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TEXT CHANGE OVERVIEW

1. SIGNAGE LOCATION

2. CIRCULATION AT SOUTHEAST TOWER
3. EVENT PLAZA PROGRAM

- Refinement of existing allowed uses
- Allowance of a new use: Ice Skating Rink

NOTE: Renderings, Plans & Section are for illustrative purposes only
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ZONING TEXT UPDATE 1:
OVERALL SIGNAGE DIAGRAM PER PROPOSED TEXT | S —a
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ZONING TEXT UPDATE 2:
CENTRAL PLAZA CIRCULATION PLAN @ SE BUILDING
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ZONING TEXT UPDATE 3: TOTAL PUBLIC OPEN SPACE: +/- 2 ACRES
'EVENT PLAZA - OVERALL PUBLIC SPACE PLAN -EVENT AREA: 4,500 SF
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CENTRAL PLAZA: EVENT SPACE - EXISTING ALLOWABLE USES
NON-EVENT ILLUSTRATIVE PLAN

NON-EVENT CONDITION:

« 24 MOVABLE TABLES AND 96 MOVABLE CHAIRS PROVIDED
+  AMINIMUM OF TWO MOVABLE FOOD CARTS (DURING APRIL 15T TO NOVEMBER 15TH) PROVIDED
= TWO 15 FEET WIDTH OF CLEAR PATHS PROVIDED
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CENTRAL PLAZA: EVENT SPACE - EXISTING ALLOWABLE USES
‘GENERAL PUBLIC EVENT ILLUSTRATIVE PLAN & SUMMER EVENT:

GENERAL PUBLIC EVENTS SUMMER PUBLIC EVENTS

+ AT ANYTIMES OF THEYEAR - .NO MORE THAN 75 DAYS DURING

»  TEMPORARY STRUCTURES AND SEATING ASSOCIATED APRILAST-TO NOVEMBER 15TH

- TWO 15 FEET WIDTH OF CLEAR PATHS - TEMPORARY STRUCTURES AND SEATING ASSOCIATED
PROVIDED + TWO 15:FEET WIDTH OF CLEAR PATHS

‘PROVIDED
= 13ADDITIONAL MOVABLETABLES AND CHAIRS PROVIDED IN LIEU OF WOOD PLATFORM SEATING
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CENTRAL PLAZA: EVENT SPACE - NEW USE

WINTER PUBLIC EVENTS

« BETWEEN NOVEMBER 15THTO APRIL1ST
= TEMPORARY STRUCTURES AND SEATING ASSOCIATED
»  TWO 15 FEETWIDTH OF CLEAR PATHS
PROVIDED
+ 13 ADDITIONAL MOVABLE TABLES AND CHAIRS PROVIDED IN LIEU OF WOOD PLATFORM SEATING
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462 BROADWAY

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION SPECIAL PERMIT APPLICATIONS
PURSUANT TO ZONING RESOLUTION SECTIONS 74-781 & 74-922 (170192 ZSM, 170193 ZSM)
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462 BROADWAY

= 462 Broadway, Manhattan (Block 473, Lot 1)

Located within an MI-5B zoning district and the SoHo Cast-lron Historic District.
Through lot with 100 feet of frontage along Broadway and Crosby Street and 200 feet along Grand Street.
Existing six-story building with approximately |17,274 square feet of zoning floor area (133,841 gsf).

Currently consists of vacant space, UG 9 trade school with accessory office space and UG 6 office space.

= [nternational Culinary Center (ICC)

Formerly ran a restaurant within the ground floor south space where students participated in an internship program.

Due to changes in ICC’s educational and business model, ICC eliminated the internship program and has instead
implemented an externship program.

December 2015 — ICC vacated the ground floor space, and downsized and reorganized its trade school space within the
building.

The two special permits requested by the instant application will support the internal re-organization of the building, and

help the applicant re-tenant the southerly portion of the ground through third floor and continue to provide ICC with a
reduced rent.
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INTERNATIONAL
CULINARY CENTER

March 1, 2017

Dear Members of Community Board 2,

The International Culinary Center has made its home at 462 Broadway since 1984,
During that time, we have grown and extended our tenancy in the building numerous
times. Throughout our time in the building, we have always had supportive partners in
the landlord, Stephen Meringoff and his organization.

In addition to operating our school in the building, The International Culinary Center
operated L'Ecole, a full-service restaurant that provided our students with the
opportunity lo gain experience working in a fully-functional restaurant.

In 2013, we began planning to medify our program and curriculum, shifting away from
operating our own restaurant, and, instead, establishing a paid externship program,
where we would place our students in local restaurants, much like we did at our
California school location.

We engaged a real estate broker to explore the possibility of giving back the restaurant
and additional under-utilized school space to the landlerd prior to our lease expiration
date. Ultimately, in exchange for agreeing to further extend The International Culinary
Center's lease at 462 Broadway, the landlord agreed to take back the restaurant and
second floor space five years early without penalty.

Warmest regards,

C/‘—’“

Erik Murnighan

462 Broacway. Néw York HY 10013 88832 2124313065 WEW YORK  CALIFORNIA  1TALY



462 BROADWAY

View along Broadway



462 BROADWAY -

View from the corner of Broadway and Grand Street View from the corner of Grand Street and Crosby Street



SPECIAL PERMIT APPLICATION

yA®)\||\[€ RESOLUTION SECTION 74-781

Special Permit Application pursuant to ZR Section 74-781:

Seeks to permit UG 6 retail use in the cellar and southerly portion of the ground floor.

The applicant has made a good faith effort to rent the cellar and southerly ground floor space for a mandated use for over
one year.

The applicant has: (1) advertised the space in local and citywide press, (2) listed the space with a broker; and (3) informed
local and citywide industry groups.

Ads were published in: Our Town, Our Town Downtown, Our Town Eastsider, Our Town Chelsea News, Our Town Clinton News, Our
Town Downtowner, the New York Post and the Jewish Herald.

The following local and citywide industry groups were informed of the available space: NYC Economic Development
Corporation (Real Estate Transactions Services Division and External Affairs-Marketing Division), SoHo Broadway Initiative,
NoHo Business Improvement District (“BID”), Chinatown BID, Hudson Square BID, Alliance for Downtown New York,
Chinatown Partnership Local Development Corporation, Lower Manhattan Development Corporation, Pratt Center for
Community Development, Manufacturing New York, UNITE HERE, The Association for Neighborhood and Housing
Development, and NYC Environmental Justice Alliance.

All efforts to market the space for an as-of-right use were undertaken by the applicant in good faith. Despite actively
pursuing marketing efforts for over one year, the applicant had been unsuccessful in finding an as-of-right user for the cellar
and southerly ground floor space.
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SPECIAL PERMIT APPLICATION

ZONING RESOLUTION SECTION 74-922

Special Permit Application pursuant to ZR Section 74-922:

Seeks to permit a UG 6 and |0A retail establishment over 10,000 sf.

As Broadway and much of SoHo is a retail destination of local, national and international renown, the proposed UG |0A retail
establishment would add no measurably different vehicular traffic than permitted UG 6 uses.

Loading for the proposed UG 6 and 10A retail establishment is the same as for permitted UG 6 retail uses above the second story,
and will not impact traffic any more than permitted UG 6 retail would.

Truck deliveries and loading for the proposed UG 6 and | 0A retail use would occur along Crosby Street, from which goods would
be delivered directly into the building through the two existing service entries along Crosby Street, and delivered to the cellar level
through the existing service elevator. However, during the hours of 8:00 PM to 7:00 AM truck loading/unloading, in connection with a
large retail establishment permitted pursuant to ZR Section 74-922, will be limited to Grand Street or Broadway and goods will be
delivered by hand truck or other means into the service entry along Crosby Street, or any other building entry.

Grand Street, a 70-foot wide street abutting the south side of the building, provides additional opportunities for loading space.The
north curbside of Grand Street between Broadway and Crosby Street is reserved for commercial parking during most business
hours, from 9:00 AM to 7:00 PM, everyday but Sunday. ‘

As a result, the Proposed Development would generally add no more traffic than other uses permitted on the site, as
loading/unloading can be provided outside of the moving traffic lane on Crosby Street, similar to many other businesses operating in
through-block buildings in this area. Moreover, the available set-aside commercial parking along Grand Street, again outside of the
moving traffic lane, provides additional loading/unloading accessibility.

The environmental review did not identify any adverse effects of permitting a UG 6 and |0A retail establishment within the cellar
and southerly ground through third floor spaces of the existing building.



TIMELINE OF APPLICATIONS

September 2014
October 9,2014

February 12,2015
March 27,2015
December 2015

January 8,2016

February 12,2016

March - November 2016
December 16,2016

March 6,2017

March 8,2017 & April 12,2017
April 20,2017

May 3,2017/May 22,2017

June 7,2017

July 12,2017

DCP Informational Interest Meeting held.

After consultation with DCP, print ads began running advertising the
available cellar and ground floor space for a mandated use.

After additional guidance from DCP, print ads were revised.
DCP Interdivisional Meeting held.

ICC relocated within the building vacating the ground floor and
underutilized space

Initial draft applications submitted to DCP.

One year of Good Faith Marketing, with the revised ads, completed.

Draft applications revised several times and resubmitted to DCP.

Applications filed at Central Intake.

Applications certified by the CPC.

Community Board 2 Land Use Committee Public Hearings.

Community Board 2 Full Board Vote.

Meeting with the Manhattan Borough President's Office/Recommendation Received.
CPC Public Hearing.

CPC Vote.



CHARACTER OF THE SURROUNDING NEIGHBORHOOD

Area Map

462 Broadway, Manhattan
Block: 473 Lot: 1
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= Single UG 6 and 10A retail tenant. :
= Approximately 30,000 zsf/45,000 gsf.
!
= Limiting Factors: o [UG 9 School | i
I Limited width of ground floor space. i
. ; -|Proposed “
2. Need for vertical oo rom 4UG 6 and
transportation/corridors. '
% [UG 9 School |
3. Challenges created by grade change — * [53 school]
from Broadway to Crosby. _—
4. Limitations on signage and entrances ¥
imposed by LPC. o — ! I_nu-
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The City of New York
Manhattan Community Board 1

Anthony Notaro, Jr. CrarrErsoN | Noah Pfefferblit Disrric MANAGER

SUBJECT: 125 Chambers Street, application for unenclosed sidewalk café for Pret a Manger
DCA Number 2625-2017-ASWC

Members of the Sub-Committee on Zoning and Franchises:

Thank you for the opportunity to appear before you. My name is Jeff Ehrlich and | am the Chair of Licensing
and Permits for Community Board 1. The following is the testimony of Community Board 1 on this issue.

Normally our issues with unenclosed sidewalk cafe's are at night -- noise, smoking, etc. Here the problem is
the daytime hours.

Our objections are based on safety and the fact that, according to Michael Levine our Land Use and Planning
Consultant, the determination of Chambers Street as an allowable street for sidewalk cafes was made in the
1970’s prior to the establishment of the Borough of Manhattan Community College on Chambers Street in
1983. Therefore no consideration could possibly have been given to the safety factor involving so many new
pedestrians.

BMCC, 2 blocks to the west of this application’s site, has over 25,000 current students, plus staff and faculty,
arriving and leaving throughout the day. BMCGC students attend classes into the late hours (approximately 11
P.M., 7 days a week), during the Fall and Spring semesters. Tribeca itself has grown considerably in 40 years,
including adding P.S. 234, P.S. 89, and Stuyvesant High School also along Chambers Street,

As a resident of Chambers Street for 46 years | see the vast majority of the students walking on the norih side
of Chambers to get to their classes. They arrive by bus or from any one of a dozen or so subway lines that
stop along the length of Chambers. During the day | sometimes cannot get off my steps as the hordes of
students are in a hurry and fairly oblivious to anything around them,

Add to this mix the trucks and added traffic from block-long construction projects over the next few years, one
being a block to the east on Church at Chambers and another a block south at Warren and West Broadway;
plus the traffic diversions from the just-begun Warren Street water main project and the ongoing 5-year Worth
St water main project — and we have a serious safety problem for our students.

Any bottle-necking on the sidewalk at Pret a Manger will force students to step off the curb and into the street,
which they already do when hurrying to class.

In the Weprin decision the Court ruled that the "de facto moratorium” and general community resistance were
arbitrary and capricious. Denial of an application "must be based on more than community resistance to be
rational.”

We have no moratorium and we feel that this unique confluence of factors affecting the safety of our students
should override the 40-some year old designation of Chambers St. for sidewalk café’s.

| am also submitting the resolution from Community Board 1 opposing this application and adopted
unanimously on July 25, 2017. Thank you.

1 Centte Street, Room 2202 North, New York, NY 10007-1209
Tel. (212) 669-7970 Fax (212} 669-7899
man01@cb.nyc.gov

www.nvc.eov/html/mancbl




COMMUNITY BOARD #1 - MANHATTAN
RESOLUTION

DATE: JULY 25, 2017

COMMITTEE OF ORIGIN: LICENSING AND PERMITS

COMMITTEE VOTE: 10 InFavor 0 Opposed Abstained 0 Recused

PUBLIC VOTE: 2 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

BOARD VOTE: 36 InFavor 0 Opposed 0 Abstained 0 Recused

RE: 125 Chambers Street, application for unenclosed sidewalk café for Pret a Manger
DCA Number 2625-2017-ASWC

WHEREAS: The applicant, Pret a Manger, has applied for an unenclosed small sidewalk café
license for 4 tables and 8 seats, and

WHEREAS: The applicant has represented that the hours of the sidewalk café will be 6:30
AM - 8:00 PM on weekdays and 6:30 AM to 6:00 PM on weekends, and

WHEREAS: Neighbors in the adjacent residential buildings spoke at the committee meeting in
opposition to the proposed sidewalk cafe because of the congestion on the
sidewalk, and

WHEREAS: This section of Chambers Street is highly trafficked by pedestrians walking
through Tribeca, and

WHEREAS: The north side of Chambers Street is a major thoroughfare for thousands of
Borough of Manhattan Community College and Stuyvesant High School students
each day, and

WHEREAS: Neither school was located in Tribeca when the list of streets on which sidewalk
cafes were legal was promulgated in the 1970’s, and

WHEREAS: This location is proximate to major bus and subway stops, and several major
construction sites, and

WHEREAS: Safety of the students is a concern if bottlenecking causes them to step off the
curb in the rush for classes throughout the day, and

WHEREAS: The neighborhood has changed since the sidewalk café regulations were
promulgated from commercial to increasingly mixed use residential/commercial
and there are no sidewalk cafes located on the full length of Chambers Street, and

WHEREAS: The applicant did not appear at the scheduled July 12, 2017 Permits and Licensing

Committee meeting, now



THEREFORE

BEIT

RESOLVED

THAT: CB 1 opposes this application for a small sidewalk café at 125 Chambers Street
for Pret a Manger.
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Testimony of Assemblymember Deborah J. Glick
Before the New York City Council
Land Use Committee & Subcommittee on Zoning and Franchises
Application No. C 170192 ZSM LU 0716-2017

July 27, 2017

Thank you for the opportunity to testify regarding the Special Use Permit application for 462
Broadway in the SoHo neighborhood of Manhattan. The applicant is requesting two special use
permits that would allow retail use on the ground floor and cellar of the existing property at
Broadway and Grand Street as well as a planned 45,201 square foot retail space, exceeding the
10,000 square foot limit allowed by current zoning law on the ground through 3* floors.

While the SoHo portion of Broadway is informally known as a shopping destination for tourists
visiting New York City, many residents still live in the area and are forced to contend daily with
quality of life issues and other problems brought on by changes similar to what the applicant is
seeking. Nonetheless, M1-5A and M1-5B districts permit specific retail uses, and the applicant, who
has owned the building for many decades, should be required to follow the existing law in regards to
retail uses rather than applying for a special change in zoning. For this and other important reasons,
[ urge the City Council to deny this application.

On June 7", this application was heard by the City Planning Commission (CPC) where
commissioners wete given a chance to ask specific questions of the developer and discuss the merits
of the application. Many commissioners raised questions as to the overall zoning requirements that
are seen in this section of SoHo and what the cutrent state of retail uses in M1-5A and M1-5B zones
mean for the residents and infrastructure surrounding this application. On July 12", the CPC voted
to unanimously approve the UG6 Retail on the 1" Floor and Cellar (ZE 74-781), and voted 10:1 in
favor of the separate UG10 Retail on the Cellar through 3 Floors (ZR 74-922).

Retail Square Footage

The applicant seeks to convert the ground floor, cellar, second floor, and third floor by using a
Special Permit, pursuant to Section 74-922, in order to modify section ZR 42-12 and allow for a
retail space that would exceed 10,000 square feet. Despite lying within one tax lot, the building at
462 Broadway is divided into a northern portion and southern portion. The Special Permit would
change the use groups for the building by permitting Use Group 6 and 10A for large retail
establishments over 10,000 square feet in the southern portions of the building from the cellar to 3™
floors. The applicant has expressed that surrounding real estate factors contribute to the need for a
Special Use Permit, as they wish to ensure that retail spaces exceeding 10,000 square feet would be
allowed to occupy storefronts on side streets in SoHo (Crosby and Grand Streets) that do not exist
within the main retail thoroughfare.

_Ef DISTRICT OFFICE: 853 Broadway, Suite 2007, New York, New York 10003-4703 « 212-674-5153 « FAX: 212-674-5530
L ALBANY OFFICE: Room 717, Legislative Office Building, Albany, New York 12248 = 518-455-4841 « FAX: 518-455-4649
glickd @ assembly.state.ny.us



In total, the changes the applicant is seeking to the zoning code and the approval of a Special Use
Permit would allow for some 45,000 square feet of retail space on the cellar, ground floor, second
floor, and thitd floor of the building. Additionally, while the applicant has not yet sought a separate
74-922 special permit to allow retail exceeding 10,000 square feet on the notth side of the building,
the approval of this application would set the precedent to seek an additional Special Use Petmit for
the northern portion of the ground floor and second floot, whete over 28,500 square feet of space
currently sits vacant. Lastly, the building currently houses the Intetnational Culinary Center (ICC) as
an existing tenant with a Use Group 9 space. Due to downsizing, the ICC has vacated its former
ground floor space, and will now occupy portions of the second through fifth floors. Should further
changes to the ICC’s use of the building be made, the applicant may return to seek this special
permit for even more retail space that would allow for oversized retail in a comparable size to the
space in the southern pottion.

Special Use Permits & Land Use Needs

A Special Use Permit that follows the Uniform Land Use Review Procedure (ULURP) is the formal,
legal, and public process for allowing oversized retail uses. As Community Board 2 initially heard
this proposal for a Special Use Permit at 462 Broadway, thete are likely to be mote Special Use
Petmits in order to legalize non-conforming retail spaces throughout SoHo and NoHo. It is then
possible that for Community Board 2 and local residents, specifically, 2 wave of Special Use Permits
will be heatd in order to legalize delinquent retailets that have recently been issued violations and
other developers who will want to make regular use of a Special Permit. The long process of a single
ULURP is difficult enough for a Community Board to hear in addition to their othet duties, but the
potential six Special Use Permit ULURPs that may come before the board immenently has the
potential to ovetburden them if they are not given the proper support.

