group desire and most likely add
inappropriate uses to the roof, which will further undermine the community’s
access to the space through the year. The screening of mechanical equipment is
appropriate as long as there are no future design changes or intrusions to the
existing, approved application for Pier 17; and

The Fourth proposal to add a pedestrian canopy between Pier 17 and the Tin
Building is not considered appropriate as it obscures views of tall historic ships,
further removing the sense of place and grittiness of the Historic District; and

The Fifth proposal to demolish the non-contributing Link building is considered
appropriate; and

The Sixth proposal to construct pavilions and add lighting under the FDR is
conceptually promising, but needs further integration with community interests.
Nothing is more foreboding nor less contextual than the space under the FDR asit
exists currently, but it isimportant that the pavilions are sited so as not to obstruct
views of the Tin Building, Pier 16 and historic vessels. CB1 accepts that the
present condition created by the FDR is unsafe, unappealing and unacceptable,
and encourages the applicant to design and maintain a more integrated solution,



WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

working with the New Y ork City Department of Transportation and the Design
Trust for Public Space which has a program for creative uses of spaces under
highways; and

The Seventh proposal to create view corridors down the East River Esplanadeis
appreciated in the application and much welcomed. Community Board 1
encourages the applicant to work with the New Y ork City Economic
Development Corporation to find aternative sites for other aspects of the
proposed devel opment and adopt all the recommendations of the Seaport Working
Group, a copy of which is attached; and

The Eighth proposal for anew building on Pier 16 cannot be contemplated until
thereis asolid design and placement to be considered. That being said, CB1is
supportive of the South Street Seaport Museum’ s need for a structure on Pier 16
to allow ADA compliant access to the ship Wavertree, as well asto provide
ticketing and a gathering space for tour and school groups preparing to board the
ship. The structure is currently in design and CB1 looks forward to reviewing the
proposed plans once they are complete; and

The Ninth proposal for the historically important Schermerhorn Row buildings to
be converted into affordable housing units, while speaking to Community Board
1’'s continuing advocacy for affordable housing is only considered appropriate
when the South Street Seaport Museum's needs for a strong presence on
Schermerhorn Row as well as a visual presence on South Street for a connection
to the water are addressed first, after which affordable housing units would be a
welcome addition. At the February 5, 2015 full board meeting, CB1 received
confirmation that the South Street Seaport Museum believes they “must have a
presence in Schermerhorn Row”, after which Howard Hughes Corporation
confirmed their support of the South Street Seaport Museum’s desire to remain
there. CB1 isfurther concerned that the former hotel space within Schermerhorn
Row never received interior historic designation. CB1 encourages the applicant to
include more affordable housing units by using the more efficient building
footprint of the yet-to-be designed new building immediately adjacent to the
existing Historic District, this matter being the heart of the future ULURP
application. The new building on John Street was considered acceptable as long
astheinappropriate use of terracotta was removed from the design; and

The Tenth proposal for wayfinding dynamic signsis desirable but needs further
study. The column signage is inappropriate as they are out of context and too
large; and

CBL1 isencouraged by the applicant’ sinterest in incorporating aloca food market
of at least 10,000 square feet; and

The Eleventh proposal from Howard Hughes Corporation includes a"Beekman-
Fulton Street Extension™, extending Beekman and Fulton Streets east of the FDR



WHEREAS:

THEREFORE

BEIT
RESOLVED
THAT:

BEIT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT

BEIT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT

BEIT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT

BEIT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT:

BEIT
FURTHER

Drive which will introduce disruptive and dangerous vehicular traffic, undermine
the historic character of the district, and directly contradict the pedestrianization
goals of the Seaport Working Group; and

The proposal callsfor the elimination of kiosks on Pier 16 which is desirable and
appreciates the significant new seating that has been designed into the new plan;
now

CB1 is committed to work to find a sensible compromise with the applicant to
move a proposal forward to revitalize the area and support local union jobs and
keep the historic character of the area; and

The Seaport area needs substantial, visible improvements with a concrete timeline
for completion; and

CB1 will not support a proposal that does not meet all the guidelines prepared by
the Seaport Working Group; and

