[ am Carla Rabinowitz, the Community Organizer for Community Access.
Community Access is a 36 year old mental health housing agency that
provides support services including employment. Community Access has 36
years of experience operating or managing 18 housing sites. We know how

to select tenants.

Whenever Community Access wants to build in a neighborhood we hear the
same thing every time. Not in this neighborhood. This neighborhood is over
saturated. The neighborhood is not prejudiced but we have children and

elderly living in the neighborhood.

The mental health recipients being served here are not the monsters
portrayed in the media. We mental health recipients are just people who fell
on hard times and need help to rebuild our lives. The mental health
recipients being housed here have passed through the sisters’ transitionsal

housing. They have already gone through their rough phase.

The lack of housing for mental health recipients is a crisis. This crisis forces

people to be homeless for over a year on long waiting lists.

Community Access housing becomes the pillar of a community. Police turn

to our program directors to find out information if there is a crime in the

neighborhood. Ond Fhtls  becss it i wick EX6lot S /s f5re: cot
- o L
I ask that you allow Providence house with it 31 years of experience to go ; Z ; oF MYk

ahead with its project in its current form 80/20 (80 mental health recipients yos i hek

20 neighborhood people w/o such concerns) so they can afford to build and be needd
f@f‘vTég ;

maintain this desperately needed housing.



The median household income in the 11225 zip code in 2008 was $44.6K (source: www.city-data.com); a
survey of available apartments advertised on Craigstist today in Prospect Lefferts Gardens showed
apartments starting at $825 for a one-rooim studio, $900 for a one bedroom, and $1250 for a two
bedroom apartment {some of these may not actually be in Prospect Lefferts Gardens; as the area has
become more desired by renters, its borders have been stretched by real estate brokers: | have seen
apartments on Linden Blvd. described as PLG). Additionally, all of these lower-priced apartments were
listed by real estate brokers and involved a fee ranging from the equivalent of one month’s rent to 12%
of a year's rent,

As you know, once a rent stabilized apartment is vacated, the landlord is entitled to an immediate
vacancy increase (currently 17.75% for a one-year lease and 20% for a two-year lease). Additionally, if
the previous tenant was in the apartment for 8 or more years, 0.6% is added to this figure.

Most importantly, a landlord can add 1/40" of the cost of any major capital improvements done to the
apartment to the new monthly rent. Follow-up and verification of these MCl increases is virtually non-
existent; | cannot tell you the number of apartments that i have seen described as having had $10,000
or more worth of capital improvements done to them, without much more than a fresh coat of paint
and some reconditioned appliances.

As an example, start with a two-bedroom apartment, rented for 9 years, most recently for $1000 per
month. Immediately, the base rent for a new one-year lease becomes $1,183.50. Add 1/40™ of $10,000
to that, and you have a monthly rent of $1,433.50, requiring a minimum income of $57.3K. That'san
increase of over 43% in the legal rent in just one month or so.

In some cases the legal rent actually becomes higher than the market rent, in which case the landlord
has the option of charging a reduced or “preferred” rent. However, 1 can tell you from experience, that
a nicely-renovated two bedroom apartment in this neighborhood for $1400 per month will go very
quickly; | had three of them available this summer and rented all three within two weeks of their coming
on the market, all to couples making well above the minimum requirement of $56K. | rented out a rent-
stabilized studio for $925 in a building on Fenimore Street two weeks ago; it was on the market for
exactly three days. This was a preferred rent; the legal rent is $951.48.

While it is no longer legal in NYC to discriminate against any lawful source of income, including public
assistance, it is legal to specify a minimum income to rent an apartment. The vast majority of landlords
in NYC, including here in PLG, require that applicants make 40 times one month’s rent in gross income,
or $40,000 per year for a $1,000 per month apartment {one building’s management recently quoted a
requirement of 80 times one month’s rent to a person writing on the Lefferts Yahoo Group bulletin
board). No-one on Section 8 or any other type of housing program can meet these requirements.
Landlords also systematically require good credit, something also out of reach for many people on public
assistance.

New construction in the area has focused almost exclusively on condominiums not marketed as
affordable housing in any way (apartments for sale at 59 Hawthorne St., for example, a newly-
constructed condominium building, currently range from $230K for a 490 sq. ft. 1 bedroom unit to




$445K for an 826 sq. ft. 2 bedroom apartment). What new rental housing has been buiit is usually three
to four family townhouses with non-rent-stabilized apartments averaging $1800 for a three bedroom
unit, with separately-metered heat and hot water.

There are currently no affordable housing units under construction or consideration in Prospect Lefferts
Gardens, whether for sale or for rent, and this is a crying need in this community in order for existing
residents to remain in their neighborhoods. By increasing the affordable housing component of the
proposed facility to the 40% level recommended by the Borough President, the City Council would make
a statement on behalf of all moderate-income people seeking to stay in the neighborhoods they have
cherished and fought for. This is not about denying opportunities to one group of people; it is about
providing opportunities to people who already live in this community, support its merchants and local
businesses with their patronage and hard-earned income, and have voted for officials they believed
would place their interests above those of outside organizations.

Barbara Ann Rogers, Licensed Real Estate Broker
266 Lefferts Ave.
Brooklyn, NY 11225

718-664-8434
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COMMUNITY

ACCESS AT-A-GLANCE

COMMUNITY ACCESS

OUR HISTORY

In the 1970’s, the streets and shelters of NYC were
overflowing with former psychiatric patients who had
been discharged, en masse, from state psychiatric
hospitals. Community Access’ founder, Fred Hartmann,
had a personal investment in seeing that safe, stable and
affordable homes for people with a psychiatric disability
were created: his sister was one of those discharged
patients.

With great daring and grit, Fred and a group of clinicians,
family members and former patients, rented and
renovated apartments on the lower east side of Manhattan
for their relatives. By 1977, four apartments became 44
and Community Access’ model of integrating working
families with children and people with psychiatric
disabilities was established. Our founders’ *“experiment”
with integrated housing became a model that has been
nationally recognized and replicated--and is a powerful
instrument in reducing the stigma associated with mental
illness.

WHAT WE DO

We empower people to live independently, to be self-
sufficient, and to grow as individuals, family members
and citizens. We build “homes, hopes and futures™
through several mutually supportive approaches.

< Homes: Whether in our transitional housing, or
permanent supportive housing where residents
hold leases, Community Access provides
comprehensive and personalized support services
to approximately 1,000 low-income people every
year, 50% of whom are consumers of mental
health services. Community Access owns and
operates 16 buildings in Brooklyn, the Bronx and
Manhattan.

QUICK FACTS

Founded in 1974 by clinicians,
family members and former
psychiatric patients.

