




























































































































































































































	

	

January	23,	2019 

To	the	City	Council	Committees	on	Parks	and	Recreation	and	Environmental	Protection: 

Good	afternoon	and	thank	you	for	the	opportunity	to	testify. 

The	New	York	City	Water	Trail	Association	is	an	umbrella	group	that	aims	to	represent	the	common	interests	of	
the	harbor’s	human-powered	boating	community,	which	now	includes	more	than	two	dozen	organized	kayaking	
and	rowing	groups	as	well	as	many	independent	paddlers.	Our	mission	is	to	support	the	safe	use	of	the	New	
York	City	Water	Trail,	founded	by	the	Department	of	Parks	and	Recreation	in	2008,	to	expand	access	to	the	
public	waterways,	and	to	promote	the	environmental	stewardship	of	the	harbor	and	the	estuary.	 

In	connection	with	that	last	point,	we'd	like	to	offer	the	following	comments	on	the	proposed		revisions	to	the	
East	Side	Coastal	Resiliency	Project: 

First,	we	object	to	the	city's	abrupt	decision	to	abandon	the	community	planning	process	that	the	city	itself	
launched	four	years	ago,	and	instead	impose	a	top-down	solution	at	variance	with	the	community's	expressed	
interest.	Furthermore,	the	rationale	that	has	been	offered	to	the	public--that	the	revised	project	will	take	one	
year	less	to	complete,	and	will	provide	superior	protection	to	adjacent	neighborhoods--seems,	at	best,	
disingenuous.	We	urge	the	City	Council	to	aggressively	question	the	project's	leaders	to	determine	the	real	
reasons	for	the	course	change,	be	it	political	pressure	from	waterfront	developers,	federal	funding	deadlines,	or	
something	else. 

Second,	while	the	revised	plan	may	sound	more	'resilient'	in	that	it	proposes	to	raise	the	elevation	of	the	park	
and	double	the	height	of	the	existing	bulkhead,	we	believe	it	is	entirely	inconsistent	with	the	much	more	critical	
goal	of	building	an	environmentally	sustainable	and	enduring	urban	edge	that	will	accommodate	the	coming	
changes	in	climate	and	sea	level.	Historically,	the	edge	of	the	East	River	going	north	from	Corlears	Hook	was	low	
and	soft	and	dominated	by	occasionally	inundated	tidal	wetlands,	and	the	vision	that	emerged	from	the	
community	planning	process	understood	the	fundamental	environmental	wisdom	of	letting	the	park	return	to	
something	like	that	state,	with	the	berms	and	flood	barriers	being	located	well	inland	along	the	edge	of	the	
FDR.	At	recent	public	meetings,	the	city	has	pointed	to	the	possibility	of	traffic	closures	and	slowdowns	on	the	
FDR	as	a	reason	to	avoid	such	construction,	but	that	seems	to	us	a	short-term	inconvenience	that	forward-
looking	city	leadership	would	understand	and	accept.	In	the	long	run,	in	fact,	we	think	the	city's	best	
sustainability	strategy	might	be	to	repurpose	its	perimeter	highways	as	flood	barriers,	rather	than	raise	and	
fortify	its	waterfront	parks. 

Thank	you	for	your	time	and	consideration. 

Rob	Buchanan 

Steering	Committee,	New	York	City	Water	Trail	Association 



01/23/2019 Testimony to City Council Parks Hearing on East River Park Resiliency proposal  
and East River Park closure


My name is Carolyn Ratcliffe and I have lived at 608 E 9 Th St. between Ave.s B & C since 
1989. I am expressing my concern over the proposed East River Park Resiliency Plan as I think 
that it is not throughly thought out and represents a threat to

The safety of our neighborhood in it’s present  form. Our neighborhood was a reclaimed 
wetlands and the bedrock is between 150-170 feet deep. It is undercut by numerous streams 
that were filled over as the City expanded. Our neighborhood has repeated issues with sink 
holes appearing where the water has removed the soil underneath Streets and sidewalks. 

The present proposal to raze the exiting park and raise  its height 8’-10’ will turn Ave. C & D 
into a soup bowl if the proposed drainage system fails underneath these streets. 


During Sandy the storm surge swept across from Stuyvesant Cove and  Ave.C running through 
the ground levels of Peter Cooper, Stuyvesant Town and Campos Plaza deluging our 
neighborhood in a mixture of salt, fuel oil and who knows what else reaching  a height of 4-8’ in 
areas. I am submitting a copy of the Viele Sanitation map of 1864 which is still currently used 
by construction companies in Manhattan to locate sources of ground  water as well as images 
of what Ave C & E 8th St &  E14th St between Ave A & Ave C. The bulk of this water was from




The East River. Other basements along Ave.s A & B between E 14th and E 6th St flooded with 
a mixture of storm water & sewage that had backed the existing underground streams and 
storm sewers.


The current proposal would create an 8-10’ wall above the current bulwark in the river bed 
holding a new East River Park.  Retractable gates would be installed from E 25th to E 14th St. 
at Ave C. And at Cherry to Montgomery St.s There would be an expanded underground 
drainage system with several large reservoirs located under the streets to be be drained by the 
pumping station at Con Edison to then go to the Newtown Creek Sewage Treatment facility in 
Brooklyn/Queens. The proposed underground reservoirs will be sitting in soil that is basically 
composed of rubble, mud and peat sitting on top of a thin layer of shale at about 40’ w/
bedrock at 150/170’ deep. These tanks would be quite heavy particularly when filled to 
capacity and lay beneath City streets with trucks, buses and cars running on those streets over 
these reservoirs. 


