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Chair Weprin, Council Members, thank you for the opportunity to testify. | offer these comments on behalf of the
Pratt Center for Community Development in support of efforts by our community-based parters.

The Crotona Park East and West Farms neighborhoods have undergone tremendous change in recent decades, in
large part due to the activism of local people organizing and working in partnership with government agencies
to create a diverse and healthy community that supports long-time residents and welcomes new ones. The
developments that will be made possible by the proposed rezoning are the direct beneficiaries of the increase in
land value and desirability of the neighborhood born from these community efforts.

Yet the development that the proposed rezoning will make possible comes with many questions and certain cdear
negative impacis on the surrounding community that the review process thus far has failed to adequaiely
address.

The draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed rezoning reveals that the existing amount and
quality of open space in the area is grossly insufficient for the current population which is majority people of
color and majority working class; the ratio of open space access is a paliry .74 acres per 1,000 people; the
proposed action would make an already deficient condition substantially worse, a significant adverse impact
that requires mitigation.

The actions currently proposed as mitigation fail to address the despicable pattern whereby people in lower
income neighborhoods are systematically and repeatedly denied access to quality open space ~ they lack
sufficient quality open space to begin with; they are not protected from actions that further diminish their
already limited access to open space; and their open spaces do not receive a fraction of the maintenance and
programming support as those in wealthier neighborhoods. If's a problem of citywide policy and i’s one that
each time the City Council considers the exercise of its powers, it can opt to address, in instances like this where
there is a clear nexus between the rezoning, the proposed projects, their impact and the nature and quality of
open space.

The City Council also has the opportunity to do more to ensure that the public investment in affordable housing
slated fo be developed in the proposed rezoning area lasts into perpetuity, which is smart policy given both the
overall affordability expiration crisis the city faces and the expressed needs of the community. As in other
rezonings — notably Hudson Yards — the Council could work with the applicant to outline and define terms under
which it would agree to make all income-restricted units permanently affordable. This would provide greater
assurances to the surrounding community and to the eventual residents of the proposed development that they
will not be displaced.

In sum, the proposal on the table falls short of what the South Bronx deserves and of the standards of equitable
planning and policy. We urge the subcommittee not to vote on this maiter today to allow for the Council fo use
the full amount of time that the ULURP clock offers so that a plan that meaningfully addresses these issues can be
incorporated into the restrictive declaration and other appropriate documents that accompany the action. Thank
you.

NOTE: This testimony was prepared by the Pratt Center for Community Development. It does not necessarily reflect the official position of Prati Institute,
200 Wilioughby Ave « Brooklyn, NY 11205
T 718.636.3486 « F 718.636.3709 « www.praticenter.net
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Good morning and Thank you Chair Weprin and council members for the opportunity to
speak today on behalf of The Bronx River Alliance. The Bronx River Alliance serves as a
coordinated voice for the river and works in harmonious partnership to protect, improve and
restore the Bronx River corridor and greenway so that they can be a healthy ecological,
recreational, educational and economic resources for the communities through which the
river flows. We work along side public and private partners alike invest in both the parks and
the people. We welcome the interest in private developers like Signature Properties to
responsibly invest in the neighborhoods within the river corridor, especially those that enjoy
the support of our community boards. We applaud the changes Signature has made in
response to concerns from community residents and elected officials including the provision
of a school in the proposal, as well as the addition of a small playground, capital renovations
to existing parks and several mid-block crossings with court yards: With that said, I am here
this morning to share some tough unresolved questions and concerns in regard specifically to
the open space aspects of the action. We hope that the subcommittee will utilize the fullest
time allowable under the ULURP process to address these concerns and the additional
concerns expressed by our colleagues here today before voting on this action.

The Bronx River Alliance is concerned about the adverse impact that this rezoning will have
on the Bronx River Greenway just as many new parks along it—including Concrete Plant
Park and Starlight Park—are opening to the public. Thanks to the tireless work of so many
in our community — from residents and community based organizations to many of you and
other elected officials, The Bronx River Alliance recently celebrated a decade of investment
into the sustainabie development of the neighborhoods that the river flows through, with
over 140 million dollars of public funds and much more in human capital being poured into all
elements that make a successfil open space a true resource for families. From our work and
the work of our colleagues, (like pulling 15,000 tires out of the water and countless canoe
trips) we have discovered that it takes both a strong combination of capital, program and
maintenance to ensure to a thriving open space. We look forward to parks that are actively
used by the many new residents who will live in this area, including many families with teen-
aged children and young aduits. However, we expect that the additional demand for park and
recreational services will be substantial and we are concerned that the current mitigation does -
not adequately nor equitably meet the need of the West Farms and Crotona communities, .
some of which still have some of the lowest per capita park space per resident in our city. As
stated in the DEIS, the Proposed Rezoning Action would result in a net increase of 7,958
residents and 142 employees over future no-action conditions. The 24 census tracts within a
half-mile open space study area have an estimated cufrent population of 92,179 residents and
12,622 workers, for a total combined population of 104,801 persons.! As compared to the
Bronx and New York City, the study area has a higher-ratio of young people to adults, For
example, approximately 20 percent of the study area population is under 10 years old,
whereas approximately 17 percent of the Bronx population falls into this category, and only
approximately 14 percent of the New York City population.