In 1977 Community Access
purchased its first two buildings
in lower Manhattan.

In 2009 Community Access
owns and operates 16 buildings
and 60-scattered site apartments
with hundreds more in
development. )

Club Access opened its doors i
1988. A :
Founded in 1995, Howie the
Harp Peer Advocacy and
Training Center (HTH) has
nearly 800 graduates with an
80% job placement rate.

In 1996, Community Access
established the Policy and
Advocacy Department.

In 2004 Community Access
founded and led the New York
State Campaign for Mental
Health Housing.

325 staff members city-wide.
Nearly 1,000 New Yorkers live
in Community Access housing,
50% of whom are mental health
recipients.

1,600 people served each year in
housing, peer employment
training or our clubhouse
programs.




+» Hopes: Established in 1988, Community Access’
clubhouse program, Club Access, has been an
open door to thousands of people seeking some of
life’s most basic amenities, things like friendship,
new skills, more education, a hot meal, dignity
and creative expression. The Club is open six days
a week and serves 300 - 400 people every year.

The Art Collective, a unique program of the
Club, provides technical training and support for
artists, covering the entire process from creation
of art to exhibition and sale. Artwork produced
is featured in professional exhibits and displayed
in all of the public spaces of Community
Access. The Collective has nearly 50 active
artists.

%+ Futures: Founded in 1995, Howie the Harp Peer
- Advocacy and Training Center (HTH) offers

dynamic employment and training programs for
people who thought that they might never work
again--those with combined histories of mental
illness, homelessness, substance abuse, and/or
incarceration. The program, run primarily mental
health recipients, is designed to train and place
consumers in jobs in hospitals, clinics and prisons,
serving people with mental illness.

OUR MISSION

Community Access assists people with psychiatric disabilities to make the transition
from shelters and institutions to independent living. We provide safe, affordable
housing and support services, and we advocate for the rights of people to live without
fear or stigma. Our award-winning programs have been replicated across the country
and demonstrate that people with psychiatric disabilities can lead productive,
dignified, and valued lives in the community.
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RMAN CENTER POLI

The Impact of Supportive
Housing on Surrounding
Neighborhoods: Evidence
from New York City

This policy brief is a summary of the Furman Center’s research on the effects supportive housing has

on the values of surrounding properties. The full study is available at http.//furmancenter.nyu.edu.

What Is Supportive Housing?

Supportive housing is a type of affordable housing that provides on-site services topeople
who may need support to live independently. Residents may include formerly homeless
individuals and families, people with HIV/AIDS or physical disabilities, young people
aging out of foster care, ex-offenders, people with mental illness or individuals with a
history of substance abuse. Residents in supportive housing developments, unlike those
in temporary or transitional housing options, sign alease or make some other long-term
agreement. Developments provide a range of services to residents, which can include
case management, job training and mental health or substance abuse counseling. Sup-
portive housing developments are run by non-profit organizations that typically provide

both support services and management.

Researchers have found supportive housing to be an effective and cost-efficient way to
house disabled and formerly homeless people.! The combination of permanent affordable
housing and support services is seen as key to providing a stable environment in which
individuals can address the underlying causes of their homelessness—at far less cost

than placing them in a shelter or treating them in a hospital.

1
See, e.g., Culhane, Dennis, Stephen Metraux and Trevor Hadley. 2002. Public Service Reductions Associated with Placement of Homeless
Persons with Severe Mental !llness in Supportive Housing. Housing Policy Debate. 13{1): 107 - 163; Lipton, Frank R, et al. 2000. Tenure in
Supportive Housing for Homeless Persons With Severs Mental Hlness, Psychiatric Servicas. 51(4): 479-486.




Supportive Housing
in NYC

Supportive housing grew out of atternpts in
the late 1970s and early 1980s to provide
services to mentally-ill individuals who
were homeless or living in substandard,
privately-owned Single Room Occupancy
(SRO) buildings. Soon thereafter, nonprofit
groups formed to rehabilitate the housing
in addition to providing on-site services.

By 1990, New York City nonprofits were
operating over 2,000 units of supportive
housing. The success of these efforts led the
state and city to sign a historic joint initia-
tive to fund the creation of thousands of
new supportive housing units for homeless
persons with mental illness. The “New York/
New York Agreement,” signed in 1990, was
the first of three initiatives that have helped
spur the development of over 14,000 units
in more than 220 supportive housing resi-
dences in the city for formerly homeless and
inadequately housed people with a range of
digabilities, As Figure A shows, the over-
whelming majority of these developments
were built in Manhattan, Brooklyn and the
Bronx. As seen in Figure B, there has been

Figure A: Supportive Housing Developments in
Qur Study by Borough {as of 2003)

MANHATTAN

faizly steady development throughout the
past two decades, with a big building boom
following the 1990 NY/NY agreement.

Signed in November of 2005, the “New York/
New York ITT Agreement” was the largest yet,
committing $1 billion to create 9,000 units
of supportive housing (both scattered-site
and single-sitez) for homeless and at-risk
individuals and families with disabilities
in New York City over ten years. The large
scope of this initiative ensures that there

Figure B: Supportive Housing Developments Completed Annualily

3

1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994

Wy B

1995 1996 1997 1598 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003

Note; This figure inchudes ol developments examined in this study: all supportive housing opening in Naw York City befora 2004 thar resulted from

new construction or the gut renovation of @ vacant building.

2
Our research looks only at the impact of single-site supportive housing (developments in which the supportive housing units all are located
in a single building with on-site social services), but it is important to note that New York City has an additional 9,000 supportive housing
units that are scattered-site (dispersed within non-supportive housing baildings).




will continue to be a robust development
pipeline of supportive housing to house
homeless New Yorkers living with mental
illness and other challenges.

As providers of supportive housing begin to
implement the NY/NY III agreement, how-
ever, they are encountering two related and
significant obstacles: New York City has a
serious shortage of land suitable for build-
ing such developments; and community
opposition to hosting supportive housing
further limits the sites on which support-
ive housing can be built. The state and city
require some form of public notification for
all proposed supportive housing develop-
ments, and opposition by the local commu-
nity often makes it difficult or impossible
for developments to secure the necessary
funding and land use approvals.

Despite the critical role that supportive
housing plays in helping to address the prob-
lem of homelessness, communities asked to
host the housing often resist, expressing
fears that the housing will have a negative
impact on the neighborhood. Neighbors
voice worries, for example, that the support-
ive housing will increase crime, drain the
neighborhoods’ services and overburden its
infrastructure, bring people to the commu-
nity whose personal appearance or behavior
will make residents and visitors uncomfort-
able, or otherwise decrease the quality of
life in the neighborhood. They also com-
monly express a concern that supportive
housing will depress the value of housing in
the neighborhood, thereby depriving them
of potential returns on their investment,
and triggering a spiral of deterioration.