This onerous process will only increase if this Special Permit is approved and the community will be
forced to review a number of these applications seeking the same result. Instead, retailers should be
required to adhere to current zoning law, and the City should engage with the community to
produce a comprehensive community plan that favors residents, acknowledges these buildings’
places in a historic district, and ensures that residents, businesses, and commetcial needs can exist
together in a mixed-use community. The creation of a destination shopping attraction in SoHo has
negatively affected residents, driven out small businesses and grocety stotes, and put undue burdens
on volunteer community boards. Unfortunately, because of DOB’s lack of enforcement in regards
to ovetsized illegal retail use, these problems have compounded and contributed to other quality of
life issues that Community Board 2, and a comprehensive community plan that is desperately
needed.

Quality of Life Concerns

In the tequited Environmental Assessment Statement (FAS), 462 Broadway was subject to a “400
Foot Study Area” that examined the immediate vicinity of this section of SoHo. Within that study
area over 450 residential units were found in buildings that form the immediate surrounding area of
462 Broadway. Only two addresses that abut the property do not contain residential uses in some
way. Frequently, during the Community Board hearing process, the applicant made repeated
arguments that manufacturing uses within the M1-5B district would be far more offensive to the
needs of a residential community than any inconveniences brought on by retail uses. However it
should be understood that SoHo is in fact cutrently a mixed use community, and regardless of what



the dominant industry is, whether retail or industrial uses, special attention should be made to how
residents and commercial enterprise can exist well together.

Residents frequently complain about noise in all parts of the City; however SoHo experiences noise
at neatly all times of the day. Crowds making use of the destination shopping district along
Broadway overflow sidewalks and contribute to neighborhood noise well into the evening as stores
stay open past regular hours. At night, evening crews come in to restock shelves and take after houts
deliveries that bring large tractor-trailers into the neighborhood, loudly unloading into stores while
tesidents try to sleep above them. The cast iron architecture of the neighborhood and city-scape
cause noise to tevetberate up and down side streets, providing little escape for residents. As part of
the Special Use Permit, the CPC instituted a condition of the permit that will not allow loading on
Crosby Street between 8PM and 7AM. While this is an important caveat, and the Special Permit
process does allow for these conditions to be instituted and met, histotically enforcement of such
conditions is extremely difficult and the community is rightly concerned that they will not be upheld.

Furthermore, these large retail spaces and especially the oversize non-conforming spaces create
enormous amounts of ttash that private carters are required to pick up. Frequently, these carters
pick up trash at night in order to avoid daytime traffic. This cteates even more noise for residents,
and when private carters tniss some trash it becomes litter the following day. The immense crowds
of toutists drawn to the area further exacerbate this problem by overwhelming available trash cans,
and the New York Department of Sanitation (DSNY) is forced to pick up what is left over.
Additionally, light pollution from stores leaving on storefront lights, displays, LED advertising
screens, and any number of other excessive illumination forms contributes to a decteased quality of
life for residents. Overall, these large oversize retail spaces negatively affect the quality of life for
tesidents who have made their home in this mixed use community.

Surtounding Oversize Retail Violations

As discussed above, in April five oversized retail establishments along Broadway south of Houston
Street wete given Environmental Control Board (ECB) violations by the New York City
Department of Buildings (DOB) for exceeding retail square footage requirements and operating
outside of the zoning code. These stores include Topshop (478-482 Broadway), Zara (503-511
Broadway), UNIQLO (546-548 Broadway), American Eagle (599-601 Broadway), and Hollister
(600-602 Broadway). These stores received a “Category Code 92” ECB Violation relating to an
illegal conversion of a manufacturing space whete tetail spaces exceeding 10,000 square feet of total
area, and on multiple floors, were operating in an M1-5B district.

During the initial stage of the applicant’s meetings with the Community Board, before these
violations were made public to the larget community, the applicant cited some of these locations as
examples justifying the Special Use Permit. The violating retail spaces are still in the process of
making their ovetsized retail establishments legal, but it is clear that many stores along Broadway
and even on the side streets do not conform to existing zoning requitements. These stores bypassed
the required public community process that is being followed in this application and has allowed for
specific concerns and issues to be aired by residents and the community at large. It has become clear
through this process that these illegal spaces have had negative impacts on longtime residents, and
that the efforts made by the Community Board, my office, and my colleagues to address non-
conforming retail spaces in SoHo are sorely needed.



Conclusion

I appreciate that the applicant has made certain changes to the proposal in an attempt to satisfy the
Community Board’s concerns and is participating in the public Special Use Permit and ULURP
ptocess rather than illegally constructing a space like other Broadway tenants have done. However,
the community’s opposition to this proposal is strong, and has made clear the damage done by
oversized retail to the quality of life of SoHo’s residents is pervasive. In fact, except for the applicant
themselves, and to another degree, the CPC, to my knowledge no entity has come forward in favor
of this application. Futthermore, until the ECB violations for the five other SoHo spaces that are
comparable to this location are decided within DOB, this application should not move forward as it
will only provide justification for cleatly non-conforming spaces to become legal. Because of these
reasons and the aforementioned concerns, I urge the commission to deny this application.
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REAL ESTATE BOARD OF NEW YORK

TESTIMONY OF THE REAL ESTATE BOARD OF NEW YORK, BEFORE
NEW YORK CITY COUNCIL ZONING AND FRANCHISES COMMITTEE IN
SUPPORT OF THE MANHATTAN WEST TEXT AMENDMENT

July 27, 2017

The Real Estate Board of New York, Inc. (REBNY) is a broadly-based trade association with 17,000 owners,
developers, brokers, managers, and real estate professionals active throughout New York City.

We support the zoning text amendment before you and urge the City Council to support this application.

When Manhattan West is completed, it will provide over 2 acres of publicly accessible open space for those who
live and work in the community.

Arts Brookfield presents award-winning, world-class cultural experiences for free each year in public spaces at
Brookfield's premier properties.

This zoning text amendment will bring exciting programming to Manhattan West in a manner that Arts Brookfield
has expertly done in other locations throughout the City. Transforming this former rail yard into open space with
outstanding programming is something that we fully support.

REBNY respectfully requests that the Committee vote in favor of the text amendment.

THE REAL ESTATE BOARD OF NEW YORK 2017 | 1
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Hearing before the City Council Subcommittee on Zoning and Franchises
Downtown Far Rockaway Rezoning
July 27, 2017

Good morning Chair Richards and members of the Zoning and Franchises
subcommittee. My name is Nick Molinari, and | am Chief of Planning and
Neighborhood Development at the New York City Department of Parks and
Recreation. | am here to speak on the proposed rezoning of Downtown Far Rockaway.

NYC Parks recognizes the importance of our parks and open spaces in improving the
quality of life for residents in Downtown Far Rockaway, and in supporting the
revitalization of downtown as the commercial hub of the peninsula.

NYC Parks has been working closely with our partner City agencies and with local
stakeholders to better understand the priorities and opportunities for improved parks
and open spaces on the Rockaway Peninsula. We participated in the first public
meeting associated with “Shaping the Future of Downtown Far Rockaway” in January
2016, and participated in follow up discussions and public open houses to update the
community and gather additional feedback. Working closely with stakeholders, we
have contributed to the "Roadmap for Action” published last summer, and in
subsequent community meetings to present this report. We have been encouraged to
see the emergence of creative ideas, the desire to prioritize quality of life issues, and
to improve open space in Downtown Far Rockaway.

The Final Environmental Impact Statement published in June acknowledged that there
would be a significant adverse impact on the overall ratio of active open space in the
half-mile study area resulting from the proposed rezoning. NYC Parks has been
working with agency partners to explore ways to improve open spaces, and we will
continue to work with New York City Economic Development Corporation, City Council
and the Administration to develop approaches to mitigate open space impacts and
improve upon existing open spaces in the neighborhood. We will continue to
collaborate with the New York City Economic Development Corporation and our sister
agencies to examine opportunities to leverage city assets to best plan for parks and
open spaces as Downtown Far Rockaway grows in the future. We also look forward
to continued engagement with neighborhood residents and open space stakeholders
to contribute to the successful revitalization of Downtown Far Rockaway.

| thank you for the opportunity to speak before you today.

July 27, 2017 . 2/2
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Position

The Municipal Art Society of New York (MAS) commends Council Member Richards,
the New York City Economic Development Corporation (EDC), the City, community
stakeholders, and the Downtown Far Rockaway Working Group for their efforts to bring
vibrancy to Downtown Far Rockaway. Far Rockaway has been in need of revitalization
for generations, and we recognize the challenges that lay ahead for the success of the
project.

However, MAS has a number of concerns that we urge the City to address before we can
support the proposal. In addition to broader matters of feasibility and ways to better ensure
success of the proposed Urban Renewal Area, we are concemed about the lack of
proposed open space, potential displacement of local residents, and the unaddressed
increasing need for childcare facilities.

Background

Far Rockaway has been long plagued by underperforming retail corridors, deteriorated
buildings, and underutilized lots. At the same time, area residents have faced a chronic
lack of community services, amenities, affordable housing options, and quality open
space.

The City is proposing a series of land use actions, including zoning map and zoning text
amendments, disposition and acquisition of property, and the designation and approval of
an Urban Renewal Area (URA) and Plan (URP) as the centerpiece of the plan, designed to
redevelop and revitalize an approximately 23-block area of the Downtown Far Rockaway
neighborhood of Queens, Community District 14.

The proposal is expected to bring to the area approximately 8,500 new residents and 3,123
residential dwelling units, of which approximately 1,580 would be affordable.

Potential Indirect Residential Displacement

Mindful of the potential for the proposal to displace area low-income residents, MAS believes the City should
define and evaluate a specific Mandatory Inclusionary Housing (MIH) option that reflects the actual income of
the community’s residents before the plan is approved. The median household income in the rezoning area ranges
from $20,865 to $48,875, which is well below the median household income of Queens ($60,422) and New York
City ($55,752).! According to the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS), issued June 29, 2017, all

L 2011-2015 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates. Household income in the past 12 months for: Block Group 1, Census
Tract 1008.02. Block Group 1, Census Tract 1010.01. Block Group 1, Census Tract 1032.02. Block Group 2, Census Tract
1032.01. Block Group 3, Census Tract 1032.01. Block Group 4, Census Tract 1010.01. Block Group 4, Census Tract 1032.02



The Municipal Art Society of New York

MAS

affordable units would be available to households at or below 80 percent of Area Median Income (AMI), which is
currently $72,480 for a family of four.

Business Displacement

Given the low income level of a significant portion of the area population and Downtown Far Rockaway’s
geographical isolation from other working centers in the city, MAS strongly recommends the Department of
Small Business Services (SBS) reach out to the local business community and stakeholders to find equitable
solutions to reduce potential business displacement under the proposal.

According to the FEIS, the proposed rezoning would result in the displacement of 30 businesses and 299 workers.
Although the expressed displacement levels may not exceed City Environmental Quality Review (CEQR)
thresholds deemed significantly adverse, these businesses play an important role in the local economy by
providing needed goods, services, and jobs. MAS contends that displacement should be reduced to the furthest
extent practicable.

Commercial and Transportation Hub

If Downtown Far Rockaway is to be the transportation hub envisioned under the proposal, EDC, the Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (MTA), and the Department of Transportation (DOT) need to find feasible solutions to
address the transit challenges identified by the MTA in its comments in the FEIS.

MAS believes the revitalization proposal will work in tandem with DOT’s planned Downtown Far Rockaway
Urban Design and Streetscape Project, which is expected to begin in 2020. The DOT’s plan could greatly improve
accessibility of the surrounding neighborhoods to the Far Rockaway MTA subway and Long Island Rail Road
(LIRR) stations and area bus routes. However, as stated in the FEIS, the MTA has serious concerns about the
projected relocation of the existing off-street bus stop and bus layover in the two lots on MTA and city-owned
property (Block 15705) to an on-street site, removing the annexed parking facility, and unmitigated traffic
impacts identified under the revitalization proposal.

Given the relative geographical isolation of Far Rockaway, the overall success of the proposal is dependent on the
City arriving at feasible solutions to these issues.

Open Space

Downtown Far Rockaway is greatly underserved by open space. The area has about half of the citywide average
of 2.5 acres of open space per 1,000 residents. With the addition of 8,463 new residents under the proposal, these
conditions will undoubtedly worsen. According to the FEIS, approximately 11 acres of open space would be
needed just to meet the citywide average.

We find that the proposal does not adequately provide quality passive and active public space. Therefore, the City
should work with the community to come up with a plan that addresses the shortage. We suggest exploring
opportunities to convert city-owned sites or create community gardens.

We also recommend changes to the planned public plaza in the URA. We believe the proposed Special
Downtown Far Rockaway District zoning text amendment (Section 136-324) eliminates key design guidelines
regarding permitted occupation and open air cafes, seating, planting beds, lighting, litter receptacles, and
wayfinding signage regulations that we believe are vital for creating successful and welcoming public plazas.
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Furthermore, MAS recommends that the plaza in the URA be subject to design guidelines found in the NYC
Zoning Resolution? for privately owned public spaces (POPS) and plazas throughout the city, specifically with
regard to seating design, water features, play areas, and artwork.

Community Facilities

According to the FEIS, the new residents expected under rezoning proposal would overburden publicly funded
childcare facilities by almost 50 percent in an already vulnerable area. The rezoning would leave the community
with a deficit of 209 child care facility slots. Therefore, we believe the Administration of Children’s Services
(ACS) and the Housing Preservation and Development (HPD) should work with the community to define a
cohesive plan to address this problem. MAS also encourages HPD to mandate the inclusion of childcare facilities
in any developments receiving public subsidies within the URA’s boundary.

With the new residents in mind, the School Construction Authority (SCA) should explore the request by Queens
Community Board 14 for a new school facility under the plan.

Urban Renewal Area (URA)

Given the importance of the URA to the proposal, it is critical that the City demonstrate the availability of
sufficient funding to ensure its long-term success. Despite the best intentions, urban renewal projects often end up
as cleared space that is left as large swaths of vacant land. As an example, the nearby Arverne East Renewal Area
was cleared for development in the late 1960s and 81 acres remain vacant today.® Therefore, MAS recommends
that the City itemize and publicly disclose the allocation of $91 million to the commitments described in the
Downtown Far Rockaway Roadmap for Action.

Commitments
MAS points to the importance and the applicability of the proposal to Local Law 175, which is intended to
promote transparency and accountability regarding City commitments.

The law requires the documentation of allocated funding and completion dates for every commitment by the City.
Given the importance of the project and the level of investment, MAS believes commitments under the proposal
for affordable housing, public space, community facilities and infrastructure should be subject to oversight
protocols mandated by the local law.

ULURP Process

MAS agrees with concerns raised by Borough President Melinda Katz regarding the modifications made to the
project area boundary after the Community Board had reviewed the project under ULURP. The ULURP process
is designed to provide involved stakeholders with complete and detailed information on any particular proposed
action. The late modification to expand the project boundary without being reviewed by the Communty Board
underminds the ULURP process. Therefore, MAS recommends that any relevant information about proposed land
use actions should be fully disclosed and all involved parties should be given sufficient time to review any
substantial changes.

> New York City Zoning Resolution, Article Il Chapter 7 Section 70.
3 Urban Reviewer Arverne hitp://www.urbanreviewer,org/#map=12/40.7400/-74.0104&sidebar=plans



The Municipal Art Society of New York

MAS

Conclusion
MAS recognizes the critical need for revitalization in Downtown Far Rockaway. The time has come for a
committed, well-funded, and comprehensive plan to address the conditions that have long plagued the
community.

We commend the efforts by the City and understand the significant challenges that lay ahead for the success of
the proposal. However, we strongly urge the City Council to incorporate our recommendations. We promote a
truly equitable approach to providing affordable housing that meets the needs of the community; facilitating
collaboration with the MTA to see that Downtown Far Rockaway can become a transportation hub; exploring
ways to create quality open space through collaboration with the community; implementing design guidelines to
ensure that the proposed public plaza in the downtown will be the inviting focal point of the area; finding
opportunities for new childcare facilities; demonstrating that sufficient funding will be provided for the URA to
ensure long-term investment in the downtown; reducing the possibility of displacement of local businesses and
jobs; and conforming with oversight and transparency protocols for City commitments under Local Law 175,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this critical project.



ST. JOHN'S EPISCOPAL HOSPITAL

EPISCOPAL HEALTH SERVICES INC.-

NEW YORK CITY COUNCIL
DOWNTOWN FAR ROCKAWAY REVITALIZATION
ULURRP HEARING
July 27,2017

ST. JOHN’S EPISCOPAL HOSPITAL TESTIMONY

Good Morning, my name is Renee Hastick-Motes, Vice President of External
Affairs with St. John's Episcopal Hospital. As you know St. John's is the only
hospital providing emergency and ambulatory care to the densely populated,
culturally and economically diverse, and medically underserved populations
of the Rockaways and Five Towns in southern Queens County and
southwestern Nassau County, New York. Today, on behalf of St. John's
Episcopal Hospital, I stand here to say, we support the proposal to invest in
Far Rockaway including the proposed land use actions through ULURP and
programming that has been set out in the action plan.

As a member of the downtown Far Rockaway working group and a participant
in the public meetings, St. John’s Episcopal Hospital has participated along
with business owners, local community groups and residents on this
community-driven proposal. We have been impressed by the openness and
the extensive outreach effort of the City to reach all the stakeholders with in
the area.

We understand the complexity of this project and what that means too many
residents, business owners and even the hospital but we also understand the
great need of the community associated with each component involved.
With that said, St. John’s stands in support, and we encourage you to support
this application as well.

Sincerely,
Renee Hastick-Motes, MPA
Vice President, External Affairs



Peter Davies
548 Broadway #5A
New York, NY 10012

July 27, 2017

Donovan Richards, Chair

NY City Council

Subcommittee on Zoning and Franchises
City Hall

New York, NY 10007

Re: 462 Broadway, Manhattan
LU 0716-2017; LU 0717-2017
ULURP No.: C 170192 ZSM
Council District 1; CB2
July 27, 2017 Public Hearing
Testimony in OPPOSITION

Dear Chair Richards and Councilmembers,

My name is Peter Davies, and | speak today in opposition to the applications for 462 Broadway. I
urge you to deny the allowance for oversized and overbearing retail at this location. Many of my
neighbors couldn’t attend today, but included with my testimony is a petition signed by over 50 of
those neighbors, stating opposition to the special permit applications for 462 Broadway. In
addition, over 3-dozen statements in opposition have been submitted. This strong and unified
community opposition is in line with the very thorough Resolution from CB2, Manhattan and the
equally comprehensive Recommendation from Borough President Gale Brewer, both urging denial
of these applications.

My written testimony goes into greater depth than is allowed under the 3-minute time allotment, so
I will begin with an outline of my key points, explaining why this retail plan will bring multiple
negative impacts to our mixed-use live-work community in SoHo, and why the applications should
be denied.