CBL1 is pleased to see the applicant’ sinterest in including affordable housing in
the application but does not support it being put in the historically sensitive
Schermerhorn Row buildings, without the South Street Seaport Museum's needs
there addressed first; CB1 recommends the applicant provides more units by
using the more efficient building footprint of the yet to be appropriately and
contextually designed proposed new building immediately adjacent to the existing
Historic District; and

CBL1 strongly requests that the designate the former hotel space within
Schermerhorn Row as an interior LPC landmark, that the space remains
accessible to the public, and that the authenticity of the interior spaces be
preserved; and



RESOLVED
THAT

BEIT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT:

BEIT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT:

BEIT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT:

BEIT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT:

BEIT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT

BEIT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT

CB1 would support the relocation of the Tin Building but on the condition that the
applicant removes the proposed inappropriate one story roof addition; and

The quantity and quality of public space that was specified by the City when Pier
17 was originaly built in 1985 is maintained, and that the Manhattan Borough
President’ s office confirm to its satisfaction that this is the case, making
appropriate reference to the City Planning Commission resolution, dated March
11, 1985, related to Pier 17, in performing analysis. The former Pier 17 structure
included bal conies and walkways which aso qualified as public space; and

The proposed, egregiously inappropriate "Beekman-Fulton Extension” extending
Beekman and Fulton Streets east of the FDR Drive be rejected and removed from
this proposal and any future plans for the Seaport Historic District; and

Designs for prototype seating and kiosks that can support information and ticket
sales for historic ships and other water-borne uses called for by the Seaport
Working Group continue to be included; and

The dynamic wayfinding signage is desired but the FDR column covers be
removed; and

CB1 is committed to work with the applicant to ensure the survival of the sense of
place of the Historic District and the surrounding areaincluding theiconic views
of one of the most important individual landmarks in the world, the Brooklyn
Bridge, and the Seaport’slong history of water-dependent uses be preserved; and

CB1 again appealsto LPC to provide leadership and support the community in



this process by immediately calendaring the extension of the New Y ork City
South Street Seaport Historic District to reflect the same boundary as the Federal
and State Historic District to help ensure the sense of place remains within the
Historic District and to preserve the vitally important link between the Historic
District and the iconic Brooklyn Bridge Individual New Y ork City and Federal
Landmark; and

BEIT

FURTHER

RESOLVED

THAT CB1 does not support the segmentation of the proposed plan, and requires that
any changes to the proposal presented to CB1 on December 10, 2014 be presented
back to the Board for review prior to the LPC hearing.
























COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: TRIBECA

COMMITTEE VOTE: 9 InFavor 0 Opposed 0O Abstained 0 Recused
PUBLIC MEMBERSVOTE: 2 InFavor 0 Opposed 1 Abstained 0 Recused
BOARD VOTE: 31 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

RE:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

Funding for Hudson River Park Pier 26

Hudson River Park serves the people and community of Lower Manhattan
including the Borough of Manhattan Community College, Stuyvesant High
School, and three other public schools within two blocks of the park; and

Given the dearth of open space on the West Side, Pier 25 has become the busiest
pier in Hudson River Park and features myriad activities; and

Pier 26's marine infrastructure has been constructed and paid for by funds from
the Lower Manhattan Development Corporation in 2006; and

Pier 26 was left in an unfinished state - without utilities, decking, or landscaping -
until additional funds can be secured to complete this work; and

The community has been waiting for over 15 years for Pier 26 to be completed,;
and

The Estuarium planned for Pier 26 is now finally moving ahead. Pursuant to a
competitive solicitation for proposals, Hudson River Park conditionally selected,
and is now beginning negotiations with Clarkson University to lead a consortium
of partnersin operating and programming the facility; and

The Estuarium will be an important educational and community resource that will
enhance appreciation of the river and will provide free and low fee public
programming, and it will servelocal schools and educational groups including
Manhattan Y outh and PS 234; and