What Do We Know
About Neighborhood
Impacts of Supportive
Housing?

Theoretically, supportive housing develop-
ments could either depress or raise neigh-
borhood propertyvalues. If the development
isn't well-maintained or doesn’t blend in well
with the surrounding community, it could

have a negative impact on neighborhood

property values, Similatly, if the residents of
the new supportive housing engage in offen-
sive behavior or participate in or are targets

for illegal behavior, the housing might cause

prices to drop. On the other hand, if a new
development is attractive and replaces a

community eyesore, such as an abandoned

or vacant property, or helps to house people

who otherwise would be living on the streets

nearby, it likely would have a positive impact
on property values. Similarly, if the new

development is a conscientious and good

neighbor and provides useful services to the

community, it could raise prices.

While some who oppose supportive hous-
ing may do so regardless of the facts, objec-
tive, credible research about the experiences
other neighborhoods have had with support-
ive housing should help to inform discus-
sions about proposed developments, Some
researchers have studied the effects of group
homes, but few have looked specifically at
the supportive housing model. Moreover,
previous studies have been limited by data
constraints, including small sample sizes (as
few as 79 units) and limited time frames, and
have studied effects in low-density neighbor-
hoods, making it difficult to generalize their
results to denser urban settings.®

The Furman Center’s research aims to fill
this gap in the literature with a rigorous,
large-scale examination of the impacts of
approximately 7,500 units of supportive
housing created in New York City over the
past twenty years. N

3See, e.g.. Galster, George, Pater Tatian and Kathryn Pettiz. 2004, Supportive Housing and Neighborhood Property Value Externalities,
Land Economics. BO(1): 35-54; for studies of precursors to supportive housing suck as group homes, see, e.g,, Colwell, Peter E Carolyn: A.
Dehring and Nichofas A, Lash. 2000. The Effects of Group Homes an Neighbarhood Propezty Values. Land Economics. 76(4): 615-637.




About Our Research

1n order to measure the impacts of support-
ive housing on property values, we use a
large dataset with information on the sales
prices of all apartment buildings, condo-
minium apartments and one to four fam-
ily homes selling in the city between 1974
and 2005, as well as property-level data
on the characteristics of the units sold. We
link these data to a list of all the supportive
housing developments and their addresses,
which we compiled with assistance from
the New York City Department of Hous-
ing Preservation and Development (HPD),
the New York State Office of Mental Health
{OMH), the Supportive Housing Network
of New York (SHNNY)—the member asso-
ciation of monprofit supportive housing
providers in New York State, and the Cor-
poration for Supportive Housing (CSH)-~
a financial and technical assistance interme-
diary to supportive housing providers. This
comprehensive dataset includes 7,500 units
in 123 developments that opened between
1985 and 2003 and either were newly con-
structed or the result of gut renovations of

vacant buildings.* The median size of the
123 developments is 48 units.

Identifying the impacts of supportive hous-
ing on the values of neighboring properties

is challenging, primarilybecause it is difficult
to disentangle what causes what—to deter-
mine whether supportive housing affects

neighboring property values or whether
neighboring property values affected the

decision to build supportive housing in

the neighborhood. Developers of support-
ive housing might, for example, be more

likely to build the housing on sites in neigh-
borhoods with very low property values,
because more city-owned. sites are available

in such neighborhoods, because community
opposition may be lower in these neighbor-
hoods, or because developets can only afford
to build in neighborhoods with the lowest
property values. In fact, a simple compari-
son of census tracts in the city reveals that
in 1990, before most supportive housing
was sited, tracts that now have supportive

housing tended to have higher poverty rates

and lower homeownership rates than tracts

that do not (see Table A).

ndiator ofosl

Table A; Demographics {as of 1990} for Census Tracts with and without Supportive Housing

S pinNYC

Tractsthat. | Tracts' =
now have. . | without. ..
ive' | Supportive
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NumberofTracts
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la86%

Source: 1990 Decennial Census data (NCDB). *All reported numbers represent the mean value across census tracts, weighted by
population. **Tracts with aupportive housing aze those that ave host to the 123 supportive housing developments in our study.

4
Because we are interested in the impacts new developments have on a neighborhoad, our data on supportive housing developments only
include new construction or projects that involved the complete, physical rehabilitation of a formerly vacant building. We did notinclude
instances where an accupied building received cosmetic rehabilitation or was converted inte a supportive housing development without

undergoing substantial renovation.




Figure C: Methodology

Supportive housing development is represented by the X. We compare prices of properties within 500 feet and 1,000
feet of the development to similar properties in the same census tract bur more than 1,000 feet away before and

after the supportive housing is built.
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Price differences between properties inside each ring
and those more than 1,000 feet away from the site
before supportive housing is built.

We address this problem by controlling for
the difference between the prices of proper-
ties very near to a supportive housing site
and the prices of other properties in the same
neighborhood before the supportive housing
is constructed. Specifically, our research com-
pares the price differences between propet-
ties within 500 and 1,000 feet of a support-
ive housing development, before and after it
is built, with a comparable group of propex-
ties move than 1,000 feet from the site but
still within the same census tract.’

Our strategy is illustrated in Figure C. Our
approach controls for differences in prices
between properties near to supportive
housing sites and other properties in the
neighborhood before supportive housing
is built. It also controls for neighborhood
price appreciation over time. Accordingly,
we are able to specifically isolate the impact
of the supportive housing. Our approach
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Price differences between properties inside each ring
and those more than 1,000 feer away from the
supportive housing after it opens.

also allows us to examine whether impacts
vary with distance from the supportive
housing development, because the impact
ona property closer to a development might
very well differ from impacts on properties
still affected but further out in the 1,000
foot ring,

Finally, because impacts might be felt as
soon as people learn that a supportive hous-
ing development is going to be built, and
because construction of any building may
bring noise, truck traffic, and other prob-
lems, we exclude the construction period
from our estimate of property value differ-
ences between properties within the ring of
supportive housing and those beyond 1,000
feet, before supportive housing opens.

5 One thousand feet is approximately the length of four North/South streets in Manhattan; across the city, on average, 1,060 feet is about
the length of two blocks. While previous property value impact studies havelooked at larger distances, it is unlikely that the relatively small
developments we study would have an effect on property values many blocks away in the fairly dense Manhattan, Bronx and Braoklyn

neighborhoods in which they are concentrated.




What Do We Find?