1) Broadway in SoHo is overrun with non-permitted illegal oversized retail operations in
violation of zoning. Claims that this unlawful situation should be the standard for allowance
of additional oversized retail in our community fails to address the impact of such retail,
most of which was installed without important community review. This is outlined in depth
in the CB2 Resolution at paragraphs 8-11.

2) Oversized and high-impact destination retail has brought adverse impacts to our live-work
neighborhood, altering the essential character of this mixed-use community. The negative
effects of such retail are outlined in the CB2 Resolution at paragraph 16, a-d.

3) The applicant should be held to account for the long-term allowance of illegal, non-
permitted retail within 462 Broadway. That unlawful retail allowed for self-enrichment of
the applicant for the past two decades. This is noted in the CB2 Resolution, paragraph 19.

4) Failure of the applicant to fulfill the requirement for good faith marketing at 462 Broadway,
including current marketing for illegal non-permitted retail in the building, For more detail
see the CB2 Resolution, paragraphs 19-20.
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1) Broadway in SoHo is overrun with non-permitted illegal oversized retail operations in violation

2}

3)

4)

of zoning. I am a 37-year resident of Broadway in SoHo, and I have direct experience with the
negative impacts from oversized retail, as I live directly above one such huge retail operation,
UNIQLO, which was served by the DOB with an ECB violation in April 2017 for illegal operation
of retail in excess of 10,000 square feet without the required retail special permit, just one of six
such non-permitted oversized retail operations along Broadway in SoHo and NoHo. The fact is
that oversized retail along Broadway is not the norm, but is in fact illegal, and its presence
negatively impacts our community.

Oversized and high-impact destination retail has brought adverse impacts to our live-work
neighborhood, altering the essential character of this mixed-use community. Broadway in SoHo

is home to many residents. Buildings in the vicinity of 462 Broadway have 80% or more of their
space devoted to residentially occupied units (a far larger percent than the amount claimed by
the applicant). This is essentially a mixed-use, live-work community, and the M1-5B zoning is
meant to protect the unique character. However, the existence of huge retailer operations along
Broadway, most of which have been installed during the past decade without the required
permits, has introduced into our mixed-use neighborhood a series of adverse effects, all of
which negatively impact the essential character of our neighborhood.

Noisy merchandise deliveries, six nights a week, 52 weeks a year disrupt our lives, our work
and our sleep. These off-hours deliveries are so disruptive that DOT recently installed outside
my building, where UNIQLO receives nighttime deliveries 6 nights each and every week, a
motion & sound activated cameras to monitor that activity, made necessary by UNIQLO’s on-
going refusal to adjust delivery procedure so that it would be less impactful on nearby residents
- all of whom were living here, many for decades, before UNIQLO overtook this block.

There are additional negative impacts from the rapacious retailers along Broadway, all the
result of their attempts to attract customers: llluminated displays, product drops, consumer-
attracting special events, sidewalk encumbrances, and curbside marketing campaigns. Those of
us who live and work in the loft spaces above Broadway are not against responsible retailers,
but what we are now forced to live with are neither responsible to the community nor
beneficial to a well-functioning mixed-use district. Unfortunately the applicant has not
presented a plan that addresses the inherent problems of installing retail within this huge
building at 462 Broadway.

The applicant should be held to account for the long-term allowance of illegal, non-permitted
retail within 462 Broadway. Despite that lack of permit, the applicant allowed, for over 20

years, retail to operate there, recently seeking rent at over $350,000 per month. Thereby the
applicant has been illegally enriched for the past two decades. And now, in blatant disregard of
the zoning requirements, is pushing for further enrichment.

Failure of the applicant to fulfill the requirement for good faith marketing at 462 Broadway.
Addressing the required “good faith” marketing requirement: As noted by both CB2 and BP Gale
Brewer, currently within the northerly portion of the building, at 466-468 Broadway, marketing
is taking place for non-permitted retail. This is evidenced by huge posters inside the windows
there, boldly proclaiming “RETAIL SPACE FOR LEASE.” Photos taken June 5, 2017 are included
at the end of my testimony. Note that no special permit has been obtained for any sort of retail
within that space.
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In response to questions from BP Brewer about that retail marketing, the applicant’s attorney
recently claimed that the “current lessee ... was marketing the space without the owner’s
consent and it was not something that the owner can currently control.” However, as
photographs clearly show, the current and ongoing marketing of that space is taking place
within the windows of the building. If the owner cannot control that activity, then it is specious
for the owner to make any claim that it will be able to control future leaseholders in any
reasonable way.

The plan for oversized and unfettered retail within any portion of the massive building at 462
Broadway is bad for residents and bad for SoHo. I urge the Council to deny these applications.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this very important matter.

Sincerely,

Peter Davies
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On behalf of the hundreds of residents who live withir the “Study Area” of the 400-foot radius to
462 Broadway, we oppose the Special Permit Applications for 462 Broadway.

462 Broadway has residential buildings circling its entire perimeter. One of the many concems is
that if these Special Permits are granted then the resulting large-scale retail will negatively
impact the essential neighborhood character of this part of SoHo. Any retail establishment of
this scale disregards the unique charm of the boutique style approach to shopping that SoHo
has been known for, and will disturb the quality of life for the residents living nearby.

What SoHo doesn't need is to look and feel like every other comer of the City; with the exact
same big box tenants. What is needed is for City Officials and the Department of Buildirigs to
protect and enforce SoHo’s smali-scale retail zoning. There are numerous properties along
Broadway within SoHo that have viclated the 10,000 square foot retail zoning restriction, such
as Uniglo, Topshop, American Eagle, Hollister and Zara. The presence of those existing, non-
permitted, oversized retail operations create negative impacts, on a daily basis, for those living
above and nearby those locations.

Please work with us to oppose 462 Special Permit applications for the reasons cited below.

1.Excessive nighttime illumination.

2. The number of delivery trucks needed to support the business/es and the noise generated by
lift gates, hitting the sidewalk.

3. The voices of employees working the deliveries.

4. The added pollution from idling trucks.

5. The increase in pedestrian fraffic on presently crowded sidewalks and subways of SoHo.
6. The increased vehicular traffic on the one lane streets of Grand and Crosby... leading to
frustrated drivers leaning on their car horns. : -

7. Trash! Garbage trucks, throughout the evening servicing the establishment/s and the loud
constant beeping of them backing up.

8. Sidewalks piled with nightly bags of trash. Rats! and vagrants going through them and
spilling their contents into the sidewalk!

Help stop oversized developments from overwhelming the historic nature and beauty of our
community, and assist us in sending a message to owners and developers of the commercial
spaces presently being “warehoused”, that oversized retail is inappropriate for our mixed-use
neighborhood and should not be permitted.

Respectiully ,
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On behalf of the hundreds of residents who live within the “Study Area” of the 400-foot radius to
462 Broadway, we oppose the Special Permit Applications for 462 Broadway.

462 Broadway has residential buildings circling its entire perimeter. One of the many concems is
that if these Special Permits are granted then the resulting large-gcale refail will negatively
impact the essential neighborhood character of this part of SoHo. Any retail establishment of
this scale disregards the unique charm of the boutique style approach to shopping that SoHo
has been known for, and will disturb the quality of life for the residents living nearby.

What SoHo doesn't need is to look and feel like every other comer of the City, with the exact
-same big box tenants. What is needed is for City Officials and the Department of Buildings to
protect and enforce SoHo's small-scale retail zoning. There are numerous properties along
Broadway within SoHo that have violated the 10,000 square foot retail zoning restriction, such
as Uniglo, Topshop, American Eagle, Hollister and Zara. The presence of those existing, non-
permitted, oversized retail operations create negative impacts, on a daily basis, for those living
above and nearby those locations.

Please work with us to oppose 462 Special Permit applications for the reasons cited below.

1.Excessive nighttime illumination.

2. The number of delivery trucks needed to support the business/es and the noise generated by
lift gates, hitting the sidewalk

3. The voices of employees working the deliveries.

4. The added pollution from idiing trucks.

5. The increase in pedestrian traffic on presently crowded sidewalks and subways of SoHo.
6. The increased vehicular traffic on the one lane streets of Grand and Crosby leading to
frustrated drivers leaning on their car horns.

7. Trash! Garbage trucks, throughout the evening servicing the establishment/s and the ioud
constant beeping of them backmg up.

8. Sidewalks piled with nightly bags of trash. Rats! and vagrants going through them and
spilling their contents into the sidewalk!

Help stop oversized developments from overwhelming the historic nature and beauty of our
community, and assist us in sending a message to owners and developers of the commercial
spaces presently being “warehoused®, that oversized retail is inappropriate for-our mixed-use

neighborhood and shouid not be permitted.

Respectfully ,
NAM e EMAILADDRESS ) 2 R {ZOADM%&’

SAMES YOIV NG




Lana USE ADPIICATION U L/ULYZ £5M; 4bs Broaaway - . March 6, 2017

RESIDENTSOF S ohbp

On behalf of the hundreds of residents who live within the “Study Area” of the 400-foot radtus to
462 Broadway, we oppose the Special Permit Applications for 462 Broadway.

462 Broadway has residential buildings circling its entire perimeter. One of the many concemns is
that if these Special Permits are granted then the resulfing large-scale retail will negatively
impact the essential neighborhood character of this part of SoHo. Any retall establishment of
this scale disregards the unique charm of the boutique style approach to shopping that SoHo
has been known for, and will disturb the quality of life for the residents living nearby.

What SoHo doesn't need is to look and feel like every other comer of the City, with the exact
same big box tenants. What is needed is for City Officials and the Department of Buildings to
protect and enforce SoHo’s small-scale retail zoning. There are numerous properties along
Broadway within SoHo that have violated the 10,000 square foot retail zoning restriction, such
as Uniglo, Topshop, American Eagle, Hollister and Zara. The presence of those existing, non-
permitted, oversized retail operations create negative impacts, on a daily basis, for those living
above and nearby those locations.

Please work with us to oppose 462 Special Permit applications for the reasons cited below.

1.Excessive nighttime illumination.

2. The number of delivery trucks needed to suppart the business/es and the noise generated by
lift gates, hrttmg the sidewalk.

3. The voices of employees working the deliveries.

4. The added poliution from idling trucks.

5. The increase in pedestrian traffic on presently crowded sidewalks and subways of SoHo.
8. The increased vehicular traffic on the one [ane streets of Grand and Crosby leading to
frustrated drivers ieaning on their car homs.

7. Trash! Garbage trucks, throughout the evening servicing the establishment/s and the loud
constant beeping of them backing up.

8. Sidewalks piled with nightly bags of trash. Rats! and vagrants going through them and
spilling their contents into the sidewalk!

Help stop oversized developments from overwhelming the historic nature and beauty of our
community, and assist us in sending a message to owners and developers of the commercial
spaces presently being “warehoused™, that oversized retail is inappropriate for-our mixed-use

neighborhood and should not be permitted.

Respectfully ,
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On behalf of the hundreds of residents who live within the “Study Area” of the 400-foot radius to
462 Broadway, we oppose the Special Permit Applications for 462 Broadway.

462 Broadway has residential buildings circling its entire perimeter. One of the many concerns is
that if these Special Permits are granted then the resulting large-scale retail will negatively
impact the essential neighborhood character of this part of SoHo. Any retail establishment of
this scale disregards the unique charm of the boutique style approach to shopping that SoHo
has been known for, and will disturb the quality of life for the residents living nearby.

What SoHo doesn't need is to look and feel like every other comer of the City, with the exact
same big box tenants. What is needed is for City Officials and the Department of Buildings to
protect and enforce SoHo's small-scale retail zoning. There are numerous properties along
Broadway within SoHo that have violated the 10,000 square foot retail zoning restriction, such
as Uniqglo, Topshop, American Eagle, Hollister and Zara. The presence of those existing, non-
permitted, oversized retail operations create negative impacts, on a daily basis, for those living
above and nearby those locations.

Please work with us to oppose 462 Special Permit applications for the reasons cited below.

1.Excessive nighttime iltumination.

2. The number of delivery trucks needed to support the business/es and the noise generated by
lift gates, hitling the sidewalk.

3. The voices of employees working the deliveries.

4. The added pollution from idling trucks.

5. The increase in pedestrian traffic on presently crowded sidewalks and subways of SoHo.
6. The increased vehicular traffic on the one lane streets of Grand and Crosby... leading to
frustrated drivers leaning on their car homs. _ .

7. Trashl Garbage trucks, throughout the evening servicing the establishment/s and the loud
constant beeping of them backing up.

8. Sidewalks piled with nightly bags of trash. Rats! and vagrants going through them and
spilting their contents into the sidewalk!

Help stop oversized developments from overwhelming the historic nature arid beauty of our
community, and assist us in sending a message to owners and developers of the commercial
spaces presently being “warehoused™, that oversized retail is inappropriate for-our mixed-use

neighborhood and should not be permitted.

Respectfuily ,
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On behalf of the hundreds of residents who live within the “Study Area” of the 400-foot radius to
462 Broadway, we oppose the Special Permit Applications for 462 Broadway.

462 Broadway has residential buildings circling its entire perimeter. One of the many concems is
that if these Special Permits are granted then the resulting large-scale retail will negatively
impact the essential neighborhood character of this part of SoHo. Any retail establishment of
this scale disregards the unique charm of the boutique style approach to shopping that SoHo
has been known for, and will disturb the quality of life for the residents living nearby.

What SoHo doesn't need is to look and feel like every other corner of the City, with the exact
same big box tenants. What is needed is for City Officials and the Department of Buildings to
protect and enforce SoHo's small-scale retail zoning. There are numerous properties along
Broadway within SoHo that have violated the 10,000 square foot retail zoning restriction, such
as Uniqlo, Topshop, American Eagle, Hollister and Zara. The presence of those existing, non-
permitted, oversized retail operations create negative impacts, on a daily basis, for those living
above and nearby those locations.

Please work with us to oppose 462 Special Permit applications for the reasons cited below.

1.Excessive nighttime illumination.

2. The number of delivery trucks needed to support the business/es and the noise generated by
lift gates, hitting the sidewalk.

3. The voices of employees working the deliveries.

4. The added pollution from idling trucks.

5. The increase in pedestrian traffic on presently crowded sidewalks and subways of SoHo.
6. The increased vehicular traffic on the one [ane streets of Grand and Crosby... leading to
frustrated drivers leaning on their car horns.

7. Trash! Garbage trucks, throughout the evening servicing the establishment/s and the loud
constant beeping of them backing up.

8. Sidewalks piled with nightly bags of trash. Rats! and vagrants going through them and
spitling their contents into the sidewalk!

Help stop oversized developments from overwhelming the historic nature and beauty of our
community, and assist us in sending a message to owners and developers of the commercial
spaces presently being “warehoused”, that oversized retail is inappropriate for-our mixed-use

neighborhood and should not be permitted.

Respectfully ,
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On behalf of the hundreds of residents who live within the “Study Area” of the 400-foot radius to
462 Broadway, we oppose the Special Permit Applications for 462 Broadway.

462 Broadway has residential buildings circling its entire perimeter. One of the many concemns is
that if these Special Permits are granted then the resuiting large-scale retail will negatively
impact the essential neighborhood character of this part of SoHo. Any retail establishment of
this scale disregards the unique charm of the boutique style approach to shopping that SoHo
has been known for, and wili disturb the quality of life for the residents living nearby.

What SoHo doesn’t need is fo look and feeli like every other comer of the City, with the exact
same big box tenants. What is needed is for City Officials and the Department of Buildings to
protect and enforce SoHo's smatl-scale retail zoning. There are numerous properties along
Broadway within SoHo that have violated the 10,000 square foot retail zoning restriction, such
as Uniglo, Topshop, American Eagle, Hollister and Zara. The presence of those existing, non-
permitted, oversized retail operations create negative impacts, on a daily basis, for those living
above and nearby those locations.

Please work with us to oppose 462 Special Permit applications for the reasons cited below.

1.Excessive nighttime illumination.

2. The number of delivery trucks needed to support the business/es and the noise generated by
lift gates, hitting the sidewatk.

3. The voices of employees working the deliveries.

4. The added pollution from idling trucks.

5. The increase in pedestrian traffic on presently crowded sidewalks and subways of SoHo.
6. The increased vehicular traffic on the one lane streets of Grand and Crosby... leading to
frustrated drivers leaning on their car homs. -

7. Trash! Garbage trucks, throughout the evening servicing the establishment/s and the loud
constant beeping of them backing up.

8. Sidewalks piled with nightly bags of trash. Rats! and vagrants going through them and
spilling their contents into the sidewalk!

Help stop oversized developments from overwhelming the historic nature and beauty of our
community, and assist us in sending a message o owners and developers of the commercial
spaces presently being “warehoused™, that oversized retail is inappropriate for-our mixed-use

neighborhood and should not be permitted.

Respectfully ,
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462 Broadway, Manhattan; C 170192 ZSM  “Retail Space For Lease” Marketing in Windows, June 2017
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Development Corporation Foux 718 263 0594

120-35 Queens Boulevard, Suite 309
Kew Gardens. NY 11424

July 27%, 2017
Dear City Council Members,

My name is Sante Antonelli and I am the Director of Business Service for the Queens Economic
Development Corporation.

As the public approval process for downtown Rockaway moves forward, it is important to
consider the impact for the entire Rockaway peninsula. Over the last ten years significant
economic development programs have transformed the central and western portions of the
Rockaways while leaving behind the eastern part of the peninsula called Far Rockaway.

Through rezoning, new investments and a concerted focus to work with all sectors of the
community, downtown Far Rockaway can be transformed into a vibrant mixed-use
neighborhood that will bring new jobs and economic activity to the area and surroundings.

The positive impact of this project will ripple from the downtown area to include housing, retail,
recreational and commercial space. This in turn will attract new residents and jobs, bolstering
the local economy.

The QEDC has always been a supporter of development in The Rockaways and is active with
many groups focusing on redevelopment and marketing. We believe this project can be balanced
helping the existing community while attracting new residents and businesses.

The new development will also help Queens retain some of the millions of dollars in spending
the City now loses to adjacent suburbs. As you know, the creation of housing is extremely
important — especially affordable housing which is sorely needed if we are to provide for all
sectors of our diverse population,

The QEDC urges the city to move forward with this plan.

Thank you,

Sante Antonelli

ENTREPAENSUR @

ITSINGUEENS.com
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Queens Chamber testimony 07.26.2017
Good morning. My name is Tom Grech, Executive Director of the Queens Chamber of Commerce.

Far Rockaway has been a victim of decades of disinvestment that has long left this community struggling
for access to healthcare, jobs and services. This proposal for downtown Far Rockaway will deliver a more
equitable strategy for investment, resources, economic development, and infrastructure that will
position the residents of this community to be competitive with the rest of the City. The land use
actions and the larger Roadmap for Action represent the opportunity for change that the community
has been seeking for decades—change that can only come with bold action

The Queens Chamber supports the proposal for downtown Far Rockaway for the following reasons:

. In order to support this key business corridor on the peninsula there needs to be a shift

away from outdated uses to more neighborhood-friendly ground floor commercial and
community-oriented uses.