The River Project has been a part of our community for more than 30 years and
has established ties to local community residents and organizations and
Community Board 1 (CB1) encourages the Hudson River Park Trust (HRPT) and
Clarkson University to involve the River Project and other local partnersin future
plans for the Estuarium; and



WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

THEREFORE

BEIT
RESOLVED
THAT:

BEIT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT:

Both Brooklyn Bridge Park and Governors Island Park have been fully funded by
the City of New Y ork while Hudson River Park has not; and

There has been City funding of approximately $175 million for Hudson River
Park since 2000, including the $17 million for Pier 54 that was just
announced; and

Hudson River Park receives no city or state operating funds, so maintaining Pier
26 would not be adrain on city funds; and

CB1 has previously supported funding the completion of Hudson River Park in a
resolution passed on September 20, 2012; and

CB1 aso passed prior resolutions on March 20 and June 17, 2007 regarding plans
for Pier 26; and

This park isimportant to the health and well-being of this community and the city
of New Y ork; now

CBL1 callson the City of New Y ork and our elected officials to provide Hudson
River Park Trust with funds to complete Pier 26; and

CB1 asksthat HRPT return with specific plansfor Pier 26 as soon asthey are
ready.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: TRIBECA

COMMITTEE VOTE: 9 InFavor 0 Opposed 0O Abstained 0 Recused
PUBLIC MEMBERS: 3 InFavor 0 Opposed 0O Abstained 0 Recused
BOARD VOTE: 31 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

RE:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

Tribeca Parking Regulations

The New Y ork City Department of Transportation (DOT) appeared at the Tribeca
Committee of CB 1 on January 14, 2015 to present proposed changesin parking
regulationsin Tribeca; and

This presentation followed a study by DOT to determine how to increase the
number of residential parking spacesin Tribecato reflect the increasing number
of residentsin the area; and

Based on the study, the following changes were proposed and are ready for final
review and possible installation:

Weatts (Greenwich & Canal) N/S

Weatts (Greenwich & Canal) S/S

Vestry (Washington & Greenwich) N/S
Vestry (Washington & Greenwich) /S
Hubert (Washington & Greenwich) N/S
Vestry (Greenwich & Hudson) S/S—N/S; and

Based on the study, the following changes were proposed for the near future and

will be delayed for the reasons noted below, and in addition, DOT noted that

“some building projects have occupied lanes that we recommend for parking and

therefore, some of these proposed changes will happen when they no longer

occupy thelane ”:

Watts (West & Washington) S/S— currently atravel lane —would like to provide
once the project no longer occupies the north side

Desbrosses (West & Washington ) N/S — Dependent on 264-270 West Street
project status

Desbrosses (West & Washington ) S/S — Dependent on 264-270 West Street
project status

Vestry (West & Washington) /'S — Storage area on N/S of street, narrows the
roadway — Parking may not work until the storage areais removed
for 264-270 West Street

Washington (Desbrosses & Watts) W/S — Dependent on nearby project; and



WHEREAS: DOT continuesto look at possible parking changes to other streets that have been
proposed or are under consideration and will return to the Tribeca Committee
later in the year with additional proposals; and

WHEREAS: DOT isalso expecting to install metering later in the year or in 2016 and DOT’ s
Parking unit will be doing an extensive study and they will come before the
Tribeca Committee prior to installation; now

THEREFORE

BEIT

RESOLVED

THAT.: Community Board #1 approves the changes proposed by DOT; and

BEIT

FURTHER

RESOLVED

THAT: CB1 looks forward to discussion with DOT later in the year about additional
changes; and

BEIT

FURTHER

RESOLVED

THAT: CB1 thanks DOT for its efforts to revise parking regulations to reflect the changes
in Tribeca and its outreach to CB1.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: TRIBECA

COMMITTEE VOTE: 9 InFavor 0 Opposed 0O Abstained 0 Recused
PUBLIC MEMBERSVOTE: 3 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
BOARD VOTE: 31 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

RE: Street permit application for Bastille Day 2015

WHEREAS: The applicant, Friends of Finn Square, has applied for afull street closure on W.
Broadway between White Street and Walker Street for Tuesday, July 14, 2015
from 12:00 pm to 8:00 pm; now