Our research finds little evidence to sup-
port neighbors’ fears that supportive hous-
ing developments will reduce the price of
surrounding properties over time. To the
contrary, we find that the opening of a sup-
portive housing development does not have
a statistically significant® impact on the
value of the properties within 500 feet of the
development.

We find that two to five years before a sup-
portive housing development opens, prop-
erties within 500 feet of the site sell for
almost 4 percent less than properties in the
comparison group. This indicates that sup-
portive housing developments are generally
being built in areas that are more distressed
than the surrounding neighborhood.

In the five years after completion, we find
that the prices of those nearby properties
experience strong and steady growth, appre-
ciating more than comparable properties in
the same neighborhood but further than
1,000 feet from the supportive housing,

Figure D: Sales Prices of Properiies Within 500 Feet
Comparison Group, by Year Relative to Completion

As seen in Figure D, which illustrates the
impact of a new supportive housing devel-
opment of median size (48 units) on proper-
tes up to 500 feet away, there is a slight
increase in the value of nearby properties
when the development opens (compared
with their value before construction began),
but this difference is not statistically signifi-
cant, After the supportive housing opens, we
see a statistically significant rise in the value
of these nearby properties, relative to prop-
erty values in the comparison group. As a
result, the four percent discount neighboring
properties experienced before the supportive
housing was built steadily narrows over time.

Moving farther away from the development,
we find that properties between 500 and
1,000 feet away, unlike those less than 500
feet away, see a statistically significant drop
in value when the building is under con-
struction and when the supportive housing
opens (compared to prices more than 1,000
feet from the development but within the
neighborhood). But once again, we find that
prices then show a steady relative gain inthe
years after completion. That pattern might
suggest that the positive effects of the sup-

of Supportive Housing Relative to
{For Median Size Development of 48 Units)

I this figure, the dotted line represents what we estimate would have happened to the prices of nearby properties
had there been rio new supportive housing development; the solid purple line represents the results of our analysis,
which show steady growth in the value of nearby properties.

B'The term “statistically significant” refers to the likelthood that the differences between the groups being compared (in this study, the dif-
ference between the values of the properties near supportive housing and those further away) could have occurred by chance. If statistical
methods show that results are statistically significant at the 95 percent level, we can be suze that the probability that the results are due
to pure chance is five percent o less. Generally, researchers will consider results reliable only if they are statistically significantzat the
90 {or higher} percent level. -




portive housing are diluted farther away
from the site and initially are outweighed by
community uneasiness about the housing,
but as the neighborhood grows comfortable
with the supportive housing, prices show
steady growth relative to the comparison
properties.

In sum, our research reveals that the prices
of properties closest to supportive hous-
ing—which are the properties opponents of
supportive housing daim are most likely to
be affected by the development—increase
in the years after the supportive housing
opens, relative to other propertieslocated in
the neighborhood but further from the sup-
portive housing, Prices of properties 500 to
1,000 feet from the supportive housing may
fall somewhat while the buildings are being
built and as they open, but then steadily
increase relative to the prices of properties
further away from the supportive housing
but in the same neighborhood, Cur results
accordingly suggest that over time, the val-
ues of homes near supportive housing do
not suffer because of their proximity to the
supportive housing.

Does the Size or

Type of Supportive
Housing Matter?
Does the Population
Density of the Neigh-
borhood Matter?

Because of the diversity of supportive hous-
ing developments and the neighborhoods in
which they are being built, we also wanted
to evaluate whether characteristics of either
the development or the neighborhood
influence any effects the development has.
We were somewhat surprised to find that
the effects on neighboring property values
do not depend on the size of the develop-
ment (oumber of units) or the develop-
ment’s characteristics, such as whether the
development sets aside a certain number of
affordable units for neighborhood residents,
The impact supportive housing has on prop-
erty values also does not differ between
lower and higher density neighborhoods.




What Do These Findings Mean?

Our findings show that the values of properties within 500 feet of supportive
housing show steady growth relative to other properties in the neighborhood
in the years after supportive housing opens. Properties somewhat further away
(between 500 and 1,000 feet) show a decline in value when supportive housing
first opens, but prices then increase steadily, perhaps as the market realizes that

fears about the supportive housing turned out to be wrong.

The city, state, and providers of supportive housing must continue to maximize
the positive effects of supportive housing and ensure that supportive housing
residences remain good neighbors. But the evidence refutes the frequent asser-

tions by opponents of proposed developments that supportive housing has a
sustained negative impact on neighboring property values.
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Affordable housing pays off for city
Study finds that lower rents mean more money for residents to spend on everything from health care to
groceries, boosting local business and property values; federal tax credits seen playing critical role.

By Amanda Fung

Published: June 23, 2010 - 1:35 pm

Affordable housing built with help from the use of federal low-income housing tax credits has a positive impact on distressed
neighborhoads in the city and is crucial to economic development, according to a new study scheduled for release Wednesday.

The study found that the use of federal low-income housing tax credits is crucial to building and rehabilitating affordable housing, and to
helping inner city neighborhoods. By paying affordable rent—monthly rents averaging $500—families were able to more than double their
discretionary income, which in turn allowed them to pay for health care, reduce their debt or put money into savings.

Businesses near the developments also benefit from affordable housing, because residents have more money to spend after paying their
rent. Additionally, the study found that such developments increase adjacent property values and help generate property tax revenue fo
the city.

The study was based on an analysis of two affordable housing developments in the Belmont area of the Bronx that were built by using
tax credits—Tri-Bel project, a 10-building development with 134 units, and Creston, a three-building development with 80 units. The
Furman Center for Real Estate and Urban Policy at New York University and independent consuitants analyzed the data. The study was
commissioned by two local developers of affordable housing, Local Initiatives Support Corp. and Enterprise Community Partners.

“At a time when many New Yorkers and businesses are struggling to make ends meet, investing in the low-income housing tax credit and
developing affordable housing can play a significant role in invigorating the economy and providing greater opportunities for low-income
New Yorkers," said Abby Jo Sigal, vice president and New York City office director at Enterprise, which has been actively using the tax
credit program to help build or preserve affordable housing across the city.

According to the study, before the renovation of the Tri-Bel buildings, nearby property prices were 6.5% below those of properties at
least 1,000 feet away. After the rehab, home prices were 12.7% higher than the distant properties. Furthermore, the $2.1 million tax credit
investment in 46 units at the Tri-Bel development produced a boost to surrounding property values of as much as $22 million, the study
estimated. This in turn is expected to produce $1.2 million in new tax revenue annually.

The study emphasizes that to make affordable housing development possible, government funding is required and much of that financing
has been provided by the 22-year-old federal low-income housing tax credit program, which has been used by developers and
community groups to build or rencvate more than 2 million units nationwide. A New York City figure was not provided in the study.