) There needs to be a mix of incomes within close proximity of this corridor to sustain a
vibrant, diverse mix of businesses that can more adequately service this community.
. Imagine a downtown Far Rockaway with recreation, food, shopping and healthcare that can

service the local community while creating jobs.
Our goal as the Queens Chamber is to be a resource for the business community to ensure that we
foster economic growth and prosperity throughout the Borough of Queens. This proposal provides a real
path to deliver on over 500 jobs permanent jobs in this area and catalyze additional public and private
investments in the area.

We look forward to supporting this proposal to its’ successful completion.

Thank you,

Tl f bl

Thomas J. Grech
Executive Director
Queens Chamber of Commerce
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Dear City Council Members,

| write in Opposition to 462 Broadway, SoHo M1-5B,
Block 473, Lot 1 #CEQR 17DCP027M

NON-FORMING RETAIL USE & GOOD FAITH MARKETING

The problem of not finding conforming use tenants is a self-made problem. It has been
made by the owners systemcatically raising rents beyond what manufacturing can
support, thereby forcing out existing manufacturing tenants. The lack of enforcement
of conforming use by DOB, allowed owners t0 market their spaces to higher paying
retail tenants. Now even the retail tenants are being over-burdened with inflated and
unsustainable rents, just as sales by retailers are flat-lining.

Good faith marketing by owners has been a sham. | own a Design Shop (mostly home
goods) design and manufacture some of what | sell in addition to what has grown to be
a selection of over 100 other mostly local designers. After 10 years in a ground floor
space on Crosby St., my rent was doubled. There were many For Rent signs in the
windows of ground floor spaces on Broadway below Grand Street. However, when |
called these numbers, | was told the spaces | was enquiring about were not available.
They tried to show me other spaces in buildings that they owned, but not the
conspicuously empty ground floor spaces with For Rent signs. Those same spaces
remained empty for years.

If you ook up on Broadway, you will see that the 2™ and 3 floors above many of the
empty storefronts are also empty. Many have been empty for years. i seems as
though there are many owners warehousing space either to keep rents artificially high
or waiting in anticipation of zoning changes that will be friendly to big retail.

“Good Faith” Marketing and Ware-housing spaces in anticipation of more lucrative
retail and even the acceptance of Big Retail has effectively kept big chunks of potential
office and retail space off the market. This has contributed to astronomical rent
escalations and in keeping those rents artificially high.

If these spaces were reieased onto the market, there would be less demand for
available spaces, allowing the market to adjust to a more sustainable raie.

Mr. Meringoff has testified that he himself leased the northern ground floor portion of
462 Broadway to a non-conforming retailer and even though that retailer has gone
bankrupt, he is still collecting rent on the space. He testified that he has no control over
the fact that the holder of the lease (Aurora) is currently advertising the space for retail.
If Mr. Meringoff cannot control what is being done with that space, | would like to
understand how it is that he is including the basement that was a part of that lease in
the application before us today.



PROTECTION POLICIES BY CITIES -

San Francisco, Phoenix, Palm Beach, Ft. Collins, CO, and Seattle are all implementing
regulations control of over-development in order to protect small businesses and the
character of their cities. In Paris a program io combat “blandification” has been
developed. New York should be the leader in this kind of policy. We are a city of
innovation, and sometimes innovation is fostered by preservation and regulation.

RETAIL REALITY
The internet is not the reason for the current stress on retail. As of December 2016, the
internet only accounted for 8.1% of gross retail sales in the US ~ not including cars and
homes. The bulk of these sales are still going to business with brick and mortar stores.
The internet is an additional portal for conventional retail, thus suppiementai for most.
The biggest threat to retail is over development. 30 years ago there were only 3
shopping districts in NYC. 20 years ago retailers began pioneering nhew
neighborhoods. This led to a golden age of retail. 10 years ago, retail became the key
income generator for new, big developments that were counting on huge and inflated
retail income for every new building development. Today, there is hardly a
neighborhood in NYC that does not have a comprehensive shopping district. However,
gross retail sales have not-increased at any where near a similar pace to support the
enormous volume of retail spuare footage that has been developed. The retail sales
pie has not gotten significantly bigger, but it is being cut into many, many more slices,
which are not big enough to sustain the escalating over-head costs of retail. There is a
massive disconnect between what has been allowed to develop and reality. Add to
this, the fact that because of the internet, and all of us being tethered to a screen, we
~ are all getting outside of our homes and walking around less.

CRUSHING SMALL BUSINESS, ENTREPRENEURISM AND OPPORTUNITY

The recent increases in the retail rental market have forced out many locally based
businesses. It has also become a barrier 1o new small and local businesses to start
here. This has been a neighborhoad that traditionally had many businesses started by
residents, like myself.

STRESS ON EXISTING CONFORMING TENANTS

Anticipation of a big payday has encouraged bad behavior by the more predatory
landlords. Small and local businesses are not able to hire new employees or invest in
growth. Instead they are paying all of what could be contributing to the local economy
to their fandlords.

Residential tenants are being harassed with falsified DOB work permit applications,
after hour work, aggressive acts and intimidation.

LOSS OF AMENITIES

We are also losing many of our amenities — those things that separated a NYC lifestyle
from that of other cities. This is a pedestrian city with the daily needs of locais within
walking distance in most neighborhoods. We are losing our grocery stores, our delis,



our hardware stores, and now only have chain drugstores, that don’t cater to the
particular needs of the residents.

DUPED RETAIL TENANTS

After | moved my shop to Howard Street, many of the galleries on Mercer St were
replaced with European retail stores. The managers of these stores didn’t understand
why they didn’t have tons of sales. Most were paying considerably more per square
foot than | was. They had made the assumption that the existing shops and
showrooms were paying as much as the spaces that realtors were showing them. They
thought that because the rents were so high and that there were longstanding shops
and showrooms that they must be doing considerably more sales than they actually
were. Within 2 to 3 years, most of the shops that opened after 2011 have since closed
because they were earning no where near enough to pay the rent- VPL, Surface to Air,
and Orla Kiely — All CLOSED, and that’s just 1 block.

We need to protect the city that we love.
Michele Varian & Brad Roberts

496 Broadway_ - Residents
varianmichele@aol.com

Michele Varian Shop

27 Howard St. - Design Shop, Manufacturing Space & Showroom

(Previous shop was at 35 Crosby St for 5 years and at 33 Crosby St. for 5 years
before.)
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Big Box retail in Lower Manhattan
From Paulette Myers-Rich pmrich22@hotmail.com  hide details , Wed, Jul 26, 2(

To dgreenfield dgreenfield@council.nyc.gov, Rearley Rearey@council.nyc.gov,
"Leonard, Paul” pleonard@council.nyc.gov, Rmendez Rmendez@council.nyc.gov,
district3 district3@council.nyc.gov, garodnick garodnick@council.nyc.gov,
JVanBramer JVanBramer@council.nyc.gov, varianmichele varianmichele@aol.com, info info@sohoalliance.org,
tark Dicus mdicus@schobroadway.org, drichards drichards@gcouncil.nyc.gov

Dear Council Members,

As owners of a loft on Grand Street and Crosby, we are very concerned about livability issues resuiting from
retail developments in the neighborhood. The overwhelming scale is out of proportion with the needs of long-
established residents and small businesses in Soho. The City Council and Mayor's Office must do more to pi
existing businesses and residents who have enriched and stabilized the city long before the neighborhood w.
desirable. Large scale retail operations threaten the well-being of our cohesive and vibrant community that af

millions of visitors from around the world each year for the character and variety that SoHo and Lower Manh:
has to offer.

In addition, we are adding to our request a neighbor‘s appeal to please stop the spread of big retail in SoHo
because it:

-drives up rents for local and smali business

- displaces small businesses and small shops

- drives out neighborhood amenities (groceries, delis, laundries, dry cleaners, hardware stores) because of h
rents that only very large companies can pay

- sets a precedent for approval of MORE big retail in SoHo and lower Manhattan

- causes increased crowding and congestion on sidewalks

- promotes retail events that spili onto S|dewalks and streets

- generates crowding from deliveries

-- generates garbage beyond what the Department of Sanitation can manage.

Sincerely, . \

Pauleite Myers-Rich
Navid Rirch
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Opposition to 462 Broadway, SoHo M1-5B, Block 473, Lot 1 #CEQR 17DCP097M
From Lisa Fairstein lisafairstein@mac.com hide details

To drichards drichards@council.nyc.gov, dgréenfield dgreenfield@council.nyc.gov, Rearley Rearley@council.nyc.gov,
pleonard pleonard@council.nyc.gov, Rmendez Rmendez@council.nyc.gov, district3 district3@council.nyc.gov,
garodnick garodnick@council.nyc.gov, JVanBramer JvanBramer@council.nyc.gov, :
varianmichele varianmichele@aol.com

To Whom it May Concern,

] oppose the proposed retail project at 462 Broadway because of the impact to my neighborhood. Increased congestion on sidewatk!
small businesses, displaced small businesses and foss of neighborhood amenities - all of these set a precident for more big retail an
contribute to my opposition of this project.

Thank you for your time,

Lisa Fairstein

9M7.812.1212
CB2 Resident

£QR THE RECORD
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Rearley Rearley@council.nyc.gov, pleonard pleonard@council.nyc.gov, Rmendez Rmendez@council.nyc.gov,
district3 district3@council.nyc.gov, garodnick garodnick@council.nyc.gov,

JVanBramer JVanBramer@council.nyc.gov, varianmichele varianmichele@aol.com,

Coral Dawson coraldawson@gmail.com, Danielle Nazinitsky danielle@sohostrut.com,

Vincent Fang VFang@council.nyc.gov, Bob Gormley bgormley@cb.nyc.gov, Susan Needles sueneed@aol.com

As a resident of 115 Spring St (between Greene & Mercer) [ also urge you to vote NO on the development of 462 Broadway.

Susan Posen
917 402 8856

Sent from my iPhone FOR THE R ECO R D

On Jul 26, 2017, at 1:15 PM, Dianne Mendez <dgm@louismendez.com> wrote:

To the Zoning Committee of the NYC City Council:

Approval of this mega store would exacerbate an already disastrous commercial vacancy rate in SoHo and environs. Over the pas
construction as well as conversion of ground floor apartments into retail spaces has vastly increased the amount of available com
in the neighborhood. Consequently, we are already suffering from an extraordinary glut of retail space at the same time that
such space has fallen dramatically and/or become financially unsustainable. 462 Broadway would only add to the already di
as has the recent plethora of other illegal oversized stores cropping up on Broadway. | Urge you to Vote NO on the propos

development of 462 Broadway!!!

Other Reasons for my opposition include:
- drives up rents for local and small business
- displaces small businesses and small shops
- drives out neighborhood amenities (groceries, delis, laundries, dry cleaners, hardware stores)
- sets a precedent for approval of MORE big retail in SoHo and lower Manhattan
- causes increased crowding and congestion on sidewalks
- promotes retail events that spill onto sidewalks and streets
- generates noise from deliveries & garbage pick-up
- generates excessive, sidewalk-blocking piles of trash and garbage

Dianne Mendez

421 West Broadway
dgm@Ilouismendez.com
646-858-4598 (home)
212-334-4956 (service)
917-817-8758 (cell)
917-591-4625 (fax)




« @« » I @&

More «
Reply Reply All Forward Delete Spam
Oppose Soho Mega-stores!
From Marc Hirschfeld marc.hirschfeld@gmail.com hide details Wed, Jul 26,

To drichards drichards@council.nyc.gov, dgreenfield dgreenfield@council.nyc.gov, Rearley Rearley@council.nyc.gov,
plecnard pleonard@council.nyc.gov, Rmendez Rmendez@council.nyc.gov, district3 district3@council.nyc.gov,
garodnick garodnick@council.nyc.gov, JVanBramer JVanBramer@council.nyc.gov,
varianmichele varianmichele@aol.com, SoHo Alliance info@sohoalliance.org

Cc  Elizabeth Kurtzman lizknyc@aol.com FORTHE RECORD

To Whom it May Concern,

My name is Marc Hirschfeld, a longtime Soho resident, who has watched with dismay as the character of our charming neighborhood has been s
decimated by the influx of giant retail stores on Broadway which is zoned to a maximum of 10,000 square feet or less. The City Council, the DoE
City Planning Commission and our own City Councilwoman, Margaret Chin, continue to turn a blind eye to the flagrant violation of these zoning |
and the destruction of our neighborhood.

This has resulted in driving up the cost of residential, commercial and retail rents, choking our narrow cobblestone streets with cars, and our side
tourists and street vendors. It's displaced local and small businesses, driven out all of the local services that residents, like myself, rely on incluc
stores, mom and pop delis, dry cleaners, and hardware stores. The over saturation of late night bars and restaurants with liquor permits insures
noise on the streets until the wee hours. This additional foot traffic also generates massive amounts of trash that the City is incapable of keepin
and excessive noise related to the commercial deliveries that happen around the clock to service these massive stores.

Walk down Broadway or any of our small streets and see how many 'for rent’ signs and closed storefronts are in Soho because the landlords hav
the rents waiting for yet another national retail chain to rob whatever unique charm remains in our neighborhood. Let the massive amount of stor
vacancies on Bleecker Street in Greenwich Village be a warning to you. This growth is unsustainable and will destroy what makes Soho a destir
visitors from around the world. THIS MUST STOP.

| implore you to reject the developer's request for a special permit at 462 Broadway and help us maintain what remaining charm makes Soho one¢
important neighborhoods in New York City.

Thank you for your consideration.
Marc Hirschfeld

182 Lafayette St.
New York, NY 10013



Bryan Wong <wongfam.nyc @ gmail.com>

Date: Tue, Jul 25, 2017 at 4:59 PM

Subject: We oppose granting Special Permits to 462 Broadway
To: drichards@council.nyc.gov, dgreenfield@council.nyc.gov, Rearley @council.nye. gov, pleonard@coun
cil.nyec.gov, Rmendez @council.nyc. gov, district3 @council.nyc.gov, garodnick@council.nyc.gov, JVanBra
mer@ council.nve.gov

Ce: Romnnie Wolf <ronniewolf54@ gmail .com>

To Whom It May Concern:

We are residents at 458 Broadway and we oppose the granting of Special
Permits related to 462 Broadway. We are opposed for a host of reasons,
including but not limited to:

- increased foot and vehicle traffic; FOR THE RECORD
- noise, light and air pollution;

- the loss of the historical character of our neighborhood;

Sincerely,

Bryan Wong & Margaret Gattuso
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IN OPPOSITION OG LARGE SCALE RETAIL AT 462 BROADWAY
From Ronnie Wolf ronniewolf54@gmail.com hide details Wed, Jul 26,

To drichards drichards@council.nyc.gov, NYC Greenfield dgreenfield@council.nyc.gov,
Roxanne Earley Rearley@council.nyc.gov, Leonard, Paul pleonard@council.nyc.gov,
Rmendez Rmendez@council.nyc.gov, district3 district3@council.nyc.gov, garodnick garodnick@council.nyc.gov,
JVanBramer JVanBramer@council.nyc.gov, Michele Varian varianmichele@aol.com,
SoHo Alliance info@sohoalliance.org

Cc  Ronnie Wolf ronniewolf54@gmail.com, Pete Davies pdavies1@nyc.rr.com

Dear Councilwoman Chin,
| am writing in opposition to the proposed very large scale retail operation proposed at 462 Broadway as an owner at 458 Broadway.

It's obvious that retail is coming (or has come) to dominate our mixed use neighborhood. And while that has mixed implications, allowi
SoHo to be conducted on a scale proposed for 462 Broadway is a very disturbing prospect.

We've watched other large scale retail encroach--mostly illegally--to the very real detriment of non-retail neighbors. This cannot, as th
Commission proposed, be adequately mitigated by simply restricting delivery hours. Large scale retail relies on large deliveries that ta
execute; doing these during business hours isn't going to work well, if at all, given the congestion of our streets and sidewalks.

The mixed use neighborhood of New York are special places. They are best served by having large buildings, like 462, have multiple :
tenants.

1 urge you to limit any retail operations at 462 to 10,000 square feet and insist that the remaining space be committed to other comme

Thank you, John POWELL

FOR THE RECORD
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Mega-Store on 462 Broadway
From Robert T Cohen rc22@nyu.edu hide details Wed, Jul 26,

To drichards drichards@council.nyc.gov, dgreenfield dgreenfield@council.nyc.gov, Rearley Rearley@council.nyc.gov,
plecnard plecnard@council.nyc.gov, Rmendez Rmendez@council.nyc.gov, district3 district3@council.nyc.gov,
garodnick garodnick@council.nyc.gov, JVanBramer JVanBramer@council.nyc.gov,
varianmichele varianmichele@aol.com, SoHo Alliance info@sohoalliance.org

As a 35 year resident of SoHo | forcefully object to the Planning Commission's Special Permit for a Mega-Store on 462 Broadway for the followin

- it displaces small businesses and small shops

- it drives out neighborhood amenities (groceries, delis, laundries, dry cleaners, hardware steres) because of high rents that only very large comp
pay

- it sets a precedent for approval of MORE big retail in SoHe and lower Manhattan

- it causes increased crowding and congestion on sidewalks

- it promotes retail events that spill onto sidewalks and streets

- it generates noise from deliveries & garbage pick-up

| strongly urge you to deny the permit.
Robert Cohen

Robert Cohen, Ph.D.
123 Prince Street
New York, NY 10012
phone 212.475.5682
fax 212.388.0861

£QR THE RECORD
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Opposition to Box Store Permit
From Frank Green fwgreenhere@gmail.com hide details Wed, Jul 26,

To drichards drichards@council.nyc.gov, dgreenfield dgreenfield@council.nyc.gov, Rearley Rearley@council.nyc.gov,
pleonard pleonard@council.nyc.gov, Rmendez Rmendez@council.nyc.gov, district3 district3@council.nyc.gov,
garodnick garodnick@council.nyc.gov, JVanBramer JVanBramer@council.nyc.gov,
varianmichele varianmichele@aol.com, info info@sohoalliance.org

Cc chin chin@council.nyc.gov, Christopher Marte cmarte@martenyc.com

L adies and Gentlemen,

| write to express my opposition opposition to the granting of a permit for a mega-store at 462 Broadway. As a resident of SoHo, this store will hz
deleterious impact on my neighborhood as it will

- drive up rents for local and small business

- displace small businesses and small shops

- drive out neighborhood amenities (groceries, delis, laundries, dry cleaners, hardware stores) because of  high rents that only very large comp
pay

- set a precedent for approval of MORE big retail in SoHo and lower Manhattan

- cause increased crowding and congestion on sidewalks

- promote retail events that spill onto sidewalks and streets

- generate noise from deliveries & garbage pick-up

Please vote against the special permit for this mega-store.
Frank Green

271 Mulberry Street
NYC 10012

FoRT\'\E RECORD
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Vote No on 462 Broadway
From Jeannine Kiely jeanninekiely@gmail.com hide details

To richards richards@council.nyc.gov, David G. Greenfield dgreenfield@council.nyc.gov,
Roxanne Earley Rearley@council.nyc.gov, Rosie Mendez Rmendez@council.nyc.gov,
Councilmember Corey Johnson district3@council.nyc.gov, garodnick garodnick@council.nyc.gov,
Margaret Chin chin@council.nyc.gov, JVanBramer JVanBramer@council.nyc.gov,
Marian Guerra mguerra@council.nyc.gov

Cc Mark Dicus mdicus@sohobroadway.org, Michele Varian varianmichele@aol.com,
Soho Alliance info@sochoalliance.org

Please vote no on the 462 Broadway. If you want to maintain the beauty of a mixed use neighborhood, with residents, small tech an
and ground floor retail under 10,000 SF, please vote no!