' We note that these figures may be under-counts, however, as they are based on 2000 Census data, as
opposed to the 2010 figures which are available and now show substantial increases in population in the
study area over the past decade. The Bronx Borough President’s Office estimates that an additional 2722
households were added to the area since 2000, an increase of 7500-8000 people.



In a time when our communities are battling disportionately high health impacts such as
asthma, diabetes and obesity, we ask that the ratio of active to non active recreational space
be considered because it is not just about “open space” but the “type” of open space that we
think is critically needed and underserved here. While we highly commend Signature
Development for committing to invest in existing capital needs of area parks as an example
that should be followed by all in the future, the only active space provided by the current
rezoning is a small playground for young children. The passive open spaces provided—
interior courtyards and mid-block open spaces—would be in deep shade throughout most of
the day, and except in hot summer weather, may be uninviting to sit in. And if they are not
enlivened by positive uses, there is some risk that they will actually attract negative activity.
Most new residents will therefore seek sunnier, larger parks with a greater diversity of
recreational facilities. The new parks along the Bronx River Greenway will be their
destination for sports fields, biking, walking and running paths, boating and contact with
nature and the river — and we are truly excited by this. What we are asking today is to please
consider how we can ensure y/our investment of public good and dollars is leveraged over the
long term and in place to adequately serve the families that this and any future development
will add to our neighborhoods. Good development requires such a balance and far too often
that balance is lacking when the Bronx is being considered — we ask that you take the full
time allotted to you to consider all options available to deliver a better-balanced action for
our communities. Before you vote today, we ask you to consider this question: Does the
current action allow for a protective policy over the long term, so that when the community
grows it does so in a healthy way? Most significantly, this rezoning will lower the open space
ratios in a community with extremely low ratios to begin with (.74 acres per 1,000 people to
.69 acres per 1,000 people), a 6.6% decline. In addition, to greater stress on existing parks,
the rezoning will also shift the percentage of active to passive open space in the area. The
active open space ratio in the residential study area would decrease from .25 acres per
thousand users 1o .24 acres per thousand. Is this the best possible outcome for the community
you can offer?

While we may not have the perfect method for ensuring this, developers who take advantage
of this rezoning should mitigate for the increased demand for green spaces and recreation that
these new residential units will generate. Everyone should contribute their fair share to the
Jong-term maintenance and programs of the Bronx River Greenway and parks in the vicinity,
so that the Bronx River and parkland in the vicinity remain safe, well functioning and
attractive. Most importantly, sustaining and activating the greenway will ensure that existing
and new residents of this area—particularly young peopie-—have the opportunities for active
recreation they deserve that mitigate for the lowered open space ratios this action could
cause. As you know, it is only after hard work, sweat equity and vision that many Bronx
residents are finally able to reap the benefits of their labor with these newly celebrated parks
and we thank you for all you have done to help make them happen! We ask that you please
help them grantee that their grandchiidren too will enjoy the same right.

We ask that the council make this the best action it can possibly be for all Bronx residents by
delaying a vote today and using the full time allotted by the ULURP process in order to work
towards a hearty and just plan that adequately and fairly addresses and cancels out the
potential disparities of this proposed action and include such changes in the restrictive
declaration of this action before voting to pass.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
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David Shuffler

Youth Ministries for Peace and Justice
Executive Director

Crotona Park East /West Farms Rezoning
City Council — October 3, 201}

Good morning, | will like to thank this subcommittee and the rest of the City
Council, for hosting this public hearing to examine the Crotona Park East/ West

Farms ULURP on the intent and shortcomings of the proposal.

My name is David Shuffler and | am the Executive Director of Youth Ministries for
Peace and Justice, a community based organization located just blocks away from

the Signature site.

- Founded in 1994, the mission of Youth Ministries for Peace and Justice (YMP)) is
to rebuild the neighborhoods of Bronx River and Soundview/Bruckner in the
South Bronx by preparing young people to become prophetic voices for peace
and justice. YMPJ's purpose is to transform both the people and the physical
infrastructure of blighted South Bronx neighborhoods and change the systems
that negatively impact them. We accomplish this through political education,
spiritual formation, and youth and community development and organizing.