“Quality affordable housing alone cannot solve all a neighborhood's problems, but it anchors so many positive developments within a
community,” said Denise Scott, executive director of New York at LISC, which has raised more than $9.8 billion to build and rehab
affordable housing units nationwide. "Affordable housing creates jobs, contributes to safer streets, supports neighborhood retail and
encourages economic stability among resident families.”

Entire contents ® 2010

lofi 7/8/2010 3:16 PM



eAffordable Housing

By Donna Kimura

Brooklyn, N.Y. — DeKalb Avenuc
Apartments takes the bold step of blend-
mg, supportive housing lor people with
special needs with straight affordable
housing lor working families.

The recernly completed project is a
joint venture between Dunn
Development Corp., a private real estate
developer, and Commumnity Access, Inc., a
nonprolit dedicated 10 serving people
with psychiatric disabilitics.

DeKally i}é;n_t:je:'Apar'tment_s
yn. N.Y. (Corporate

The joint venture atlempls o serve
not only as a unique medel for bringing
together different populations in one pro-
Ject l)ul a new model fm clt.velopmmt

director.of Commumty &ccess Cee who

has‘done much work with sludxo units for
people
develop integrated, ainst eaim housing,

Duns shared a similar vision and believed

shat such a project could be created with
existing funding sources,

Combining Community Access’ ser-
vices and extensive knowledge about the
mentally il population with Dunn
Development financing and construction

experience, DeKalb Avenue Apartments
was completed in 2004,

The 55,000-square-foot building
contains 63 units. There are 37 swdio
uniis reserved for formerly homeless indi-
viduals with mental illness who have been
referred by New York Citys homeless

ith " special needs,: wanited 10

ortive housing in new Brooklyn project

shelter systern and have incomes no
greater than 30% of the area median
income (AMI). There are also eight one-
bedroom units and 19 two-bedroom units
that are rented to families earning no
more than 60% of AML

The project faced several obstacles,
including community opposition 1o SUp-
poriive housing and special-needs popula-
tions, Dunm Development also had 1o move
beyond existing financing models for sup-
portive housing, which generally result
100% special-needs buildings or buildings
with all studio apartiments serving single
adults, The initial reaction from some peo-
ple was concern about housing adulis with
memal illness in a building with families

To get government agencies and
funders on board, the sponsors taunched
an education campaign abour the needs of
adults with mental illness and their ability
1o live irxlependently in mainstream set-
tings. They collaborated with Gov, George
Patakis Interagency Task Force on
Housing for Persons with Special Needs
and the Most Integrated Seuting
Coordinating Council. Bank and govern-
ment officials and neighborhood groups
were given tours of the building to
mcrease support and undersianding,

“We built it first and then let people
see how nice the building was,” Dumn
said. One of the goals of the project, he
said, is to change peoples percepiions
about affordable housing.

There have been no problems in the
building or outside in the neighborhood,
according 1o Dunn. Instead, the project



Isas been a catalyst for neighborhood revi-
talization. several nearby buildings have
since been renovated.

The development is also serving as a
mode] for a second project by the same
development team. Located in the Bronx,
the 66-uny Franklin Avenue Apartments
15 nearing completion. Residents are
expecied e move in around January

Special needs get attention

Named “project of the year” by the
New York State Association for Alfordable
Housing, the DeKalb development shows
that quality matters to'the residents and
the neighborhood, Dunn said.

“Its nmportane for affordable and
supportive housing 1o raise the bar so we
are welcomed when we do projects.” he
said, noting that every poor project that s
buitt hurts the industry,

Unique touches 1o the facade ol the
DeKalb project wclude a decoralive cor-
nice that is traditional © the neighbor
haod. Inside. high-end finishes were
used, and the family units have a home-
work or desk area.

The project, including furnishings
and capiialized reserves, cost about $10.4
million it receved low-income housing
tax credits from the New York Siae
Diviston ol Housing and Community
Renewal (DHCRY. The Richman Group

Affordable Housing Corp. syndicated the
credits and provided roughly $8.4 million
in equity. The tax credit invesiors were
Chiibank, JPMorgan Chase, Merrill Lynch,
Freddie Mac and HSBC Bank.

The industry will likely see arealer
integration of special-needs poputations
within muliffamily projects, satd William
Traylor, president of Richman Tousing
Resources, a member of the Richman
Group, The firm has syndicated tax cred-
its for many supportive projects.

The New York State Housing Trust
Fund provided a $2 million permanent
loan with a 30-year texm and 1% interess-
only debt-service payments, allowing the
project to reach working families earning
no more than 60% of AMI. Community
Preservation Corp. provided a $2 million
construction loan. This financing mix
allowed the project 10 be competitive in 1ax
credit scoring while integrating special-
needs indivicduals and working families.

Esseantial services

“DeKally Apartments is a leading
example of the innovative afordable hous-
ing aliernatives we have created. complete
with critical services to meet the needs of
special  populations,”  said  DHCR
Commissioner fudy Calogero. “There is a
great demand for housing that integrates
these two components while meeting

superior design standards: That is what
Dunn Development  Corp, and
Community Access, Tnc. have fashioned in
the neighborhood of Bedford Stuyvesar,”

Community Access’ on-site suppon-
services stalf includes a program director,
theee service coordinators, a job developer,
a hall-time substance-abuse specialist and a
half-time recreation coordinator. Service
stafl is funded by the New York Ciy
Department  of Health and  Mental
Hygiene, which in turn is funded by the
New York State Office of Mental Healih.

The building also has 24-hour o
dlesk coverage that is provided through a
contract with the New York Ciy
Department of Homeless Services.

The apartment building features
generous common spaces and a beauriful
rear garden. The first {loor has a comput-
er room, library and a large community
room with adjoining kitchen that opens
onto the garden. The architect was SLCE
Architects of New York,

The entire building is served by a
high-speed, wireless (WiFi) computer
network, which is available free 1o all res-
idents. This feature was mstalled in col-
laboration with NYCWireless, a nonprofit
commitled w0 giving low-income New
Yorkers access 1o the Internet, The spon-
sors are arranging donations of computers
and WiFt cards. B

Reprinted from Affordable Housing Finance January 2005,
For more information on AHF or to subscribe, visit www.housingfinance.com or call (800} 989-7255.

ACCESS

2 Washington Street, 9th
Floor New York NY, 10004

www.communityaccess.org



Empowering people with psychiatric
cisabilities to transition to independent
living by engaging them in housing,
job training, mentoring, counseling
and advocacy programs that inspire
healthy, productive lives.

Community Access exemplifies what it means to be a good

The organization is a leader and innovator in

housing, peer education and training—impacting the lives

of New Yorkers most in need.