If you want SoHo to become Times Square South, vote yes. And know that a yes vote will drive out residents who can afford to leav
neighborhood unlivable for those who cannot.

e Avyes vote will drive up rents for local and small businesses that serve local residents and employees, not tourists, furthering
businesses and small shops.

e Ayes vote will further drive out neighborhood amenities like grocery stores (i.e. Met Foods closed in December 2016) and de
December 2016), because only large companies with “marketing budgets” can pay high rents.

e Avyes vote will set a precedent for approval of MORE big retail in SoHo and lower Manhattan.

e Avyes vote will cause increased crowding and congestion on sidewalks...thankfully my children have long outgrown their stro
are too congested for the young and old, our most vulnerable neigh boys.

e Avyes vote promotes retail events that spill onto sidewalks and streets.

Avyes vote generates crowding from deliveries

e Avyes vote generates garbage beyond what the Department of Sanitation can manage.

Kind regards,
Jeannine

Jeannine Kiely
121 Mercer Street, #5

New York, NY 10012 FOR THE RECORD



From: Ronnie Wolf <ronniewolf54@gmail.com>

To: drichards <drichards@council.nyc.gov=>; dgreenfield <dgreenfield@council.nyc.gov>, Roxanne Earley
<Rearley@council.nyc.gov>; Leonard, Paul <pleonard@council.nyc.gov>; Rmendez <Rmendez@council.nyc.gov>;
district3 <district3@council.nyc.gov>; garodnick <garodnick@council.nyc.gov>; JVanBramer
<JVanBramer@council.nyc.gov>; Anita Brandt <anitabrandt@abbarchitects.com=; Terri Cude <tc@tcude.com>;
BGerhards <BGerhards@manhattanbp.nyc.gov>; EBaptiste <EBaptiste@manhattanbp.nyc>

Subject: Fwd: Letter of objection to 462 broadway

Date: Tue, Jul 25, 2017 7:22 pm

Dear Margaret Chin,
As a Resident and Commercial Owner at 458 Broadway, I oppose 462 Broadway's Special
Permit applications.

Oversized Retailers conducting business within any mixed use community such as ours wreaks
havoc on the well being and quality of life of thriving residential communities. Noise generated
from trucks which "honk" on arrival and idle while making daily deliveries and sanitation pick
ups goes on for 24 hours a day. Retailers leave lights on all night and when they need a financial
boost, they plan events that extend onto the sidewalks, sometimes even close streets, bringing
hoards of people to their event, blocking entrances and causes nuisances to adjacent buildings.

More noise, more congestion with no gains to the residents who pay enormous Real Estate taxes
to the City.

SoHo residents used to coexist with Retailers, as they took over ground floor warehouse spaces
in the late 70's through early 2000's BECAUSE these retailers limited their stores sizes to under
10,000 sq ft. It's only in the last 10 years or so that multiple Commercial Owners have gradually
unlawfully decided to ignore SoHo's zoning size restriction; pushing out smaller tenants by
raising rents to create oversized spaces.

Their illegal non conforming actions upset the balance of our neighborhood.

You are the only ones who can STOP and put an end to how Commercial Owners are exploiting
the character of our neighborhood and keep others who have been warehousing their large empty
spaces from seeking Special Permits for their properties. These owners selfishly ignore the well
being of the extensive residential base of our neighborhood to squeeze enormous financial gains
out of their properties.

Artist, Dancers and Actors need practice spaces. Architects, those in Tech, Fashion, Branding
and Entrepreneurs need offices. These types of businesses and so many more would be a perfect
fit for 462 Broadway and the neighborhood and would not require Special Permits.

Protect SoHo's sq footage limit for ground floor spaces. Meringoff Properties lists 462
Broadway's ground floor at over 8,000sq, excluding common area and the empty Retail,which is
at least 10,000 sq that they are presently collecting rent on for the next 6 years and basement is
noted as 16,000.00sq ft.

Please don't allow for Retail or Eating Establishments on the second and third floors. Stand in
support of the Residents and Small Business Owners. Please vote No to 462 Broadway's
SPECIAL Permit Applications.

Thank you

Ronnie Wolf
SoHo Residential BID Board Member

934 IHL 404
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Please say NO to big retail in our mixed-use neighborhood
From Wolff, Jessica wolff@exchange.tc.columbia.edu hide details Wed, Jul 26,

To drichards drichards@council.nyc.gov, dgreenfield dgreenfield@council.nyc.gov, Rearley Rearley@council.nyc.gov,
Leonard, Paul pleonard@council.nyc.gov, Rmendez Rmendez@council.nyc.gav, district3 district3@council.nyc.gov,
garodnick garodnick@council.nyc.gav, JVanBramer JVanBramer@council.nyc.gov,
varianmichele varianmichele@acl.com, info info@sohoalliance.org, Mark Dicus mdicus@sohobroadway.org

My family and | have lived in Soho for many years, but our neighborhood is becoming more and more unlivable. The reason is the escalation of ¢
stores. It is ruining our neighborhood. Please act to stop this now. All of the issues below are of great concern to us.

Please stop the spread of big retail in Soho because it

- drives up rents for local and small business

- displaces small businesses and small shops

- drives out neighborhood amenities (groceries, delis, laundries, dry cleaners, hardware stores) because of high rents that only very large compa
- sets a precedent for approval of MORE big retail in SoHo and lower Manhattan

- causes increased crowding and congestion on sidewalks

- promotes retail events that spill onto sidewalks and streets

- generates crowding from deliveries

-- generates garbage beyond what the Department of Sanitation can manage.

Yours truly,
Jessica Wolff and Stephen Wanta

FORTHE ReGoRp



Testimony
July 27 2017

Jonathan Gaska-District manager Community board 14

Good Morning,

| would first like to thank Councilman Richards for his efforts in revitalizing the Downtown Far Rockaway
area.

I would also like to than Mayor de Blasio for committing almost $100 million for the project

Since the early 1960’s the residents of Far Rockaway have been waiting for a project that would
revitalize the Downtown shopping area.

The Board and the surrounding communities have been begging for commercial revitalization,

The board held numerous meetings and public hearings before the board voted on the ULURP
application

The public has spoken and one thing that every speaker agreed on is this-

The project is too dense, too many residential units, the buildings are too tall and there is not enough
parking.

The surrounding neighborhoods of this project are mostly low scale 1-3 family homes, the area directly
adjacent to the commercial area the building height does not exceed 7 stories

Downtown Far Rockaway is not Long island City nor is it Manhattan and the residents of the Far
rockaway are want it to preserve the neighborhood character of the adjacent neighborhoods.

The Board conditionally approved the pian

We felt it was vital to cap the height of the proposed buildings at 105 feet and to limit two buildings at
that height- '

The board supports no more than 1100 units in total within the FRUA

Placing 1,700 units in an area thatisonly 13 acres is like trying to put 5 pounds of cheese in a one
poundbag. The Arverne Urban renewal area is 305 acres and only 5,000 total units are proposed on a
site that is 200% larger. Quality of life matters

We also object to the proposed R-6 up zoning in the areas outside the FRUA- we request an R-5 with a
40 foot limit. The homes directly adjacent to the proposed R-6 are one and two family homes- R-6 is
completely out of context,

We also strongly believe that a new zoned elementary school be built within the scope or directly
adjacent to the FRUA- asking 5,6,7 year old children to be bused to a school 7 miles away across the
other side of the district is both bad educational and public policy



The board also has requested that within the special district of the FRUA 75 % parking be instituted for
ALL units no matter what income level '

The Board also opposed the sale of the vacant city owned lot on Nameoke street formerly a Dept. of
Sanitation Satellite office- the DEIS identified the need for open space and active recreation. We would
like this site to be a children’s park with a park house with restrooms.

We believe that the project as the board recommend is a good compromise from what is proposed by
the City and what the community wants and needs.

Remember whatever is finally built inthe Downtown area the residents will have to live with
forever,

Let’s do it right,



Testimony of Leila Bozorg, Deputy Commissioner for Neighborhood Strategies
Department of Housing Preservation and Development
New York City Council Subcommittee on Zoning and Franchises
: July 27, 2017 ‘

Good morning, Subcommittee Chair Richards, Chair Greenfield, and members of the City
. Council, | am Leila Bozorg, Deputy Commissioner for Neighborhood Strategies at the
Department of Housing Preservation and Development. Today | am here in support of
the proposed Downtown Far Rockaway rezoning and urban renewal plan, which if
approved will rezone parts of the community and include the second neighborhood-

scale implementation of the MIH program.

As one of the lead agencies of the Mayor’s Housing New York plan, HPD is deeply
invested in implementing housing policies that not only address our housing crisis
through the creation of new affordable housing, but that also aggressively works to
ensure that existing residents can stay in the neighborhood they love even as changes
occur. In this way, HPD and our partner agencies are working to create diverse and
livable communities through the new developments that re-zonings like the one hefore

you will help enable, along with our proactive preservation work.

We know that to mitigate the tide of rising rents we must increase the supply of housing
to better meet demand. In fact, HPD has already been very active in the Rockaways and
we are optimistic about the potential that this re-zoning provides to improve upon that
work and expand housing opportunities. Over the past three years alone as part of
Housing New York, HPD financed the preservation and new construction of nearly 1,800
units of affordable housing in this Community District, 20% of which have been for
homeowners. This includes 325 new construction units and 1,471 preservation units.
This proposed rezoning presents an opportunity te build a substantial number of new

affordable homes while also re-activating the downtown area through mixed-use,



mixed-income developments. We anticipate that approximately 3,100 units could be

built under the new zoning, over the next 15 years.

As part of the City’s commitment to providing the broadest and deepest affordability
possible, HPD is already working with EDC on reviewing submissions to the Beach 21°
Street RFP site, which will be a 100% affordable development that will provide

approximately 170 units to a broad range of individuals and families.

Furthermore, the proposed urban renewal area will enable the transformation of a
derelict shopping center and parking lot into an active mixed use downtown center with
up to 1,700 units of 'housing that will be at least 50% affordable. This housing will
include a broad range of affordability from exiremely and very low to moderate and

" middle income households. And beyond Downtown Far Rockaway, in the wider
Rockaways, HPD remains committed to continuing to invest in building new affordable
housing in Edgemere, including exploring a Community Land Trust to help facilitate long-

term affordable homeownership and resilient land management.

Mapping a new Mandatory Inclusionary Housing area here will ensure that 25-30% of all
new housing units, whether on private or publicly owned land, will be permanently
affordable. While we will continue to work together on the term and depth of
affordability of new units, with this proposed action we will ensure that a significant
portion of units on both public and private sites are by law locked in to permanent
affordability. That's an amazing and brogressive advancementin land use policy that i
would again like to thank the Chairman and members of this Subcommittee and

Committee for working with the Administration on.

We've heard the same concerns in Downtown Far Rockaway that we’ve heard in many
other neighborhoods: that the people who stuck it out during tougher times want to be

sure to reap the benefits of positive change in the community. Indeed, in many ways



HPD’s focus in rezoning areas has become about how we effectively and proactively
preserve existing affordable housing while also encouraging new development that

meets a range of needs, including existing needs.

The Department has built a robust preservation toolbox and we plan to deploy all of
them to do our best to ensure existing housing remains affordable to current and future
Far Rockaway residents. These tools include: providing tax incentives to building
owners to keep existing apartments affordable, and implementing an extensive
outreach strategy to offer loans and tax exemptions that lock-in affordability When
owners have buildings in need of physical repair or want to make green upgrades to
their property. To continue to protect existing tenants, HPD will also partner with other
agencies including HRA, which is providing free legal representation to tenants facing
harassment or eviction and working with the Tenant Harassment Prevention Task Force

to investigate and take action against landlords who harass tenants.

We will also increase access to affordable housing by making it easier for residents to
understand, prepare for, and complete the affordable housing application process
through the Housing Ambassadors program, which the Council has so generously

supported.

Finally, HPD will continue to work with EDC and other partners to do more to promote
economic opportunity by leveraging its investments in affordable housing to create local

jobs and strengthen small businesses.

Thank you for the opportunity to testify today. | am now going to hand the floor over to
my colleague Nick Molinari from the Department of Parks and Recreation, and will be

happy to take any questions after testimony has concluded.



New York City Economic Development Corporation
Subcommittee on Zoning and Franchises
Testimony on East 34™ Street Heliport
David Hopkins, Senior Director of Aviation
July 27, 2017

Good Morning Chair Richards and Land Use Committee Chair Greenfield and Councilmembers
Garodnick, Williams, Reynoso, Torres and Gentile, T am David Hopkins the Senior Director of
Aviation in the Ports and Transportation Department at the New York City Economic
Development Corporation. I am joined by my colleagues Lydia Downing, Senior Vice President
and Lynne Guey, Assistant Vice President in the Government and Community Relations Dept.
and Johnathan DeVries, AVP in our Asset Management Department. We are here to provide

testimony regarding the application for the special permit for the E. 34™ St. Heliport.

EDC oversees the heliport on behalf of the Department of Small Business Services. EDC has an
operating agreement with Atlantic Aviation which manages the heliport. That operating
agreement expires in March 2018. EDC plans on issuing a request for proposals for a new
operator this fall. The conditions of the special permit will be included in the RFP and reflected

in the new operator agreement.

Three heliports provide service in Manhattan, distributing traffic associated with businesses in
midtown and downtown. In addition to E. 34" St., EDC oversees the Downtown Manhattan
Heliport. The Hudson River Park Trust oversees the W. 30™ St. heliport. The downtown
heliport is the only one that allows tourist flights. At E.34" activity is focused on corporate and
charter traffic that serves the business community in Midtown. The heliport provides convenient
access to these businesses. E. 34" St. also provides a critical role in emergency flights bound for

the hospitals along First Ave.



EDC agrees with the proposed operating restrictions proposed for the heliport by the Community

Board 6, including the following:

--No operations on the weekends
~-Weekday operations limited to 8AM to 8PM (except for emergencies/public safety)
~-No tour flights |

--A maximum of 28,800 operations per year (equivalent to 14,400 flights)

We also discussed special events with the Community Board and noted that the existing and
future operating agreement will require approval by EDC of any special events, with notification

to the Community Board and Councilmember.

In addition we have agreed to conduct a review at the end of year five of the agreement to assess
compliance with these terms and conditions and consult with the community on the operations.
All these conditions also are consistent with those proposed by the Borough President in her May

22™ recommendation to approve the special permit.

On the recommendation of the Borough President and as reflected in her transmittal letter, EDC
also has agreed to expand our reporting of activity at the heliport to include a quarterly report on
operations and a report every six months on planned maintenance and improvements at the
facility. We will also begin providing a copy of the monthly summary of 311 complaints to the

Community Board and the Borough President.

The City Planning Commission reflected all the above provisions in its recommendation to the

Council. EDC fully supports these conditions.

.



We believe that the proposed operating parameters strike a reasonable balance between
community concerns and the need to continue to provide this vital facility to corporate and

emergency users. We would appreciate your support of the special permit.

I would also like to take this opportunity to tell you about a pending upgrade to the facility. The
current chain link fencing of the facility will be replaced with a more attractive and secure steel
fencing. Additional lighting and security cameras are part of the program. These improvements

will begin this summer and be completed by the fall.

Thank you for your consideration of the special permit request. We would be glad to answer any

questions.
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Downtown Far Rockaway

Hearing of the City Council Subcommittee on Zoning and Franchises
EDC TESTIMONY

July 27, 2017

Introduction (}lames Patchett)

Good morning, Subcommittee Chair Richards, Committee Chairman Greenfield, and City Council
Members. | am James Patchett, President of the New York City Economic Development Corporation and
1 am pleased to present to you today the work we have been doing in Downtown Far Rockaway, in
partnership with Council Member Richards, our sister agencies, and members of the Downtown Far
Rockaway community. EDC’s goal is to make New York City the global model for inclusive innovation and
economic growth, fueled by the diversity of our people and our businessas. We are dedicated to
bolstering the City’'s eaconomy, strengthening its neighborhoods, and increasing economic opportunity
for all New Yorkers. The proposed land use actions before you today very much exemplify these goals.

These land use actions are one part of the larger Downtown Far Rockaway Roadmap for Action, which is
a comprehensive City plan for the neighborhood that was released last year. The Roadmap for Action is
a set of strategies designed to bring Downtown Far Rockaway back to the thriving Village center that it
once was, and improve it as a downtown hub to strengthen existing businesses and attract new ones,
create jobs, and provide afferdable housing and community sefvices for this portion of the peninsula.

To present this work to you, | am joined by my colleagues, Housing Preservation and Development
Deputy Commissioner of Neighborhood Strategies Leila Bozorg; New York City Department of Parks and
Recreation Chief of Planning and Neighborhood Development Nick Malinari; and our Senior Vice
President of Development at EDC, Nate Bliss. [ am going to provide a brief overview of all the work
we've been doing in Downtown Far Rockaway. Nate will go in to some more detail about the process,
and the land use actions that we are proposing today. He will be followed by representatives from HPD
and Parks, who will discuss other elements of the Downtown Far Rockaway Roadmap for Action. We
also have Department of City Planning Queens Director John Young, Department of Small Business
Services Deputy Commissioner for Neighborhood Development Michael Blaise Backer, as well as
representatives from the Department of Education [AND OTHERS] available to answer any questions
after the testimony.

The Downtown Far Rockaway Redevelopment Plan is the second neighborhood-wide rezoning under the
de Blasio administration. This is an important milestone for the City. But, perhaps more importantly,
this is a significant moment for the community of Downtown Far Rockaway, represented capably by
Council Member Richards, who called on the City to invest in an area that has great needs and been
ignored by past administrations.

In its heyday, Downtown Far Rockaway was the commercial, institutional, and transportation hub of the
Rockaways. It was a place where residents of the peninsula came to shop and eat, take in a movie or a
show, visit their doctor or accountant, and connect te other places in the City via the subway or Long
Island Railroad. But since that time, this area has declined, and today Downtown Far Rockaway does not
serve the community as effectively as it could.



Current zoning dates back to 1960, and does not allow for the mix of live/work/play uses that has been
the hallmark of downtown main street revivals across the country. Infrastructure is outdated and does
not support growth. Streets are auto-oriented and hinder the flow of people from place to place. Long
underutilized properties interrupt the vibrant street life, creating areas that are uninviting and hinder
growth and reinvestment.