If the Community Board is going to approve the process to move forward | will

ask three things:

HOUSING



Before approving this rezoning it will be important for the City Council to hear
the specifics on affordable housing. This project is a mixed use project and a

snapshot of the performer for the project should be more thoroughly reviewed.

OPEN SPACE

This rezoning will lower the open space ratios in a community with extremely low
ratios Developers who take advantage of this rezoning should mitigate for the
increased demand for green spaces and recreation that these new residential units
will generate. Developers should contribute to the long-term maintenance and
programs of the Bronx River Greenway and parks in the vicinity, so that the Bronx

River and parkland in the vicinity remain safe, well-functioning and attractive.

Safety

Safety is an issue that needs a really good look both on the short-term and long
term. This project should design a plan around street front uses to activate the
strip of West Farms Road. In the long-term the buildings along West Farms Road

should keep the possibility open for a presence along that corridor.

As a live long community resident, homeowner and Executive Director | am here
to ask this subcommittee as part of the approval process have a more clear sense
of the commitments made in this plan. Thanks for attentiveness. | have additional

copies of my written testimony for submission.



o
s

e

.

-

x
i

.
o







e

Total DUs 876

. ZONING LOT B (NORTH) = .
% BLOCKB0ISN Total Retail Floor Area = 18,493 GSF
15 Fl L ey .
S BLOG A Total Parking Spaces = 219
P4 Fl .
e ahe R Total School Floor Area = 88,620 SF
Wy, L MioBiook STARLIGHT PARK
i Block, . ; ¢
Openied. gip. 38 B —

© 14FiIs

ZONING LOT BSOUTH)
BLOCK, 3014°3

P —

/ Children’s\"\\
Playground

.

ZONINE LOT A ™

BLOCK 3013 ™. ™.
\.\‘ \‘

el T

wmaronamen - | ARGE-SCALE GENERAL DEVELOPMENT BOUNDARY
North ————" — ZONING LOT BOUNDARY




.
e
S :

i :
. s




5 :/f,
,ﬂwfwy, e




P

.-'
1

e
e
o]

T
oo,







Total DUs = 392
Total Retail Floor Area = 3,925 GSF
Total Parking Spaces = 99







N .
AN X S R
i S ﬁu B
T - \

Sk

SR

2 w.éy,wm
: .z? d

‘ 3 .,W?W 3
22 LA e ik

£ o

4oy R
s A










P, H \.)J . \d./. \3} \..J»., £ m\l} a»\.i/ \1}, x\m/ k\,.;./“ u.\,)../. \.l/ \é/, \}/ \5./ \ifJ .\l/.. V.\)J \\../ TN



Addreu .

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

3| mtend to appear and speak on Int.-No. Loy A q@es No.
[ in favor M in opposition

-~ o : . Date: _/0-3— (/
' (PLEASE PRINT)
.Name:. K‘?—l te, —l-e/rflf - Seloml\IQCQO.__

Address: | Brrux ?\Mzr Pf;ud&bu R Y)(,’/ lacﬁ(nm. B
I represem )3\4"\/\)( Q\Mﬂ A(b\ ol e - 7
I/“_Srm R(r wa v%v_ It I de

~ THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. M Res. No.
m in favor [J in opposition

Date: [ 0 - 3 ~ ”
{(PLEASE PRINT)

Name: (A’QOA Cl A K
Address:
1 represent; l—1L p 7

i éﬁi{dressr: —— | 0 O (n] ld - C(‘" N_( ( E—

~TTHE COUNCIL,
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. LU4¥C  Res. No.
{M infavor [J in opposition
Date: 1o / 2

| (PLEASE PRINT)
Name: CXJGM"”\T"{ AN [ W

Address: ;
I represent: TEOCAUTMENT o C.“"'"L PLANNMNEG
Addresa: Al O o B C_F—"'

’ Please complete this card; and remrn to the Sergeant-at-Arms *



THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card LY gL
Iintend to appear and speak onInt. No. ___ Res. No.
%1 favor [J in opposition

O

Date:
E (PLEASE PRINT)
Name: D N AL 4 =0

Address: _ 200 fawk At pfrk 4/ e OB
I represent: //i/MICO /fazpmsr ZLC_,
Addrew:_— ?’7 _Feowry [ , AP0 3
TTHE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK .

Appearance Card

Lintend to appear and speak on Int. No. __ -~ - Res. No.-
' (O in favor [J in opposition
e Date: . IQ/S ///

(PLEASE PRINT)

. Name:.. (4@5}706’ n{f‘hr&o A&SISM F%mrff(mef\cbf GD/‘?MM[
Addresss. 820 % P Aense.