Robin Hood Foundation

1993 1994 2000 2004 2005 2006 2007 200

As of 2010, Community Access own
more facilities than any other supportive

85% graduation rate for our Howie t

¥ L T
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6 buildings in Manhattan, Brooklyn and the Bronx—
ousing organization in New York City.
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maintain full-time employment. -
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Community Access provides two primary forms of housing options for people who
have psychiatric disabilities: permanent supportive housing and temporary
(transitional) housing.

Supportive housing is permanent, affordable housing linked to a range of support
services for vulnerable people such as the homeless, persons with HIV and AIDS
and, as in the case of CA, individuals with mental iliness as well as low-income
families.

Every CA tenant holds his or her own lease and is responsible for upholding the
terms of that lease. One of the unique features of CA housing is that people with
psychiatric histories are living as neighbors with individuals and working families
with diverse backgrounds.

Our transitional housing program is for individuals who are coming directly out of
psychiatric hospitals and who have a history of homelessness. It provides a struc-
tured living environment with intensive 24 hour support, to help people adjust to
living in the community again. On average, tenants stay six to 18 months in th|s
setting before moving on to more independent housing. o

All consumers at Community Access housmg work w1th servnce coord:nators who
provide a flexible range of services tailored to the needs of the individual. These _
services may include counseling, vocatlonal and education guidance, help with life -
skills, crisis intervention, group actav:tles and assnstance in accessing government
entitlement programs. P :

In most of our buildings, 60% of the untts are set aside for individuals with a psy-
chiatric disability and the remalnlng 40% are for low-income individuals or working
families. :



$1,400 -
o $1,200

$1,000 +

$1,185

Source: The Lewin Group, Cost of Serving Homeless Individuals in Nine Gities

http:/idocuments.csh.org/documents/ke/csh_lewin2004.pdf

In 2009 Community Access spent an average of $30 per day per person on its

supportive housing programs.

The development of Community Access housing is financed through a
combination of federal, state and local government loans or grants, the sale of
tax exempt bonds and low income housing tax credits. For more information
about Community Access funding, please find our annual report at:

www.communityaccess.org/who-we-are

Manhattan:

Administrative Offices - 2 Washington St. 9th Floor
Access House - 220 East 7th Street
libby House - 347 East 4th Street
Gouverneur Court - 621 Water Street
East 4th Street - 258 East 4th Street
114 West 116th Street

29 E. 2nd Street

255 East Broadway

315 Second Avenue

190 Stanton Sireet

107-09 Avenue D

Bronx:

1750 Davidson Avenue
1363 Franklin Avenue

1022 Rev. James Polite Ave,
1189 Tinton Avenue

Brooklyn:

551 Warren Street
910 Dekalb Avenue
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— he challenges presented in 2009
affected almost everyone. Unem-
ployment rates soared, access to
decent health care remained elusive
for millions, food pantries struggled
to meet the demand, and housing

foreclosures made homelessness a reality for

many Americans who never dreamed they
would be without a roof over their heads.

For the people we help—those with psychiatric

disabilities and the working poor, including

families as well as individuals—the economic

downturn of 2009 was nothing short of a

disaster, making an already fragile situation

even worse.
But one of the wonderful things about

New Yorkers is how we come togéther in

a crisis. Because of our caring neighbors and

supporters, Community Access was able to

step in and help more people than ever in

2009. The vear began with a huge tribute

to our agency when the Robin Hood Founda-

tion honored us with its prestigious “Heroes

Award.” This recognition sparked over

$200,000 in additional financial support that

we were able to put directly into our programs.
On the housing and community development
front, we brought together supporters from the
government and private sector to finance and
break ground on the construction of a new
residential building in the Bronx. Deborah

Van Amerongen, Commissioner of the NYS

Division of Housing and Community Renewal,

hailed our efforts as “a model for the future.”

Thanks to a leadership gift from Anastasia

Vournas and J. William Uhrig, our Club Access

clubhouse also moved closer to. finding a new

home. We launched a capital campaign that is
rallying friends and supporters to help us build
our new clubhouse in the heart of the East

Village. The new facility will open its doors in

2010 and will offer expanded educational and
support services for over 400 mental health
consumers. The Howie the Harp Peer Advocacy
and Training Center, under the leadership of
Robin Hood “hero” Dwayne Mayes, expanded
its work with ex-offenders and was able to

place additional interns directly at the Rikers
Island Correctional Facility, thereby easing

the transition for mental health consumers
being released from jail.

The sale of our office condo at 666
Broadway enabled us to reinvest in a number
of critical efforts, including establishing a reserve
fund and building infrastructure for our fund-
raising program to support continued growth
and innovation in all of our programs. We are
especially proud that our new office space in
downtown Manhattan has enabled us to host
more peer support groups and training programs
for consumers of mental health services-—and to
deepen our collaborations with sister agencies
like the New York Association of Psychiatric
Rehabilitation Services, the National Alliance on
Mental Tllness, and the International Network
Toward Alternatives and Recovery.

In all that we do, Community Access aims
to be a place where people can come together
for learning, support and opportunity. Despite
the turbulent economic times, our vision for
Community Access remains constant-—to
empower people most in need to reach their
full potential as citizens in our community.

The mission and work of Community Access
is relevant in many people’s lives—not just the
individuals who rely on our programs, but
our entire community. We are all neighbors.
We are all stakeholders.

Steve Coe, CHier ExecuUTIVE OFFICER
Stephen Chase, PRESIDENT



HOUSHRNG

As of 2009, Community Access owns 16 buildings in
Manhattan, Brooklyn and the Bronx—more facilities than ar
other supportive housing organization in New York City.

JOB TRARIIMNG AND PLACENENT

Over 800 mental health services consumers have
graduated from our model job training programs at the
Howie the Harp Peer Advocacy and Training Center.

CLUB ACTESS

Over 300 active members are involved in our
clubhouse, an enrichment and education program
for people who are homeless, isolated, or in need

of friendship and a support network.
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Colette Bloch

Michael Brescia**

The BTMU Foundation, Inc.

CMJ Underwriters Ltd.

Steve Coe & Maggi Knox**

Contact Fund, LLC

Carole Darden-Lloyd &
Edward Lloyd**

Gloria F. Ross Foundation, Inc.

James Golden**

Goldman Sachs Bank USA

Dr. Cynthia B. Green &
Lee Cohen**

HLS Builders Corp.

Mintz & Goid, LLP

Catherine Patsos**

Title Associates — A Stewart
Company

UHY Advisors NY, Inc.