Called to action by Council Member Richards, EDC has been leading an interagency effort — in close
partnership with community stakeholders — to revitalize this portion of the peninsula. We've had 10
meetings of the Downtown Far Rockaway Working Group, four public meetings with over 100
participants at each, 6 meetings with the Community Board or committees, and over 30 one-on-one
discussions with stakeholders. The input from this public outreach effort has been invaluable and is
reflected throughout the plan’s strategies and proposals.

Through this outreach, we’ve heard that the community is eager for change. There is a desire for diverse
retail options and neighborhood amenities. There is strong interest in activating long-vacant, neglected
properties in the area. A common concern is access o jobs, particularly for the significant local
population that is younger than 35. And we have heard that there is a need for affordable housing at
diverse income levels, to ensure that residents young and old can stay and grow in their community.

In response to the Council Member and community stakeholders’ outreach and recommendations, in
February of 2016, Mayor de Blasio pledged $91 million in capital funding for the revitalization of
Downtown Far Rockaway, and later that year, EDC and the interagency team released the Downtown
Far Rockaway Roadmap for Action. Today, you are considering land use interventions that emerged
from the Roadmap for Action—items that are crucial to activating this area and catalyzing investment.
These actions include 1) the creation of an Urban Renewal Area, 2) zoning map amendments, 3} zoning
text amendments, including the mapping of an MIH area, and 4) the disposition of City-owned property.
These actions represent a comprehensive, bold land use strategy, to ensure that long vacant and
underutilized properties can be activated.

Thank you for your attention, and thank you Council Member Richards again for your leadership. I'll now
hand it over to my colleague Nate Bliss to go into more detail about the process, the Roadmap for
Action, and the proposed land use actions. | look forward to answering your questions after the
Administration’s testimony.



Slides (Nate Bliss)
SLIDE 1: Cover

Thank you, James, and geed maorning, Subcommittee Chair Richards, Committee Chairman Greenfield,
and City Council Members. | am Nate Bliss, Senior Vice President at the New York City Economic
Development Corporation.

SLIDES 2: Downtown Far Rockaway Today

As James described, Downtown Far Rockaway played a key role in the history of the peninsula, and is
situated at an important place today. It is connected to the subway and the Long Island Railroad; is close
to the beach, bay, and the peninsula’s largest employer and only hospital; and is one of the few places
on the peninsula located outside of the floodplain. it was known — and indeed Is still known — as “the
Village.” However, the Village today barely resembles the Village of the past.

As the peninsula as a whole transitioned from a vacation community to a place of permanent residents,
lower-income populations and public housing was increasingly concentrated in the eastern portion of
the peninsula. Changing consumer preferences for retail, and an increasing reliance on the automobile,
left the Village’'s commercial corridors struggling. With little access to jobs, goods, and services, and with
absentee owners sitting on languishing properties, Downtown Far Rockaway was stuck in a cycle of
decline.

Today, the larger area that surrounds Downtown Far Rockaway is home to almost half of the residents
of the entire peninsula. Household income lags that of the City, with almost a quarter of the population
living below the poverty line. While this area is connected to public transportation, there are limited
local employment options, and residents endure long commutes to jobs. For too long, a lack of City
attention compounded these problems, allowing stagnation without a framewark for growth. And while
this area is located outside of the floodplain, the effects of Sandy were felt here too, as months of
transit service interruption and electricity outages highlighted neighborhood vulnerabilities.

The result is that almost no new development has occurred in Downtown Far Rockaway in the past 20
plus years. The lack of development has created an area that is not pedestrian-friendly, and there are
few open spaces for people to gather. Large, underutilized sites have hindered opportunities for growth.
Ultimately, Downtown Far Rockaway — once a bustling and vibrant gateway to Queens and New York
City — does not optimally serve its residents as it exists today.

SLIDE 3: The Planning Pracess

As lames described, the Downtown Far Rockaway Redevelopment Plan is the result of an extensive
community planning process that spanned a number of years. Most recently, EDC began working with
Council Member Richards in 2014, exploring opportunities for City investment in the peninsula post-
Sandy. In late 2015, those efforts became focused on Downtown Far Rockaway, with the formation of
the Downtown Far Rockaway Working Group, led by Council Member Richards. The Working Group —



composed of elected officials, as well as representatives from the business, nonprofit, and residential
community — was charged with developing recommendations for reviving the area.

In February of 2016, the Working Group delivered a letter of recommendations to Mayor de Blasio,
calling on the City to take action in this community. And the City responded: the Mayor pledged $91
million in capital funding for the revitalization of Downtown Far Rockaway, and later that year, EDC and
an interagency team released the Downtown Far Rockaway Roadmap for Action, a set of short-,
medium-, and long-term strategies focused on bringing back the “Village.” The Roadmap includes
strategies focused on land use and zoning, housing, transportation, public space, economic
development, community services and culture, all of which were conceived to work together to improve
the quality of life for Downtown Far Rockaway residents and unlock opportunity.

SLIDES 4-5: What We Heard

During all of our 50-plus meetings in Far Rockaway — whether with the Working Group, public open
houses, or one-on-one discussions —we heard a lot of important feedback, and this input shaped the
Roadmap for Action and the land use actions that you are considering today.

We've heard that residents want more and different types of retail, they want affordable housing
options, and they want open space and community facilities to serve residents young and old. Residents
and business owners spoke about areas in the downtown that feel secluded and unsafe, and their desire
for vacant and underutilized lots to be developed with active uses.

We've also heard concerns about new development, and about density and height. We’ve heard about
the need for parking. We've heard about the needs of Downtown Far Rockaway’s workforce and its
existing businesses. We've heard that new development should be accompanied by infrastructure and
services to support it.

Though opinions may differ, there is a common thread what we've heard — people remember a time
that was better in Downtown Far Rockaway, and they are ready for change.

SLIDE 6: Roadmap for Action

The Roadmap for Action includes short-, medium-, and long-term strategies to address these concerns
and to turn the tide for this community. As an example, already this year as part of the Roadmagp for
Action, SBS and EDC completed storefront improvements for 18 existing businesses, breathing new life
into Downtown Far Rockaway’s retail corridors. In the mid-term, Downtown Far Rockaway will have a
brand new state-of-the-art library that will accommodate expanded programming and create an iconic
anchor for the downtown. $57 million in DEP water and sewer improvements are planned to ensure
adequate capacity for current and future residents, and a $20 million DOT streetscape and public realm
improvement plan will ensure new streets and plazas will better connect people to all that the
Downtown has to offer,



While these investments will be crucial to the success of Downtown Far Rockaway, they alone cannot
bring the change that is needed, nor are they guaranteed to result in activation of long-underutilized
sites in the area. To that end, in December 2016, EDC released an RFP for the City-owned site at Beach
21% Street. This site occupies a key location in the downtown, and based on feedback from the
community, could accommodate new retail, community facility space, and affordable housing. The
responses to this RFP have been competitive and indicate that the market is ready to act, but the
development cannot go forward without the land use actions that are before you today. These actions —
which will facilitate mixed-use development throughout the community — are key to unlocking
Downtown Far Rockaway's potential.

SLIDE 7: Proposed Land Use Actions: Existing Conditions

On the Beach 21* Street site and throughout the downtown, current zoning does not provide a
framewaork for growth. The ability of the market to respond favorably to City investment is constrained
by zoning that dates back to 1961 and doesn’t allow for the type of development needed to sustain a
vibrant downtown — large areas in the downtown don’t allow any housing today. Furthermore, there are
long-underutilized City-owned and privately-owned properties for which a credible, actionable
activation plan is critical to jumpstarting development activity in the district. As you can see here, these
regulatory constraints have resulted in the type of auto-oriented, suburban-style, and dramatically
underutilized properties you see today.

SLIDE 8: Overview of Land Use Actipns

The proposed land use actions have been developed to directly respond to market opportunities and to
the problems identified by the Working Group and voiced in numerous public meetings and discussions.
The land use actions include:

»  One, an area-wide rezoning, to aliow for mixed-use development, and through a new
Special District to guide new development on the large site known as the Thriftway Mall
in the heart of downtown;

"  Two, disposition of two City-owned sites in key locations in the downtown for
redevelopment; and

» Three, the creation of a new Urban Renewal Area focused on the Thriftway Mall site to
provide the City with the tools necessary to ensure that the false starts of the past are
not repeated, and that activation of long-vacant sites can be assured.

SLIDE 9: Proposed Rezoning

The proposed rezoning would help unlock the Downtown Far Rockaway's development potential by
facilitating new mixed-use residential, commercial and community facility buildings at moderate
densities. Much of the area would be rezoned to R6/C2-4 to allow 5-to-10-story buildings with
commercial and community facility uses on the ground floor.

6



The area between Mott and Nameoke Avenues closest to the A train and LIRR stations would be
rezoned to R7-1/C2-4 to allow primarily 6-12-story buildings (with limited opportunities for taller
structures) with a mix of residential and commercial or community facility uses,

A small portion of the area would be rezoned from C4-2 to R5/C2-4 to provide a transition in height and
limit the range of uses near the periphery of the rezoning area.

The proposed actions would also establish a Mandatory Inclusionary Housing (MIH) Area within the
rezoning area. Under the City’s MIH Program, a share of new housing will be permanently affordable.
MIH seeks to reach a broad range of income levels and takes inte consideration neighborhood
conditions and affordability needs.

SLIDE 10: Proposed Land Use Actions: Conceptual Rendering

This slide shows you what the Village could become. The land use actions will encourage new, mixed-use
development close to the A Train and the LIRR, out of the floodplain, and in the heart of the Village.

The proposed rezening will also establish the Special Downtown Far Rockaway District, which will
modify the underlying zoning for nearly all of the 22-block rezoning area, to ensure that new
development blends into the existing neighborhood fabric. The proposed special district will:

* Require new open space and connections through the large block where Thriftway Mall is,
knitting this large site into the surrounding community, and providing a new path between the A
Train and the LIRR,

s Set consistent maximum densities for new developments, but adjust allowable street wall and
building heights to reflect existing built scale. It will limit taller buildings (12 to 15 stories) to the
very center of the downtown core and large development sites.

¢ In key areas, the proposed Special District would require active ground floors to fill in the gaps
along the existing commercial corridors, and provide new open spaces to promote pedestrian
activity and drive foot traffic. '

¢ By tailoring parking requirements, we’ll ensure that businesses and community facilities have
ample parking to serve their employees and customers.

New development throughout the rezoning area will help activate vacant and underutilized lots. New
housing will provide affordable options for current residents and allow the neighborhood’s young
professionals an opportunity to stay in Far Rockaway. A critical mass of housing of diverse incomes will
ensure a captive audience for new and existing retailers. And new development will be supported by
additional community facilities and open space.

SLIDE 11: Proposed Land Use Actions: Conceptual Rendering

Overall, the proposed rezoning could bring over 250,000 sf of commercial space, allowing for new retail
space, jobs, and second floor office uses. About 86,000 sf of community facility space could be created,
to allow for uses like daycare, medical, and nonprofit offices. Over 3,000 new residential units could be



built, providing much-needed affordable housing at a range of incomes. And new development will be
served by 30,000 sf of required public open space, creating new gathering spaces and gateways to the
downtown.

While this may seem ambitious, we believe the market will support a Downtown Far Rockaway that
hosts sit-down restaurants, clothing stores, entertainment, medical offices, and other professicnal and
community services. With the area’s own history as our guide, we are confident that businesses will
thrive in a growing downtown.

SLIDES 12-17: Unlocking Opportunity

With the proposed land use actions in place, new development can end the cycle of decline in Far
Rockaway and allow the Village to better serve the peninsula. These views show what could happen in
the future with the proposed land use actions in place.

Slide 12: This shows the existing view from the A Train across Mott Avenue.

Slide 13: New development will draw people in from the A Train to a strengthened retail corridor on
Mott Avenue.

Slide 14: This shows the existing view looking east along Mott Avenue towards the library.

Slide 15: Housing and retail will line a new, programmable plaza space that opens up to the new library
on Central and Mott.

Slide 16: This shows the existing view from Redfern and Hassock, right at the Redfern Houses campus.

Slide 17: The northern portion of the Thriftway Mall site will be transformed, and the Nameoke corridor
will become an active area around the LIRR station.

In closing, | want to reiterate that this plan is about opportunity creation. We've heard from the
community about the change they would like to see for Downtown Far Rockaway, and now is the time
to build on unprecedented interagency coordination and community engagement to ensure that long-
standing issues are addressed. We're confident that the land use actions before you today are part of an
actionable framework for positive change in Downtown Far Rockaway that will vastly improve quality of
life and create opportunity for residents. You'll hear more detail from our agency partners in the
testimony that follows. | want to thank you for your time and consideration, and I'd like to hand it over
to HPD's Deputy Commissioner of Neighborhood Strategies, Leila Bozorg.
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Land Use/Area Map
Ebenezer Plaza, Brooklyn

Block 3861: Lots 1& 6

Block 3862: Lots 1, 23, 24, 25 & 26
Project ID # P2015K0526
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Land Use Action / Project Summary

Zoning Map Changes:

The proposed Zoning Map Amendment would change the zoning of Blocks 3860, 3861,
3862 that are currently zoned M1-1 to either R7A or R7D with C2-4 commercial overlay
The rezoning would map the R7D district on the southern portions of Block 3861 and
3862 and R7A on the northern portions of Block 3861 and 3862

An R7A would be mapped on the entirety of Block 3860

Zoning Text Amendment:

L]

Include Zoning Text Amendments to Zoning Resolution (“ZR”) Appendix F: Inclusionary
Housing Designated Areas and Mandatory Inclusionary Housing Area for Community
District 16

The proposed text amendment would establish the Project Area as an MIH Area
Facilitate the development of two 100 percent affordable mixed-use and transit oriented
buildings in Brownsville neighborhood of Brooklyn.

315 units of affordable housing at Site A under the HPD ELLA Program

100% of units targeted to households earning less than 60% AMI

216 units of affordable housing at Site B under the HPD Mix & Match Program

50% of units targeted to households earning less than 60% AMI
50% of units targeted to households earning less than 80% AMI

3 Ebenezer Plaza Owner LLC



Zoning Change Map

Zoning Change Map

Current Zoning Map (17d)

|

1 North

M3-1

ci1_ €12 c12  Ci4  Ci5 2-1
7 R0 U777 BESR 222 s

Proposed Zoning Map (17d) - Area being rezoned is outlined with dotted lines

Rezoning from M1-1 to R7A with C2-4 overlay
Rezoning from M1-1 to R7D with C2-4 overlay

Ebenezer Plaza Owner LLC



=
e
>
E
=
Q
<

\
\ I
|

i

RULTTT T

LT T T

Ebenezer Plaza Owner LLC



Ground Floor Plan
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Ebenezer Plaza — Unit Distribution

Unit Distribution

47 Studios

318 1BR Apartments
79 2BR Apartments
85 3BR Apartments

2 Super’s Units (2BR)
Total 531 Units

Site A — Block 3862

North Tower (New Lots) — 7 Stories with 2 set back floors for 9 total stories ~100’ tall
South Tower (Hegeman) — 9 Stories with 2 set back floors for 11 total stories ~118’ tall
315 Units

~322,000 GSF

~44,000 GSF Community Facility

~278,000 GSF Residential

Site B — Block 3861

North Tower (New Lots) — 7 Stories ~75 tall

South Tower (Hegeman) — 9 Stories with 2 set back floors for 11 total stories ~118’ tall
216 Units

~193,000 GSF

~20,000 GSF Retail

~173,000 GSF Residential

7 Ebenezer Plaza Owner LLC



Ebenezer Plaza — AMI ‘

% of AMI 1-person 2-person 3-person 4-person 5-person 6-person
30% 20,040 22,920 25,770 28,620 30,930 33,210
40% 26,720 30,560 34,360 38,160 41,240 44,280
50% 33,400 38,200 42,950 47,700 51,550 55,350
60% 40,080 45,840 51,540 57,240 61,860 66,420
70% 46,760 53,480 60,130 66,780 72,170 77,490
80% 53,440 61,120 68,720 76,320 82,480 88,560

* Phase I will have tiers of affordability all below 60% of AMI
Units will be available to:

[ ]

* Formerly Homeless Households
Households Earning 30% of AMI
Households Earning 40% of AMI
Households Earning 50% of AMI
Households Earning 60% of AMI

L] L] L L

« Phase II will have tiers of affordability all below 80% of AMI
The exact breakdown is still being worked out with HPD
Approximately 50% of units will be available to Households Earning 60% of AMI and

below

Approximately 50% of units will be available to Households Earning 80% of AMI and

below

Ebenezer Plaza Owner LLC




Site A — Typical Floor Plan
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Northeast View — New Lots & Powell
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Ebenezer Plaza — Church of God Programing

« Ebenezer Plaza will bring the Church of God of East Flatbush (the “Church”) to Brownsville

¢ The Church has a 1,500 member congregation which includes residents from East Flatbush,
Crown Heights, Brownsville & other areas of Brooklyn

*  Once Complete the Church Plans to continue its community outreach through its Hope Center
Development Corporation

* Currently serves the community of East Flatbush providing services including but not limited
to:
*  Soup Kitchen (serves 1,500 meals monthly)
«  Food Pantry (3,000 monthly)
* Clothing/Coats Drive
*  GED Program
 Computer Training
* Family Counseling
 Health Screening
* Snap recruitment
* Crisis Invention
« Family Restoration Prison Re-Entry
* Annual Community health fair

12 Ebenezer Plaza Owner LLC



Ebenezer Plaza — Church of God Parking

In light of the vital issue of parking within New York City, a growing number of congregations
have found creative ways to address this issue by partnering with adjoining parking agencies
and garages to provide congregants with parking space on Sundays

Large congregations such as Times Square Church, Brooklyn Tabernacle and others have
found this arrangement to be fruitful for its congregations as well as neighboring residents

Church of God of East Flatbush took steps in anticipation of its move to the Ebenezer Plaza
location by entering into an agreement with Brookdale University Hospital

Brookdale will provide the Church of God of East Flatbush an adequate number of parking
spaces to be reserved in its parking garage for Sunday worshippers

The Church will provide shuttle service between the Church and the parking garage
While the main campus will be at the Ebenezer Plaza location, Church of God of East

Flatbush will continue to store all church owned vehicles at its current location, 409 East 95th
Street

13 Ebenezer Plaza Owner LLC



Ec:s’r 34 Street Heliport:
Special Permit Renewadl

New York City Council Subcommitiee on Zoning and Franchises
July 27, 2017
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Basic Aerial

East 34th Street 7
Heliport

~26k SF
M2-3 Zoning
Community District 6
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FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT DRIVE

EAST 34TH STREET HELIPORT
LEGEND o g | BOToUGh: Manpatian
e B Moo
LANDING PAD NUMBER iy b o
EASTRAVER SITE PLAN
MEDIAN GRAPHIC SCALE Stantec Date : 27,2018
e ) ) Slriec Commiioa Services 2. [ Last Revised: December 6, 2016
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e 212-366-5600 2-01
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East 34th Sireet Heliport Current Operating Parameters

« Helicopter operations are permitted only between 8am and 8pm, Monday

through Friday
« No weekend helicopter operations

« No tour/sightseeing operations

+ Cap on total number of annual flights (28,000 operations, or14,000 landings)
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Downtown Far Rockaway