I represem ("br— ‘kS N(’b’( W

Address:
ﬁ&m%&.ﬁﬂ_“ P SN I = N

T THE couNaL
/~ THE CITY OF NEW YOR!(

. Appearance Card LU 435
Fai -
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. _________ Res. No.
' >§m favor [] in opposition
) ' lSate

(PLEASE PRINT)

Nlme _&fﬁl&f /2o A
Address: Q;}

I represent: //Vé)-’/\ W( o) 4&%]’ LLC : X, iy
— V3§

. T =T |
’ * Please complete this card and retur)a tok&‘\;)g\e%@ : ‘ (

Addreas A




e N
* THE CITY OF NEW YORK ~ =~

Appearance Card - - Ly 485

- .-Tintend to.appear and spesk onInt. No. - Res. No
: . [)({efnvor ~~(] in opposition

Date:
PR (PLEASE PRINT) ..
.. Name: (A/{ @L/A/OA KAT2_
. \\Aaam. L2 Fanre Ave /J?‘%:My’ L/66
‘I represent: /D A TLO H OLD Fake™ Z\Aé
... Address: . g 53 ﬁt@ f)A’D'/‘/(‘h’ /V/V A'/V /OF’O_} S
A o o S py— el =

~  THE COUNCIL
. THE-CITY OF NEW YORK -

Appgdrance Card |- o Lu4es

in favor- [] in opposition

.. T'intend to appear &g,speak sonInt. No.. . Res. No. _

Date:
(PLEASE PRINT) ~
... Name: . /\/"0//‘ H@/’I_éE/LZ_(

‘. Address: 200 Lagy AVE At 4/}’. WAYZ1s
. 1 represent: /A/D”f?z 2 ﬂé‘&—pﬁt/’[f Z'é—() - o
Address: Q S—‘? ACL«/ /l/y A/7 /ij R

P A il N i et

"“IHE COUNCIL
| .THE- CITY OF NEW YORK

App(iarance Card . f&/gﬁ / o

— =
- I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. -~ .- Res. No. @(
Q/n opposition

M in favor

(PLEASE PRINT):

. .. Name: U ,D S/‘A/M
. Address:. l%gd 5“75@& 7’&% /‘?‘J\—e [,

I represent: \/M M 7 e St 6T 2N ?/j@‘é f uﬁécg |

5 y‘o'f’f“%gk Pt . Date:
h

.Address:

‘ ’ Please comp[ete l:hu card aud return to zhe gergenm-at Arma I ‘ e



. . Name: _

) Addréu: )

~ THE CITY OF NEW YORK = ~

Appearance Card. |- LU 428
N | inteﬁ_d, to-appear and speak on Int. No.._._.- - Res. No: :
: >E{1l:1 favor (] in opposition’ .

“: Date:
(PLEASE PRINT)
E/ZA/EW’O L/Ez9-

/385 Secsn.ay }F TH F g

. 1 represent:.- //V DUcreo /f 8D %r Z—L/

.Address:.

857 Boognva, MY MY )&uf

Please complete this card and return to the ?ergeam-at Anm - ‘ -

. .Name:

.. Address:.

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW. YORK

_ Appearance Card - | Ly 4¢ 5
~..’I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. .- . . Res. No.
Coe e ZQ/II; favor . [J in opposition.

"*-.

e Date;
(PLEASE PRINT) .
C'HFFA;@D MiLge.

Bt hey /VV M SO0

1 rcpres‘en\t:' INDMYT/ D H‘LD//Vé} LLC/

. .Address: .

M

‘. Please complete this.card and return to'the Sergeant-at-Arms - -.»=. ‘




THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. M_S_@_ R{es. No.
w in favor [ in opposition
Date: l O I/ ?7
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: aAN  SINGER. DeALY DigeloR.

Address:

I represent: _DECARTMENT 1t PLANNING-
_~_AddreuJ____;E=@Q&\! C\F-PIC £__

* THE CITY OF NEW YORK .

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak.on Int. No. C..._(-LE-L Res. No.

in favor [ in opposition
, Date: |/
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name:. _ AN SINTHL  DEOUITY DIRELTOR
- Address: /

I represent: _2&OPACEMENT  of Q™S Plavmne—

o THE -CITY OF NEWYORK -

Appearance Card

- -I'intend to appear and speak on.-Int No. L(l_j_ﬁoﬂes Neo. . . -
SR [0 in favor m opposx

Date: y’/f" } ZD“ |

(PLEASE PRINT) .

Nm . FJ {44 f ,m/hL
. Addressi. 200 1 ldu 2 Wow A\‘W\U{, R UU\ \[15%

.Address:. -.

: ’ - - Please complete this-card and return to the Sergeant-r drma.. . ‘

s COUNC[L' e

' Lrepresents DAY (wf\\x} W va\/\m,um pr»rb/uw/f;

#