£1,000-$4,299
ABC Coin Laundries, inc.
Arnold & Jane Adlin
Affinity Health Plan
Alliance Bernsiein
Altman-Kazickas Foundation
Artec Construction &
Development Corp.
The Beir Foundation
Michael Billett
Jessica W. Catlow**
Center for Urban
Community Services
Leonard Chavis**
Coalition for the Homeless
Concern for Independent
Living, Inc.
Cooper Square Committee
Corporation for
Supportive Housing
Alice Cutler
Carol Davidson & Jody Silver
Marina Dobrynina
Donjon Marine
Durnan Group, Inc.
Sheldon Evans &
Martha McMaster
Larry Feuerman & Corporate
Care [nternational, Inc.**
Charlotte & Jeffrey Fischman
Fountain House, Inc.
Maureen Friar**
Betty & Ralph Froelich*™*
Sandra Gansberg &
Michael Rosenblum

Barbara & Eliot Gewirtz

Goren Brothers

Sylvia K. Greenberg**

Guilford Publications

Arthur M. Handler**

Hirschen Singer & Epstein, LLP

Jessica Weber Design, Inc.*

The Kandell Fund

Sue & Bruce Mather™

Kathleen McCarragher &
Paul Brooke**

Mega Contracting, Inc.

Cheryl & Philip Milstein

Mitofsky Shapiro Neville &
Hazen, LLP

National Equity Fund, Inc.

Stephanie W. Nickerson, Ph.D.

Teresa D. Perl

David E. Perry™

Russell L. Roberts

Karen Roth & Jesse Jampol**

Stephen & Wendy Shalen

SLCE Architects, LLP

Brian Sullivan®*

William W. Traylor**

Trooper Foods

Urban Office Products

Carlo Bronzini Vender

Jim Weikart & Dana Lichty

John Wolfgang*®*

$500-$999
Alembic Development
Company, LLC

Evon M. Asforis & Elaine L. Smith™*

Adina Azarian

Patricia Bauer & Arthur Palmer*®

Belkin Burden Wenig &
Goldman, LLP

Norman D. Berman

J. Goodwin Bland

Stephen & Marsha Blank

Andrea Brown & Robert Levande

Annette Campbell

David & Judy Chase
Rebecca Chase™

Joyce Davis & Alan Cutter
Jeffrey Fiedler

Rose Geld

Nita & Chuck Goodgal
Mary Gottschalk




Hermés of Paris, Inc.

Howard & Carol Holtzmann

Ted Houghton

IRL Systems, Inc.

JT. Magen & Company, Inc.

Mark C. & Kim D. Kelly**

Richard & Kathryn Kimball**

Anna Knox

Toni Lasicki & Bill DeVita

LD 54 Food Corporation

Sandra J. Lowe**

Victoria Lyon

Gayla D. Merrick

Miller Realty Associates

Mintz, Levin, Cohn, Ferris,
Glovsky and Popeo P.C.

Miracle Water Solutions

Alan Momeyer & Janet Markoff

Montroy Anderson, Inc.

Mountco Construction

Nationhal Mechanic Services

NELSON New York

Constance Packard

Alice & Jay Peterson

Podell, Schwartz, Schechter
& Banfield, LLP.

Providence House

Quinn Emanuel Urguhart Oliver &
Hedges, LLP

John E. Repko, lII**

Barbara Ricci

Mary Anne Richmond &
Peter Schmidt

William H. Roth

Patrick Ryan**

Saint Vincent’s Catholic
Medical Centers

Ivan Schinderman

Audrey & Douglas Seckendorf

Services for the Underserved

Kelly Sherman

Arlene Silverman

Susan Springer

Tuchman, Korngold, Weiss,
Lippman & Gelles, LLP

West Side Federation for Senior
& Supportive Housing

The Whelan Group

Christopher P. Wilson

Janet & John Winter

£250-8499
Sandy Abramson
Amy Armstrong
Atomic Exterminating Corp.
Bill & Sidonie Baker
Benchmark Title Agency, LLC
Benhar Office Interiors
Bernard & Judith Boroson
Sharon Browne
Stephen Burghardt
Francis & Kathy Burgweger
Frank Byrne
CAMBA
Patricia W. CIliff &
Karl von Frieling
The Coalition of Behavioral
Health Agencies, inc.
Sarah E. Cogan &
Pouglas M. Evans
Brian C. Cohen
Common Ground Community
Alphonse Diaz
Sandra Pigues Eddy &
William Eddy**
Peter Egbert
Peggy Farber
Sheidon Fleck
Foothold Technology, Inc.
Elizabeth A. Glass
Frances Goldin
Goldstein Consulting Engineers
Goodstein Management, Inc.
Beverly Halpert
Harden + Van Arnam
Architects
Isseks Brothers Inc.
Dr. Arthur Kalish
Joanne Kroeger &
Guy E. McCarter
Cheryl Kunis &
David Rappaport**
David Lagasse*”
Ryan Lagieski**
Beth Cooper Lawrence
Lawyers Alliance for New York
Ronald & Mira Leven
llene Levenson
Aaron Lewit
George Lindsay
Douglas & Rochelle Lowenstein

Magnusson Architecture &
Planning

Michael & Daryl Malter

Marks Paneth & Shron, LLP

Marx Myles, Inc.

Microsoft Matching Gifis
Program

Neighborhood Cealition
for Shelter

New York Association of
Pyschiatric Rehabilitation Services

Onlinebuildings.com, Inc.

Oppenheimer & Co., Inc.

Ava Perry

Cynthia & George Petrow

Maggie Poxon**

Steven & Debbie Prince

Project FIND

Protech Plumbing &
Heating Corp.

Karen H. Putnam

Raia, Bredefeld & Associates, P.C.

Rand Engineering &
Architecture, PC

Pamela Bol Riess

Rotavele Elevator

David Rowe

Mark Rubinstein

Marise Santo & Peter Green

Steven M., Schwartz

Christian A. Schwarz

Howard Sendrovitz

John & Claire Simon

Sonenshine Partners

Sontag & Hyman PC

Sperber Denenberg &
Kahan, P.C.

Ralph Stefano

Hugo S. Subotovsky

Joe Sultan & Sandy Chilewich

Helen Uhrig*®

Lawrence Weschler

Howard & Diane Wohl

Sheri & Robert Wolfson

*Multi-year grant commitment benefitting
programs in 2009

*Campaign for Club Access Donor



=

s the chart on the facing page indicates, government grants support most, but
not all, of our program costs. Contributions from individuals, companies, and
\ foundations are critical in allowing us to access public support and sustain our

programs. In addition to the direct program support described below, private support
" helps us develop quality improvement systems, outcome measures, staff training programs,
new program models—and, in short, strive for excellence.