City Council Subcommittee on Zoning and Franchises

July- 27, 201 7
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Downtown Far Rockaway Today

Downtown Far Rockaway is the commercial, institutional, and transportation hub
of the peninsula, but has suffered a cycle of decline

The area presents a unique opportunity: . T S
» Close to fransit, beach, and bay s '

= 2.5 milesto JFK, <2 mile to St. John's
Hospital

BROOKLYN

= Qutside of the flood zone

= History as gateway to the Rockaways

It has also faced many challenges:
= Distance/geographic isolation
= Lack of local employment options

=  Almost no new development in past 20+
years

= Lack of open space, poor pedestrian
circulation

= Revitalization limited by large underutilized
sites
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The Planning Process

EDC, in partnership with Counciimember Richards, has been leading a community
driven interagency effort to transform Downtown Far Rockaway

201 4 * Interagency effort to coordinate City
investment in the Rockaways

+ Feb: SOTC commitment to acquire underutilized
properties in Rockaways

Fewuay 1. 2018

Iloateable DiJ de Dlawe
Mayer of e City of New York.
Gy Hal

New York. NY 10007

2015

October: Downtown Far Rockaway Working
Group formed e

Downtown Far Rockaway Working Group

» January: Public Meeting

*  February:

»  Working Group Letfter delivered fo
Mayor

+ SOTC: $91M for Downtown Far

201 6 Rockaway

*  May: Public Open House

*  August:
* Roadmap for Action Released DOWNTOWN FAR ROCKAWAY
+ Draft Scope of Work Released il el L

* December: Beach 21st Street RFP release

2017

January 30: ULURP Certificafion




What We've Heard

Community space
Arts and culture
Restaurants
Healthcare

Mix of incomes

Sabbath schedule for
elevators

Safety
Lighting
Different types of retail

Entertainment/recreation
activities

Use vacant second floor office

space

Fix abandoned buildings and

develop vacant lots

Units for growing families

Affordable commercial
rents

Housing rent protections
Market rate housing

Kosher: Kitchens with dual
sinks

Jobs

Lots of parking

Bike lanes
Educational services
Daycare

Youth services and
activities

Better transportation

RINYCEDC

Access to fresh produce

Education to career
pipeline
Support for businesses

Step-out start-up

business space

Parks and open space
Playground

School & programming
Multi-cultural center
Maintain village feel

Green roofs
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What We've Heard

s

Vacant lot clong Augustina Avenue

“Something needs io happen
with the Thriftw

\'. 3
D ¢ Tl

Beach 22nd Street adjacent the A Train station Shopping Center 5
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4) Tino's Before and After SBS Storefront

Roadmap for Action
The Roadmap for Action includes short-, mid-, and long-term investments for the
revitalization of Downtown Far Rockaway, and we're already starting to see progress

[ )
Improvements

REDFERN
HOUSES

1) Rendering of Urban Renewal Area LEGEND
=+ PLANNED DEP SEWER WORK
. T SBS STOREFRONTS PRICRITY
EXISTING PUBLIC PLAZ ?
&
& FAR 4 : i
ROCKAWAY o |
LIRR & | | '-
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a
Q
! PLANNED PUBLIC PLAZ g;'
B PLANNED STREETSCAPE s
o
o
3
o
b DSNY

qnd DOT/MTA RFP Site
\;V\F‘POVFMENIS
SITE
5) Proposed Queens Public Library

URBAN
RENEWAL
AREA

REZONING
AREA

2) DOT/MTA-Owned Site Existing Conditions
Morr 4

LIBRARY

FAR ROCKAWAY
MOTT AVENUEDD

B. 21¥
STREET SITE
SORRENTINO
RECREATION
CENTER
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Proposed Land Use Actions

The proposed land use actions will unlock development opportunities and other
strategies in the Roadmap for Action




Proposed Land Use Actions
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The land use actions will allow for new mixed-use, transit-oriented development on

o




Land Use Actions: Proposed Rezoning

=INYCEDC —

Existing zoning has not changed in 55 years (since 1961) and it no longer provides

the tools for Downtown Far Rockaway'’s beneficial growth and vitality

EXISTING ZONING PROPOSED ZONING
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LEGEND
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ooooooooooooo G DISTRICT
EXISTING ZONING DISTRICT
COMMERCIAL OVERLAY

[ REMOVED EXISTING OVERLAY

B MANUFACTURIN G

B PARKS & OPEN SPACE
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ZONING DISTRICT
COMMERCIAL OVERLAY
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Proposed Land Use Actions

The proposed land use actions will unlock development opportunities and other

strategies in the Roadmap for Action
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RINYCEDC

Proposed Land Use Actions

The proposed land use actions will unlock development opportunities and other
strategies in the Roadmap for Action
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Unlocking Opportunity

VIEW FROM THE A TRAIN (EXISTING CONDITIONS)
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Unlocking Opportunity

VIEW FROM THE A TRAIN (CONCEPTUAL RENDERING)
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Unlocking Opportunity

VIEW WEST ALONG MOTT AVE (EXISTING CONDITIONS)
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Unlocking Opportunity

VIEW WEST ALONG MOTT AVE (CONCEPTUAL RENDERING)
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Unlocking Opportunity

VIEW FROM REDFERN AND HASSOCK (EXISTING CONDITIONS)
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Unlocking Opportunity

VIEW FROM REDFERN AND HASSOCK (CONCEPTUAL RENDERING)
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Thank you. Questionse
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WU ENHANCED TRANSITFACILITIES
I 0ESIGNATED COMMUTER VAN STOP

s REZONING AREA BOUNDARY

: DISPOSITION SITE

PROPQSED CITY BENCH

PROPOSED CITY LIGHT

PROPOSED FLUSHING MEADOW
PEDESTRIAN LIGHT

STANDARD 5'x5' CONCRETE
PAVING

PROPOSED PERMEABLE PAVERS

PROPOSED CONCRETE W/
EXPOSED AGGREGATE

I:l PROPOSED IN-GROUND PLANTER
PROPOSED GRANITE PLANTER

PROPOSED COMMUTER VAN
STANDING AREA

b | mEw vomx oy
=2¢
=t
A

DOWNTOWN FAR ROCKAWAY

URBAN DESIGN AND STREET RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT

JULY
2017
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New Greenstreet at Mott and Central Avenues Beach 20™ Street Looking South

_— S

New DOT Plaza View Towards A-Train Station New DOT Plaza at Beach 215 Street RFP Site

L = DOWNTOWN FAR ROCKAWAY JULY
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Address:

THE COUNCIL ~
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. ___ Res. No.
[0 in faver [] in opposition

Date:

we: 2L )LD

Address:

I represent: é EX.75 / 2 9\ ,-b T

=4
e o e

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK -

Appearance Card i B Y

I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. __ Res. No.
< infavor [J in opposition
“Date: %/Z ?/ZOEZL
(PLEASE PRINT) f
Name: " Nicole paccian

Address:

NYC TDoT

I represent:

Address:

3
Sy . sl A

- THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK &/ -A

Appearance Card 7; ?2@

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. e B, N
"~ K] infavor [ in opposition

Date: ‘:;’/?%/7()fz
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: 2? 1shn Va'l-'fl/)ﬂ

Address:
1 represent: N\/( T}Vf'f(ﬁ’hﬂ’]f‘ oﬁ /r{'/;/ P!d?nmzﬂfj

Address:

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘



B e i

THE CITY OF NEW YORK DTEE

Appearance Card ?2],— im)

e e— "
BT e o PR

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. — Res. No.

| 0 . O in favor R’in opposition |
l\/\t’\A\gi ﬁ\?DLA‘K Date: Mﬁlﬁ?——m e I

~_(PLEASE PRINT) |
-~ Name: MA@ BT |
Address: !

I represent: Cﬂ({) }[\(.A;'FPS i
Address: 03% D Y VCS lM(' <} . #(7)4' @) \%\U)\C/Qq}\ !f\;"(

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card 22( 228

I'intend to appear and speak on Int. No. _________ Res. No.
[ in favor [ in opposition
Date: j—/??/?c) i+
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: ';Zf'f"’-” HasH ciz é“’liOle‘“S ,./l:'-)r’bé"//‘r'}’ Gatverd o Yeal pn
belnda H:)

Address:

s

I represent: St John's Hp'-('fdszj/ H‘/"SI?-'J"L'ZJ’l
T T T

Address:

v i "mm_ﬁxiﬂnf@.dﬁWC_ﬁf- -mi,,: L T ST NI
0 C] |

THE CITY OF NEW YORK =

Appearance Card F2(- 728

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. ___ Res. No.
in favor [ in opposition

Date: jﬁ/? ?/70,1
(PLEASE PRINT) -
Naiies Tormn Gvech (cali William sty yead on behalt)

Address:

I represent: Rueens ChamMper gf Cammerce 1

Address:

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘



\r\ | A fa
THE CITY OF NEW YORK +ff f

A})pearance Card LU 72 7

I'intend to appear and speak on Int. No. 1O  Res No. _
\J;g] in favor [ in opposition
Date: i /Z 7 // i |
(PLEASE PRINT)

Name: L awn onmo\ M‘l’ﬁraﬂ)].'.‘un (L/OQO-,},; i
Address: L GUI F 7’7'V4 .‘
1 represent: [/(/’J /zu/)u/f oA /L]&.,?f) F e
Address: G0 ] s T A e

TN COUNCIL |
THE CITY OF NEW YORK |

Appearance Card [t
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. —— Res. No. 7:2 [ /2 é

(4 in faver [} in oppositio:
D:: ’7/3 7// / ‘

(PLEASE PRINT)

Name: arl/ﬁ’ H@/D
Address: A L) ﬁFﬂ(’/—/ <3 b W ST, BT

I represent: Ppgfﬂfﬂ Dr ND/ODf—QK I

Address:

£ ”’”“”“”TliEﬁ)UN iii et Lockarde |
 THE CITY OF NEW YORK //rMZM

Appearance Card LU 7,\}/3/

I intend to appear and ppeak on Int. No.
[Q/in favor [ in opposition /
Date: 7477 7

(PLEASE, PRINT) |

Name: A//) ﬂ/ Xon(rL = ‘
Address: i

%C/&”NM ﬂ’w/ﬁmﬁ/’f /w 7£/?r /u/»’Cﬂ’/w ‘

I represent:

St )220 /%’%/4; e for /{th/k//v ////y?/ |

. Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at- -Arms ‘ :
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~_m__<r=A_::“_eT-ﬁ‘fE C QUN QHL -

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No.

Name:

Address:

D M(JLM/\QM/A BOQUK ch%

THE CITY OF NEW YORK
Appeararce Card T ﬁ ’}]}7

RPN . . Y
[ in faver [5in opposntmn

Date: g\q— [2@ l/{'
(PLEASE PRINT)

TRIC BAPTISE,
| Condve, AU

\é & ﬁwm@m POybr,P

Address:
THE COUNCIL -
THE CITY OF NEW YORK -/ "\
Appearance Card F21-F2&
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. ________ Res. No.
‘( in faver [ in opposmon
Date: = 7—/ 22l
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: Michael Blaise Backed
Address:

I represent:

Address:

il

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. M Res. No.

Name:

SES

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

in favor [ in opposition |
pues TP F[ [T
(PLEASE PRINT)
Siacen Pog. (e Aonao

Address:

Address:

i a‘l\/) RQC\ABW@M %Céﬁﬂ @ \)d

I represent: (\\BJG (V\\/_)(\/\K( \QBN\ A
)
Pleuse complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘
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T TTTHE COUNCIL Wﬂhpm R
THE CITY OF NEW YORK e ”N@/ |

| Appearance Card -1 (/,

.‘ I'intend to appear and speak onInt. No. ______ Res. No.
| }X_(] in favor  [J in opposition

Date: 7/37/99'-7
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: _SUZanng Eohjn
Address: _ 95\ [ Shysed

I represent: gt//,l V 25 T?DT

THE CITY OF NEW YORK
.. DTF;E_?\ Appearance Card v e T

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. _ Res. No.
[J infavor [f] in opposition
Duse: _H72/20 (7

i \ Q(PLJS pnm}
‘ Nlme \\f X SANY ‘

i Address:

————

7\7?‘ ’\‘ '\k_ \_,u' Q‘\ Nl - })“\K‘\*\“\P\\J‘\d\. Il e KL[ y "j‘
) N -

I represent: _\ -

Address:

e N e ey i QT

- ewniliny ooy el S e

THE COUNCIL ~—
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Dﬂj‘kj Appearance Card 05/l s

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. ______ Res. No.
[J in favor "§] in opposition

Date: 77(? l’/?‘) 'l

k" . ;
PP \ O\ EAS\E PRINT)
Name: »__ O Q\ A B e

Address: _

-ifi:. : \r\

1 rcpreseni‘:%—ﬁf‘—“gc/iﬁ. A “"»"\ ~ t \\ \K '\u‘-«k( AN
A\

Address:

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘



THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

WF}Z\ Appearcrce Card _, 1 21- %%

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. ___ Res. No.
in favor [ in opposition

Date: 1{27’)’/70’1

(PLEASE PRINT) B
Name: f@U D\Q QQTHL)R\ \()|Dtﬂ\"(/fNPOf1~\

Address:

I represent:

Address:

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearcence Card ’

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No.
(J infaver [J in opposition

— . Res.Ne.

Date :
(PLEASE PRINT)

Name: ﬂ%ﬂéié /Ag({dw
Address: C /”Vﬁ z/mcm,\ﬂﬁﬁ‘ﬁkﬁ%fl ’%_-//107

I represent: U V(, AC;CJ-F}?’( { 36,’)/
Address:

TR COUNCIL ™ Do £

THE CITY OF NEW YORK ~ abns

Appearance Card T2 - 720

_Res.No.

in favor [] in opposition

Date: 7}/97}/%(7
(PLEASE PRINT)

Name: "X Yont '%rz){,'sh

Address: 25 ) 18" Sy o4

I represent: SEJ Y B2 Q;_T

Address:

I intend to appear &% speak on Int. No.

. Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms | ‘
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—THE COUNCIL 7 ]
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

\ Appearance Card ‘é’ 7 D ,é

I'intend to appear and speak on Int. No. . Res. No. ‘
| §J infaver [J in opposition |

Date :
; N A (PLEASE PRINT)
| Name: 5&\3—7—& NToNzZ//,

| Address: _120-5S QDussny Beup Qussus Bevo NY
I represent: @d;él\\ﬂ gCC)NODlL )E“V? L PsA Coff‘?)[,d‘F 3 !

Addrees:
P e Ty

7 THE COUNCIL |
| THE CITY OF NEW YORK i

Wadoan Far K Chy

| Appearance Card Tl ¢ 26

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. — . Res. No.
I [ infavor [J in opposition

Diare: 07/17/2f-w? |
| (PLEASE PRINT)
| Name: [V\dnuc| v lva

Address: ‘?C) Beach ¢ G Greed ‘

I represent: !
|

Address:

e o e T EAC-N—- oy

- UFR THE CITY OF NEW YORK |

F Appearance Card A7 (-376 |

{ intend to appear and speak onInt. No. ____ Res. No.
. in favor (O in opposition

(Wth Cod vig Date:
/i (PL SE/PRINT)
!./L. o ,('/ /[/ 7A
Neme: *"‘w*"b’i( |/ /i’ f/ Ve
29f D 12 [ 4 [ v 6LoC Iy
Address: /[ 2 ol f{f(f;‘ ol J__}'\”f i YI | AV k«L',) .

]
~J [

I represent:

Address:

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘



I intend

THE COUNCIL

THE CITY OF NEW YORK 0

Appearance Card

~ Res. No.

to appear axg}»eak on Int. No.

in favor [ in oppos:tlon

Date: JQ7/]7

(PLEASE PRINT)

Name: Lfe”@(@ﬁ Wi [1iaWMs —Melisonet

Address:

141 Rf—'(\(\’) Seth Place

I represent: P\a&'.f(ehl:./ Tﬂ'}’? tN ‘Go? CO(;'&ﬂ/C}PHC\(\ p\;( Vo @S

‘I‘mtend

" THE COUNCIL,

THE CITY OF NEW YORK -,

to appear and speak on Int. No.

Appearance Card I-aZ{’ JZE

.. Bes. No,

MLUUQQP ﬁ }DZA’ g O in favor Q/m opposition

buwe: S0y 23, 20(F

o AU frey.

Address:

I represent: LP(C{\MUYV‘UU& Vlﬁmy(/ul/ b(-

Address:

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No.

ATV IOUuTS

THE CITY OF NEW YORK ™

. E .c OUNCIL 1) QWMTG“/N b

Appearance Card Lus ZZZ Z |

Res. No.

E-imrfavor (0] in opposition
=2 7

Date:

(PLEASE RINT)
& St=ySpmd . (E2 8 v s.cw/

Name: >
widrot 2 Deerfjue A 12T, Far Mok,
| " ™7
I represent:
Addres,s:__

»

" Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms

Ty podcauuoy |



['intend to appear and spedk on Int. No. _________ Res. No.
n favor [ in opposition

e

T THE COUNCIT, |
THE CITY OF NEW YORK Tocrg o, |,

Appearance Card | U373 1—

=19

Date: <:“ﬂ 137/910/

e L1 U,y

Address:

494;;(0 LB AVE /Ub/r/m%‘,%

L‘represem: Q AR ATAYY

Address:

I'intend to appear and speak onInt. No. ________ Res. No.

Name:

Address:

I represent:

Addresas:

I'intend to appear and speak on Int. No. ____ Res. No.