THEREFORE

BEIT

RESOLVED

THAT: CB 1 does not oppose the proposed extension of a street activity permit submitted
by Bastille Day 2015 for a street activity permit for Tuesday, July 14, 2015 from
12:00 pm to 8:00 pm, subject to the following conditions:

1. The NYC Department of Transportation reviews the application and
determines that it is compatible with nearby construction activity that is
expected to be simultaneously underway, and

2. Traffic control agents are deployed as needed to ensure that there is no
significant adverse impact from the event on traffic flow, and

3. Clean-up will be coordinated with the appropriate City Agencies, and

4. Pedestrian and vehicular traffic in and out of all garages downtown remain
open at all times.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: TRIBECA

COMMITTEE VOTE: 9 InFavor 0 Opposed 0O Abstained 0 Recused
PUBLIC MEMBERSVOTE: 2 InFavor 0 Opposed 1 Abstained 0 Recused
BOARD VOTE: 31 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

RE:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

THEREFORE

BEIT

RESOLVED

THAT:

24 Harrison Street, application for upgrade to liquor license for Terroir Tribeca
LLC d/b/aTerroir Tribeca

TribecaTerroir LLC isapplying for aliquor license; and
This establishment currently operates with arestaurant wine and beer license; and

The establishment is open until 12:00 am Sunday through Tuesday and until 2:00
am Wednesday through Saturday, and

CB 1 isnot aware of any problems or complaints associated with this
establishment; and

The hours and Method of Operation for this establishment will remain the same;
and

The total square footage of the restaurant is 1400; now

CB 1 opposes the grant of aliquor license at 24 Harrison Street for Tribeca
Terrior LLC unless the applicant complies with the limitations and conditions set
forth above.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEES OF ORIGIN: BATTERY PARK CITY
AND YOUTH AND EDUCATION

BPC

COMMITTEE VOTE: 8 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
PUBLIC MEMBERSVOTE: 2 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
YOUTH

COMMITTEE VOTE: 8 InFavor 0 Opposed 0O Abstained 0 Recused
PUBLIC MEMBERSVOTE: 1 InFavor O Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
BOARD VOTE: 29 InFavor 0 Opposed 1 Abstained 0 Recused
RE: North Cove Marina RFP Resolution Status

WHEREAS: Community Board 1 (CB1) unanimously approved a resolution in December of
2014 calling for the BPCA to withdraw their September 2014 RFP for an
Operator of the North Cove Marina and allow a more open process for the
selection criteriawith greater weight placed on the community programming
element; and

WHEREAS: That resolution was reinforced by letters from many elected officialsincluding
Congressman Nadler, Former Assembly Speaker Silver, Borough President
Brewer, State Senator Squadron and Council Member Chin, calling for a
withdrawal of the RFP and establishing a process with more transparency and
community input; and

WHEREAS: While the RFP and the selection process are the responsibility of the Battery Park
City Authority (BPCA), and

WHEREAS: BPCA hasin the past engaged the community when considering the devel opment,
operation and use of public assets, now

THEREFORE

BEIT

RESOLVED

THAT.: CB1 callsupon the BPCA to reply to our resolution and the requests of our
elected officials; and

BEIT

FURTHER

RESOLVED

THAT.: CB1 calls upon Governor Cuomo to address this apparent lack of community
dialogue and engagement by the BPCA whose members he appoints as stewards
of the public interest; and



BEIT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT:

BEIT
FURTHER
RESOLVED
THAT:

CB1 isserioudly disappointed that the BPCA made a decision that was not at all
responsive to our requests and those of our elected officials for the RFP to be
withdrawn and reissued so that community concerns could be considered and
taken into account; and

CB1 cdlsfor an increase in overall community programming, especially those for
the youth in the community as well as continued and enhanced support for local
youth programs through our local schools and events.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: BATTERY PARK CITY

COMMITTEE VOTE: 8 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
PUBLIC MEMBERSVOTE: 2 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
BOARD VOTE: 34 InFavor 1 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

RE:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

THEREFORE

BEIT
RESOLVED
THAT:

Brookfield Place Small Businesses

Brookfield Properties has embarked on a major renovation and upgrade of the
public spaces in Brookfield Place, and

Thiswork will result inimproved flow and both shopping and dining experience
for workers and residents as well asvisitorsin Battery Park City; and

Historically, there have been several small businessesin convenient and highly
accessible locations that have successfully served Brookfield Place tenants and
the community; and

With the development of more retail at the rebuilt World Trade Center it is
important that we take into consideration the small service and other businesses
that have along history of serving residents and workersin the area; and

We believe that it isimportant to address the needs of workers and residents as
well asvisitors and to support small businesses that have along and successful
track record in lower Manhattan; now

Community Board 1 calls upon Brookfield Properties to give consideration to
small businesses that have served the community for many years and have
established strong relationships with customers as it determines which retail
businesses will operate in the newly renovated Brookfield Place.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: FINANCIAL DISTRICT

COMMITTEE VOTE: 8 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
PUBLIC MEMBERSVOTE: 2 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

BOARD VOTE:

29 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

RE: 911 Memoria Family Day

WHEREAS: Street Activity Permit for 911 Memorial Family Day on 04/26/2015 from 9am-
7pm, Greenwich St. between Cortlandt Street and Liberty Street and Liberty St.
between Greenwich St. and West St.; now

THEREFORE
BEIT
RESOLVED

THAT: CB 1 does not oppose the application submitted by 911 Memorial Family Day for
astreet activity permit on 04/26/2015, subject to the following conditions:

1.

New Y ork City Department of Transportation Lower Manhattan Borough
Commissioner’ s Office (LMBCO) reviews the application and determines that
it is compatible with nearby construction activity that is expected to be
simultaneously underway, and

Traffic control agents are deployed as needed to ensure that there is no
significant adverse impact from the event on traffic flow, and

Clean-up will be coordinated with the appropriate City Agencies, and

Bands and persons with megaphones are not situated along the route such that
they disturb residents, and

Pedestrian and vehicular traffic in and out of all garages downtown remain
open at all times.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: FINANCIAL DISTRICT

COMMITTEE VOTE: 8 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
PUBLIC MEMBERSVOTE: 2 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
BOARD VOTE: 29 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

RE:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

THEREFORE

BEIT

RESOLVED

THAT:

20 John Street, Dee Jing, Inc.

The applicant, Dee Jing, Inc, applied for a restaurant wine and beer license for 20
John Street; and

The square footage of the establishment is 500 with 2 tables and 16 seats; and
There will be recorded background music; and

The applicant does not intend to apply for asidewalk café license or cabaret
license; and

The applicant has stated that there are buildings used primarily as schools,
churches, synagogues or other places of worship within 200 feet of this
establishment; and

The applicant has stated that there are establishments with on-premises liquor
licenses within 500 feet of this establishment; and

The operation hours are 11 am. — 11:30 p. m. seven days a week; now

CB 1 opposes the granting of wine/beer license for 20 John Street, Dee Jing, Inc,
unless the applicant complies with the limitations and conditions set forth above.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: FINANCIAL DISTRICT

COMMITTEE VOTE: 8 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
PUBLIC MEMBERSVOTE: 2 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

BOARD VOTE:

29 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

RE: Coenties Slip Greenmarket

WHEREAS: Street Activity Permit for Coenties Slip Greenmarket from 07/02/2015 to
11/19/2015 from 8am-7pm, Coenties Slip between Water St. and Pearl St, now

THEREFORE
BEIT
RESOLVED

THAT: CB 1 does not oppose the application submitted by Coenties Slip Greenmarket for
astreet activity permit on 07/02/2015 to 11/19/2015, subject to the following
conditions:

1.

New Y ork City Department of Transportation Lower Manhattan Borough
Commissioner’ s Office (LMBCO) reviews the application and determines that
it is compatible with nearby construction activity that is expected to be
simultaneously underway, and

Traffic control agents are deployed as needed to ensure that there is no
significant adverse impact from the event on traffic flow, and

Clean-up will be coordinated with the appropriate City Agencies, and

Bands and persons with megaphones are not situated along the route such that
they disturb residents, and

Pedestrian and vehicular traffic in and out of all garages downtown remain
open at all times.



COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 2015

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: FINANCIAL DISTRICT

COMMITTEE VOTE: 8 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
PUBLIC MEMBERSVOTE: 2 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused
BOARD VOTE: 29 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

RE:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

WHEREAS:

THEREFORE

BEIT

RESOLVED

THAT:

102 Greenwich Street, Riff Downtown LLC

The applicant, Riff Downtown LLC, applied for a hotel restaurant liquor license
for 102 Greenwich Street; and

The square footage of the establishment is 500 with 2 tables and 21 seats; and
There will be recorded background music; and

The applicant does not intend to apply for asidewalk café license or cabaret
license; and

The applicant has stated that there are no buildings used primarily as schools,
churches, synagogues or other places of worship within 200 feet of this
establishment; and

The applicant has stated that there are establishments with on-premises liquor
licenses within 500 feet of this establishment; and

The operation hours are 3 p.m. — 12 a. m. weekdaysand 3 p.m.—2a m.
weekends; now

CB 1 opposes the granting of liquor license for 102 Greenwich Street, Riff
Downtown LLC unless the applicant complies with the limitations and conditions
set forth above.
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Res. No. 533

Resolution calling upon the United States Congress to pass, and the President to sign the James Zadroga 9/11
Health and Compensation Reauthorization Act.

By Council Members Chin, The Speaker (Council Member Mark-Viverito), Vallone, Miller, Cohen,
Constantinides, Eugene, Gentile, Gibson, Johnson, Koo, Lander, Levine, Mendez, Richards, Rodriguez, Rose,
Wills, Levin and Ulrich

Whereas, In 2014, Congresswoman Carolyn Maloney and United States Senator Kirsten E. Gillibrand
introduced H.R. 5503/S. 2844, which would reauthorize the James Zadroga 9/11 Health and Compensation Act
(the “Zadroga Act”); and

Whereas, The Zadroga Act was signed into law by President Barack Obama in 2011; and

Whereas, The Zadroga Act created the World Trade Center Health Program (the “Program”), which
provides health treatment to people who worked or resided in the vicinity of the World Trade Center on and

after the events of September 11, 2001; and

Whereas, The Program is comprised of the “Responder Program” and the “Survivor Program”; and
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Whereas, The Responder Program provides services to the personnel who carried our rescue and
recovery duties at the World Trade site; and

Whereas, The Survivor Program provides services to individuals who lived or went to school around
the World Trade Center site; and

Whereas, In addition to authorizing the World Trade Center Health Program, H.R. 5503/S. 2844 will
also reauthorize the September 11" Victim Compensation Fund (“VCF”); and

Whereas, The Victim Compensation Fund handles claims from victims of the 9/11 attacks, or their
representatives for compensation of economic or non-economic losses related to the attacks; and

Whereas, While the majority of recipients live in the New York City area, many survivors and first
responders of the 9/11 attacks live across the United States; and

Whereas, According to an article in the The Hill newspaper, over 30,000 American suffer from illnesses
related to the 9/11 attacks; and

Whereas, These individuals live in 431 out of 435 Congressional districts across the county; and

Whereas, According to the same article, first responders in New York City are particularly hard hit; and

Whereas, A total of 2,977 people were killed on 9/11 in New York City, the Pentagon, and Shanksville,
Pennsylvania; and

Whereas, The attacks resulted in the killing of 343 members of the New York Fire Department, 23
members of the New York City Police Department, and 37 Port Authority officers; and

Whereas, More than 800 members of the New York Fire Department and more than 550 member of the
Police Department are suffering from 9/11 related illnesses; and

Whereas, Unless Congress acts to reauthorize the Zadroga Act thousands of survivors are at risk of
losing crucial health benefits; now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Council of the City of New York calls upon the United States Congress to pass, and

the President to sign the James Zadroga 9/11 Health and Compensation Reauthorization Act.

LS# 2703, 2706, 2875
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