Private support allows us to assist over 1,500 people every year in making a transition
from shelters and institutions to independent living. With your help, Community Access
can invest in innovative solutions that truly help people rebuild their lives.

Here are some of the ways that contributions and grants make a difference:

% A year of housing, mental
health care, mentoring, substance abuse
counseling, and other vital support services
for an individual in our housing programs.

: A scholarship for an individual
with a combined history of mental illness,
homelessness and incarceration to participate
in job training, professional internships,
employment placement, and alumni
programs at our Howie the Harp Peer
Advocacy and Training Center.

A year of support services for

a member of our Club Access clubhouse
program to participate in counseling, GED
preparation courses, financial literacy classes,
a meals program, and much more.

¢ Art supplies and classroom
instruction for a mental health consumer
in our unique Art Collective program,
which enables artists to create
market-ready products.

‘%0 % The average daily cost per person
for Community Access to provide services to
the 1,500 participants involved in our hous-
ing, job training and clubhouse programs.

There are many ways you can support
the work of Community Access:

7

Make a cash contribution.

Join our membership program.

Attend our Speaker Series programs
and other events.

# Leave a legacy or bequest in your will.
Designate Community Access as a
beneficiary of your life insurance policy.
# Encourage your neighbors, families and
friends to support Community Access!

il

Learn more about Community Access
and how you can get involved:
WWW.,Communityaccess.org

DESIGN! JESSICA WEBER DESIGN, INC., WWW.JWDNYC,COM
PHOTOGRAPHY, SEAN SIMES
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CTHE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

LIA '

[ intend to appear and speak on Int. No. ﬂ__ Res. No.
O in favor IZI\ in opposition

Date: 10125/ 20(0

_ (PLEASE PRINT)
Name: _ E-Ti0 K'ampp

Addren BO(.Q L.l Ncoln and p\‘{)’{ l }2.

Irepresent mu FQM% 3 7\‘\:—, m\a«\’)borl'\ood

Addrgss; %Ygﬂk'l’k o N \/ !}20’6- =

© THE COUNCIL

'THE CITY OF NEW YO_IEK

Appearance Card

EEY
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. \—W Res. No.
3 in favor ‘@ in opposition

1[},4/5'/2‘9?‘3

Date:

{PLEASE PRINT)
Name: %C)V‘C /(eMP

Addreass: ‘goj L { heo ,f/\ :POJL A

I represent: M/ "PZ"{"R' tg ne qll bol‘ l\ i U(J‘ !

Address: QVL{U <"1"\ . N / ] ’7/7’3’

o THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

Iintend to appear and speak on Int, No. ___ - Res. No.

L‘-( /y(t?; i"/’z . (4. in fﬂVQl' D in opposmon

247, A39 , bue _L2/2S)10
' (PLEASE PRINT) /

Name: (pﬂjﬁﬂi C LMbK. ﬂ.‘:’»f?"i Clm»-

Address:

1 represent: A“—{fc I’ILPA

Address: l‘ NO SoLp V.Srﬂ

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘
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THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card
LO- Mo ¥ L1937
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. ~__—~ Res. No.
in favor [J in opposition
10725 -1€

_ Date:
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: /)V\ &m%\'\m ’P G—uogg
Addreas 40 sl BA #’- bM %\"(b\w ’ MY W22

1 represent: M‘th"\wﬁ rmedrek W Fhwl ‘811 \ﬂ-? ry\ﬁ\e’c'r@ Lluﬁin(?d

T T e TR T N e A D e~ Y e R

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

| I intend to aj}pear and s.peak onInt. No. ___ Res. No.
’ [J in favor [ in epposition

I e

( Date: ___ /7 / /7
~ ‘ (PLEASE PRINT)
Name: /11 IR A 1042 )
- & — PR
Address: __~ 7 LT g NS A

/ '," Ao Py {re o 2R
I represent: /-{"l A L Se i e =R Hodow

Address: 4 /‘{’4 Sy / Hoe :’," A T

7 THEcouNem,
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card / %"/7(7

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. __ " Res. No.
[1 infavor [3J in opposition
Date; ! - L
,‘ \L L (PLEASE PRINT)
Name: Lt Ot o Q/”JM:’T(
Address: DS% Dg’ #\Af )‘/L/h“ / /i ,{/L__{X

I ‘represent: Fa JU"V’ eE ’LD«Q_,.,

Addrees:

. Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arma ‘




~ THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

A ppearance Card
I intend to appear and speak on.:I-nt- No. LM Res. No. .

[J infaver [] in opposition
Date: f(:)//&s’/l o
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: ~ Ack H pm Mer ., N (Recopp

Address:
I represent: NC’f(‘ WD o

o iddress:

~ THE COUNCIL,
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card .;.
L T oo 2N T OH"'L

I intend to appear and speak onJnt.
[ in favor in opposmon
| Date:
LEASE PRINT) l

Name: Doy O @“}G\ A
TN Bt [ u/)

1 represent:

L L. Y T
THE COUNCIL ~  *
THE“‘GITY\ OF NEW YORK -

A ppe\arance Card

I mtend to appear and speak on-l{‘nt- No. M’ Res. No.

. in favor O in opposltlon
Date; Q S /! O
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: sSR Faner Kiune r

Address: -
I represent: fpﬁo VINEN C\S’C )-L-‘F\ LI E
‘Address: . ) . ,f '

3 -
Y
=

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-drms ‘
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Name:

I intend to appear and spesk on hrt—%o- _j_g__ Res. No.

R at s JREE

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

[J-in favor [] in opposition

Date /0//35//,_)

B (PLEASE PRINT)

T’)SE—PH Z Y ACH, Do

Address:

1 represent:

_Address:

N v s szﬂ ﬁ()h(.;f ,

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. ’_L_L@;’/_ZZ Res. No.

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

in favor [] in opposition

Date:

(PLEASE PRINT)

ame: Ji 7Le,z/ 7&7"’ m#/'f{ 140'
1:ddm.;. jéfa L/m('o)m Rc;aua BFK/L.HAJ

I represem

Frovdence Hpuse
'7()5 L‘?—XIM/'I‘rm V-)1)€, Bfkll

Address:

| Y T T

I intéd to appear and speak on In

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card.

Res. No.

t. No.
[] in favor [-ifi. opposmon

Date:

(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: Dulcr="A A A ClU >

Address:

B/ limcCo sag RD
v

1 represent:

Address:

(.ﬁ/]fdﬂ 5{00(% ASS
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’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘
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Yo (u :‘*wf }L_O SE5PRINT)§ ashr j - 53, T Fly
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_ THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card '
Y
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. L6 /7 Res. No.

in favor [ in opposition
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Date:
(FLEASE PRINT)
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Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. %M_ Res. No.
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