Name:

Address:

TaR Roclka h)@%

THE COUNCIL DTE&E
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card F2I-F26

(J in faver [J in opposition
Date:: (22 0\ F
(PLEASE PRINT)
Ehaleel Andecsom

THE COUNCIL i
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card F2i-326

£

4 in favor [ in opposition

Date :

(PLEASE PRINT)
Savte Antone i1y

I represent: _ (X ECC

Address:

£

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



- THE COUNCIL DTFE
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card 7~ 276

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. ZZ[- 726 _ Res. No.
P9 in faver [ in opposition
Date: 7"/2:‘;/70tﬂ‘
(PLEASE PRINT)

Name: [(fvr'(f(f{ Tevvic

Address:
I represent: [Z“(kdl’\-[aﬁ? st Metcharts As’q/‘ﬂaﬁm

Address:

THE COUNCIL DTFE
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card F71-22¢

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. _ 7=/~ 77£ Res. No.
[ infavor [J in opposition
Date: ’7’/;' ;7'/ 2017
(PLEASE PRINT)
KéNin Alexande

Name:

Address:

- y r— . o= 7 ==
ok donlal Taevelop NEN+ 4+ KeEViiahdEzHion (o
I represent: lockawa ‘:! [evelc ;o menmr- - 2 MEL &

Address:

THE COUNCIL DTFE.
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card o e e

I'intend to appear and speak on Int. No. 721~ 274 Res. No.
B3 in faver [ in opposition
Date: 77'!: _;7" 291 F
(PLEASE PRINT)

Name: lond#an Exaska

Address:

Kpeens ammuniby Bocrd 14

I represent: /

Address:

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘



THE COUNCIL DTF&
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card o 7 o B

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. 72| 724 _ Res. No.
(¥ in favor [ in opposition
/ -
T o A

Date: /?'7‘]['_? 7/ 20|
(PLEASE PRINT)

Name: Nick Molinag

Address:

. NYC Pavks
I represent:

Address:

THE COUNCIL 7=
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card TN FIE

Iintend to appear and speak on Int. No. 72/~ 72€ Res. No.
in favor [ in opposition

F
- f y §5trs y =7
Date: +/2F/ 201+

(PLEASE PRINT)

] 21 ] '? Y= I
Name: [ a_| 2020 Zi

Address:

Lt
I represent: w7

Address:

THE COUNCIL STER
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card 22 (- F26

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. 721-77€ _ Res. No.
in favor [ in opposition
: /

3/ 7.2 17
H L7 2013

Date:
(PLEASE PRINT)

Nate Bfiss

Name:

Address:

.\I o r--f‘ §
I represent: NYCEL/C

Address:

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘



THE COUNCIL r 77*'}:’]?\
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card 721~ #2L

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. F2-Fi6 Res. No.
(d in favor [] in opposition

Date: T"’TL/Z;/;/L”'H"}"
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: ‘:jr’:]f‘* ‘(")’ Tjﬂ‘!'(’i-/?c"v“-—

Address:

NYCEDC

1 represent:

Address:

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

 Appearance Card

.-“ / "-' -
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. _Ql'f_fi Res. No.
[J infavor [%im opposmon /
Date: ‘fZ 7/5’{?; “;

- (PLEASE PRINT)
VET

Name: u< ‘D/% V 1’ < z
Address: /4? {? i/j-‘ﬂp\{ ‘AJA\J |

A
L
I represent: %65 %J\Jl > ﬁ' wﬁ %

Address:

it P SR

\gl,..

~ T THE COUNCIL ™
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card '2%/ 5 1 ai

I intend to-appear and speak on Int. No.
in favor [J in opposition

Ebepezer
/// . L &L/) Date:
R (PLEASE PHINT)
N-me' /i/j‘/ € 11 £ n‘/(/’\ f/] O Vi )i k A L o [ e L2
Address: / {')}'l:) M\ 1 jii/ ! S ¥ a
T W \ , ra S
I represent: . 1 -?) N eias \ OSK \.‘ﬂ\.fg (A L,
// o /’ "/. ," /J
Address bA oy G en o U/ CU [ I 8 A Pt o

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

t



THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

A ppearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. MWM
706707

(] in favor in opposition 7

Date: 7/ 47 7/ / 7
(PLEASE PRINT)

Name: M/WE/LF )///Q//ﬂ/
Address: 7) 7 /@M/fd}e_) <7‘ /S)/L!Lﬁ i )

I represent: _(KES ) RPEAVTS + SN0 BYS)I eSS
Add;ess: “%gé ggdﬂDU/ﬂ(f /f—/aﬂ/@f—:’\

THE COUNCIL =7
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

;"’]-—.

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. L0 Res. No.
[j\in favor [ in opposition
SF\L" (! v 21 ol T
Date: __LYWON L' /0|
"j' T
(PLEASE PHINT) . .
I, \\\l ! \ i.; \{ }" . \f\ W4 \ \,J.r 02 :“( ‘;'-'Xt\f:a_':_.‘,r\ fE/:

Address:

%\ "'w.ff ety PN
I represent: _ |\ 1{ j-_ 1§ )€

L0 Wi m Nidda

Address:
THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK .. coc.
Appearance Card L _;(;‘3 i
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No e Wes Ny, 3 /
O] infavor [J-in opposmon
Date: 7 /?“ i / / 7
(PLEASE PRINT) '_
Name: : _f;-_./ KLl 4 | X TAY .A if.}"fﬁ ./f‘
Address: i: ["‘ Z Adl DA B UA ”}f _{_}g fi:
I represent: A YR - 04 L A .rb /10 LLy f Cof P
Address: i':”ﬁ{:ﬁ r&?{-_'",'r“,.-;jf ‘1:-"',,{/'?'\: :”‘ L ;:?ﬁ:’? Z //'df”:’ 'f’f -

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



THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK 4. Prdusy

Appearance Card Lo f";"_.-
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No, _ — Res. No.
O in favor [E/i(n opposition
Date: ot f; l _“:’;{( \ .
? | (PLEASE PRINT)
Name: L ne kt\ Vie 4
Address: l:} 4»:‘“ V‘ﬁ(ﬁ d \} "'m“! ‘gi
3 Ly -
I represent: Hk—’ Vs 2 i‘“ 9 {/f‘ < ‘7‘}"} 1O LC‘ i f{ i— vp.
Address: Sy ‘\fuud\’kvu-; !
THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK
Appearance Card q i

I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. ______ Res. No.
B infavor [J in opposition

Date:
(PLEASE PRINT)

M

Name:

Address: Cﬁ = 2 B (Qh@/(_r tn
I represent: ﬁi’" eqf A' 7?“/\57 WS
Address: %b 3 B/D(_G’/L’ad.,

THE COUNCIL " = /{77
THE CITY OF NEW YORK —
Appearance Card
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. [/20Q) __ Res. No.
(infaver [ inopposition

R A S
Date: __ S!;",'“»K; A L /’Lz AN
(PLEASE PRINT) J

I \lx\\ i ‘n\r \j

1708 T o NWr o aivd tact 7401
207 & WEE 12F St WU NY (0027 ]
Address: e ,

i?\ .\_J:'!‘!’ },/ ‘_‘.'“}{4
\ W b—Y ~
I represent: >V | - i /
1 . e e et
WO W STy

Name:

Address:

. Pleuse complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘



THE COUNCIL Wez chode5 |
THE CITY OF NEW YORK |

Lu
Appearance Card =16 t
- )
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. _ Res.No.

O in favor in opposition

Date: M_ S

(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: s dowrence

Address: _| qg GJ‘QVJC/{ S‘,"

I represent: Ce 'T

Address: l3 g G'“Q\n CQ g‘l‘

THE COUNCIL #%= >~
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

A
Appearance Card T (6
- Lt B
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. LU~} (&4~ Res. No.
O in favor Ef\in opposition
Date:

o (PLEASE PRINT)
Name: i._,/w._u‘\ d Lawvervce
Address: [ 3 ( ’: e \-/l (T\ +. H4uwE N ‘\,f:{; e

el { L’ ’

I represent: ___Jo |-
Address: 4

= THE COUNCIL %2 8B'way
THE CITY OF NEW YORK |, |

Appearance Card 7. _7

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. _______ Res. No.
(] in favor ﬁ(.in opposition

Date: = 7k :_? - 220 /}_

___ (PLEASE PRINT)
JA ora_1€nen baus ~

Name:
=

Address: 42,_5 éﬂ’rﬁ@ﬁ’(—" 5’7L AYQ 10083

I represent:

Address:

’ "~ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘



THE COUNCIL -
THE CITY OF NEW YORK /"

f'(.’ ;'j"'-

Appearance Card J 7 /5 £
7! 9_L

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. ~— Res. No,
O in favor EJ in opposition

a2 /283

— (PLE,ASE PRINT) r
Name: > ‘)'/{‘%/Z:f}’ﬂ & £ "f,/"/ ( / 4oV

Address: ) & 2 /7 200 ()ryds/ AN Yoo
I represent: Re! Eshy ¢ oa A4 N Y, {
Addres:
B s e THE COUNCIL ~ Yc2
THE CITY OF NEW YORK SEJADLM( |
Appearance Card LU T 717
Lintend to appear and speak onInt. No, ____ Res. No. LU T)(- 7?

[J in favor [} in opposition

Date : 72?//?/ |
]

(PLEASE PRINT)

Name: &Cu[ Le Conl
Addras: HSg  BROAD WAY
ResidowT s |

I represent:
Address: S\D\l\o -
THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK
Appearance Card Fiis 7,
thlo- Broade A
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. _Ll= /7 _ Res. No.
O in favor [ in opposition J
Date: 7 , ?7 \\ Z 1
- ~ (PLEASE PRINT)

Name; ( [Cn ‘-} L

Address: f‘7 Ul‘\llﬂ L\':J? ~St
I represent: ;_ ‘\)1 Hyl\z)u\m_,k AN "‘>

Address: v}

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



THE COUNCIL =5 7%~
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

LY
7/¢
T

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. ____ Res. No.
O infavor  [J in opposition

Date: 7 _’.f" 7 4 ;‘/," i~
_ (PLEASE PRINT)
Name: A7 1 [/ '
Address: T p) ’)r:‘ !
I represent: 'f%'i / -'--;f"f/f VA s L2541 fer /s oa b v"!’." L

\ C 2/ g .,/.
Address: €4 L0

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card ’7/ é /7
JOZ %" m,t Wt
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. =~ .~ Res.

O infaver [J-in opposmon : )
Date: y ,/)i E // ’31
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: ~Jlannine ¥ieliy
Address: (2| AAeve ey \(1J - ”‘f’i'j’f\‘ (OO ,"f'

I represent: _ 1] (AL [t

Address: ! «'Iv,!{?\_

AT

-w-v‘-.-\ﬂ.-'

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. __ Res. No.
(O in favor E\in opposition ‘ B
- Due: 7 /2717
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: ANA  \)11LARRASA
Address: ) prdﬁpw'g\ ﬁ}M
' NMC VOO S

I represent:

Address:

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘

RS e THETAY



THE COUNCIL /7o oHlr 1207

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card 7 ) (f

—
I'intend to appear and speak on Int. No. 0 . Res. No.
[ infavor [] in opposition

Date:

s _ ’(Pl..EASE PRINT)
Name: -\’ﬁl | K/t v \.'/

Address:

2 L) ~r
I represent: e f) /\/ ;/

Address:

T ...

THE COUNCIL %520

THE CITY OF NEW YORK 05|

Appearance Card

=77

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. _* — i _ Res. No.
i [J in favor \E]\in opposit.?o_p |
Date: /o

| ___ (PLEASE PRINT)
C Neme: L2100 T So by

Addrens: = L)(‘JS (__% \/_QQ&:\)C/!

N C i
I represent: %KW}Q[&WQOA/I%R L (\\\'{/'—7‘5 (’OQ}\( |/ O«

' |
| )~
Address: _Cl—/ YOl

B 7ol erase
THE COUNCIL “ == 27",

7

THE CITY OF NEW YORK , 7"

74

Appearance Card '_f{ é —

I'intend to appear and speak on Int. No. —— Res. No.
[J in favor [;[E{in opposition
"7/—w =
Date: /X &

(PLEASE PRINT) ,)

1. = 5 A / ) £k TR 7 )
Name ; ijﬁ i'f— /{?{) (J/ /\{, ,17/{ /%;/)/‘“,7/7%2// L j]

Address: é*—_? (/P ’fé:/?ﬂ'////ﬂ//?/_g?./ / / ‘);‘ ‘7/ e / ' %éf ,55;'15?}“:}_,//

i e Y ; =
I represent: ,_L'f ff/é)j i /],/47/4/‘7{752,—?““ /A:? /r//'\’) il

Address: //!/f VV(’?///C(QQ///J = /?///7/7";?
L Al e 2S

’ Please complete this card returnto the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘



Ereein.

TTTTTTUIHE COUNCIL b A

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card Lu 712

[ intend to appear and speak on Int. No. ______ Res. No.
[ in favor [J in opposition
Date: 7/2 f// %
(PLEASE PRINT)
Nare: Tustn R} r/ﬂw ff
Address: 2 c 2, B ﬂmrﬂv\!&‘\‘{f } fTZ alt /- ANY wY /o003

[ | g
1 represent: _| € 1 A A/ wJ(?U(

Address: ’r ();Mé‘t e 57[ /VV UV

" THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. - 20 Res. No.

(] in favor in opposition
Date: j_//_zj///’ =
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: [\N0ClEs Pncdev <o
Address: Ll 0?7 Byc MQINCLU_\)
I represent: p‘ SS5€mn Vl(»N\? Nt e ff’l/ Oialn ‘_g [,_? | ¢ b
Address: _ D5 3 [« O(f{ L L\

THE COUNCIL RANLIA T4 14
THE CITY OF NEW YORK NE ““‘T

Appearance Card TS

I intend to appear and/ap’eak onInt. No. . Res. No.
'F] in favor [] in opposition

Date: /2 }//7/
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: ‘-/ cup  (ASO
Address: 4%(7 J’i{- 3_%}?0 %7
I represent: %VDD//F/ e
Address: L </O \/E‘;' St”(-/{’ §7

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




THE COUNCIL MAHA TTAKN

THE CITY OF NEW YORK west

Appearance Card ,

[ intend to appear and speakonInt. No. . Res. No.

[+ "in favor [J in opposition

Date:

715

(PLEASE PRINT)

o KEM [ aweE S7£)4)

i

Address: 3[ N g 2 UW Yf.

I represent: %V{? Dk F/ F Z 0

Address: '2 @ \/T-: S{:_L/‘( 5//\

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

Iintend to appear and speak on Int. No. ______ Res. No.

(2 infaver [ in opposition

Date:

L s

. (PLEASE PRINT)

Name: Sam L&»M
—
Address:

I represent: @f’ik Es’lml@ (BOMCJI “JU /Ur_'rJ %r(
Address: Mﬁﬂ }‘0\’}7{”\ U@S‘fl j?}\a_fg ( 27__7/__

R THE COUNCIL

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

e Ve — !\ Sl
VA e AN i
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No.“2=5 "~ " Res. No.
[J infaver [J/in opposition
—7 M S
Date: [ ] 2 T s T
(PLEASE PRINT)
Neme: et oy Z b lic] o
dd T b o oy =4 H 2 pAE
A foaaas Thats o I ok ,
oS ) ~ /‘}
I I‘ePresent: 75 1 = o );.ﬂlﬂ!/’?'déj‘ I;: 'Ije
{1 a 3 ): 2) = L /] . ~f
Address: P et os put A 'J'f/_;'_‘ | 18 ([ hauww nojf

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms



THE COUNCIL .
THE CITY OF NEW YORK - 7ocoon

Appearance Card 121 -6

I'intend to appear and speak on Int. No. ____ Res. No.
O in favor in opposition
- _ Ayt gy
Date: _ 0Ly 23— 20T
(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: _ TERNANDG (ANTEL( - M eSSy
Address: j{né’ MAD S ANE H 110) NEW TorRK ¢ 1’

I represent: _ MUNICIPAL  ARTS  Socie Ty
Address:

THE COUNCIL 452 /%WW
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appeararice Card 7{ _—}7/

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. — ... Rex. No,
O in favor ="in opposmon

Date: 7// 7

N.m@/) 2. c’%“;z'vm
Addreu 5{/) /Q,’({? DM“ /ﬂ 7

'I represent:

Address:
B ]

MR COUNGILT SRC
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and spéak on Int. No. _______ Res. No. m /7

in favor [J in opposition
Date: /Z 7// 7 !
(PLEASE PRINT) I
Neme: _ FRANK ST SACOUES
Address: .51 el [B=N, L‘j&t‘, — pC.

eReNt 7R PLAZA

I represent:

Address:

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘



TRt e T o S gl

ONCIL™ = R~~¢
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card Z — ‘

Res. No LLEA%:(7

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

Date:
(PLEASE PRIN
e, _ER1 CKA-VE71 G\ LA
Address:
1 represent: E igg I\[ t:fZ’Cf:)e PLA 2/4 i
Addrees:

THE CITY OF NEW YORK |

Appearance Card < ‘
i
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. — Res. No. M’l7 :
i

in favor [] in opposition

Date: = ‘

- (PLEASE PRINT) |

vme: ___PETER PP DA |
Address: ‘

i represent, __ ECEIVEZENIC. PIAZA

Address:

HE COUNCIL. ~~ *r-¢
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

f
Appearance Card |

S s |
Res. No. M,d!é"’/7 |

[ intend to appear ayeak on Int. No.

in favor  [J in opposition

Date:
{(PLEASE PRINT)

Name: ___L2)SHOC HUGH NEL SoOW/ |
Addrew: _ C[TURCI oF GOQ oF ENST FLATRVSY |

I represent: EggN E‘Zéﬂ p""AJZA

Address:

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘ ‘



THE COUNCIL TG
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card S
Res. No. 2L 8/17-17 |

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No.
(@ in favor [0 in opposition
Date:

_ (PLEASE PRINT)
SYMNWER ALH MASH

Name:

Address:

eacNeEzZeER. {ATA

I represent:

Address:
el e —— Y #MT]" ot T i i i i iy Fotiamn o o laln ol

IE COUNCIL TEM T
THE CITY OF NEW YORK¢12 81t/

l
Appearance Card L6 /17 [

-

"~ Iintend to appear and speak on Int. No. ____ _ Res. No. |
(4 in faver [J in opposition ‘

| Date: JJUJ\l 27‘120[7
(PLEASE PRINT) /

| Name: RUCHARD | opEL

Address: 2HELDON L OREL g.c. o
‘! I represent: L‘ 62’ &DW\I L‘A'ND L—P (.A‘PPL}LAN—T)
| Addres: _ L2 melwc\};/, Mankalluu

R LS, ﬁmgﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁmﬁfzﬁw*ﬂ;r:é’qq S—
. THE CITY OF NEW YORK ¢4~ Brsiu ) |

Appearance Card I, 7/ L / 7/
I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. _____ Res. No.
P( in favor” (] in opposition

| " Date:
- (PLEASE PRINT) - |

Name: STf\} E Mﬁfzf/\) &OFIF %

i Address: _OWNER /A‘l?fjr, CANT i
L represent H62 OIWY Lard 1D (MPPIcANT) |
Address: L‘)éi Br‘v&d‘f\/&;j /2 MM AMHAL'\ i

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




B % 11111} | A
THE CITY OF NEW YORK v4 2 2.7 0w /s

Appearance Card Lt 7/?)‘%/17 sald

[intend to appear and speak on Int. No. ________ Res. No.
g‘ in favor [ in opposition
Date: ‘Jé//;f' 27’,/ 20/:7
{PLEASE PRINT)

Name: JA’gON VA C/Kﬁ(a_
Address: M;ﬁﬁ—/NG:OFF ,D,Zof’f/ZT}E <

[ represent: 62 WY LAND Lp (APPLICANT)
Address: L/él BVDGJ/LL\/ 4 \j, MMAG H"JA

’ Pleuse complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘

THE COUNCIL & &
THE CITY OF NEW YORK 77 i-eitony

Appearance Card LU -|He /7 1 et

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. ______~ Res. No.
4 in favor [J in opposition

Date: L) !\/ Z?r 20/7

(PLEASE PRINT)
Name: SA’NDY H’Oﬁ-N/CK

Address: SH«?L,D?OI\J LOBEL Pc
I represent: géz" Bbw\f LA'N-D LP (APPL[(A—NT)
Addrens: 17‘6 4 Drmdwi'*}/ . Manha U

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