Not only does the current plan raise safety issues, it impacts negatively on the life of local 
residents by closing the park for 3.5 years as the current park would be leveled. This would 
leave 14,000 + NYCHA residents w/o a much loved an well used park space, as well as many 
other   LES local residents. There has been little thought given as to how local residents would 
have access to green recreational space.  Many of want the work on East River Park to be 
done in stages and allowing some access to the park to alleviate the stress to the local

Residents as well as offer some protection to the biodiversity of the current park. I agree with 
Friends of  Corlears Park’s suggestion to explore the possibility of adopting something like 
Boston’s Big Dig. The construction of the retractable flood gates as the first Priority and would 
surely use the Federal  funds that must be expended by 2022 as that would hopefully block 

VIELE SANITATION & TOPOGRAPHICAL MAP @ NYPL



future surges along the FDR from E  25th to 14th St. and Cherry to Montgomery St. which were  
the major points of entry for the surge.

Please respect the need for community to have input into this critical proposal that affects so 
many aspects of LES residents’ lives.

Thank you for your consideration of these concerns.

Carolyn Ratcliffe



  

80 Van Cortlandt Park South Ste. E1 
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www.bceq.org 
Contact: Karen@bceq.org, 646-529-1990 

      January 23, 2019 
 
New York City Council  
Joint Committees on Parks and Environment 
Hearing on the East Coast Resilience Project    Ksartori@council.nyc.gov 
 
To the Honorable Members of the New York City Council - Our Friends of Parks and the Environment:  

 The Bronx Council for Environmental Quality (BCEQ) write in response to the East Side Coastal Resilience 
Project (East Side Coastal) in particular, the problems facing the New York City Council (Council) concerning 
stormwater runoff, surges, and pollution in the City of New York (City).  We are concerned that the City has failed to 
put forward a standard for waterfront development projects that adequately measures their overall impact on our 
ecosystem. This lack of transparency and honesty about the overall environmental impact of such projects has 
facilitated the Council's rote approvals of large-scale development along our shorelines that deepen and compound 
our City's vulnerability to climate change. 

 While the City proposes and the Council approves development projects designed to capture one inch of rain 
in one day, there is no review as to whether this is a good standard for the City.  What happens when we get 2 or 4 
inches of rain in a day, or in one hour? What happens when we get 5 inches of rain in 2 hours?  Can the system handle 
the extra water?  If not, where does it go?  

 When the City proposes and the Council approves projects that go from large water soluble penetrable areas 
to 25-75% of water tight impenetrable developed surfaces, there is no review if this is a good cost effective clean 
water policy for the City. What is the existing condition compared to the final project?  How much extra water does 
this 25 to 75% developed area create?   Where does the extra stormwater go?   Is there enough room in the pipe or 
the treatment plant?  Remember adding more water to the pipe only goes to the rivers. Each new development you 
approve without considering the above water-soluble issues will severely impact the size of the storm surge, sea rise or 
the combined sewer overflow.  Instead, the Council should hire a modern day nature based engineer who understands 
water as if s/he were a beaver, and not just pipes.  

 Please consider these comments in response to the East River Coast project, as well as other coastal projects 
like Two Bridges in Manhattan, Pier 5 in the Bronx, and any project along the 500 miles of waterfront in the City that 
will have hard edges rather than Living Shorelines if you don’t act quickly and responsibly. The interaction of land, 
water and air is a simple lesson that begins with the basics of the water cycle -- the essence of all life on earth.  Rain 
falls to the soil; vegetation captures it above ground and leads it to the base flow input of neighboring waterbodies.  
Excess water is transferred to the air, cooling it as it rises again to the clouds. As there is only so much water on earth 
-- our most precious resource, we need to learn how to live together in our watershed.  These comments reflect the 
need to return to nature and natural systems, known to many as ecosystem services.   

 BCEQ is an all-volunteer membership 501c3 organization, founded in 1971 to protect the natural and 
historic environment.  We worked on landfills, parks, watersheds and waterfronts -- including 25 years of Bronx Parks 
Speak Ups, one of which spearheaded work along the Bronx River and forming its Alliance. Lately, we are focused on 
developing connections to and along the Harlem River to create on-water access and activities in an effort to improve 
water quality; winning technical assistance from National Park Service RTCA Program, inclusion in the Urban Waters 
Federal Partnership (UWFP); completing New York State Department of State’s Brownfield Opportunity Area 
Program; and, Wildlife Conservation Society/NOAA Grant to capture stormwater from the elevated highway onto a 
pop-up wetland in an unimproved park in the south Bronx waterfront.   

 Thank you for this opportunity to comment.  Be a NYC Clean Water Advocate. Be accountable! 

      Sincerely, 

  Karen Argenti    

  BCEQ Secretary  

http://www.bceq.org/
mailto:Karen@bceq.org
mailto:Ksartori@council.nyc.gov
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future surges along the FDR from E  25th to 14th St. and Cherry to Montgomery St. which were  
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January	23,	2019 

To	the	City	Council	Committees	on	Parks	and	Recreation	and	Environmental	Protection: 

Good	afternoon	and	thank	you	for	the	opportunity	to	testify. 

The	New	York	City	Water	Trail	Association	is	an	umbrella	group	that	aims	to	represent	the	common	interests	of	
the	harbor’s	human-powered	boating	community,	which	now	includes	more	than	two	dozen	organized	kayaking	
and	rowing	groups	as	well	as	many	independent	paddlers.	Our	mission	is	to	support	the	safe	use	of	the	New	
York	City	Water	Trail,	founded	by	the	Department	of	Parks	and	Recreation	in	2008,	to	expand	access	to	the	
public	waterways,	and	to	promote	the	environmental	stewardship	of	the	harbor	and	the	estuary.	 

In	connection	with	that	last	point,	we'd	like	to	offer	the	following	comments	on	the	proposed		revisions	to	the	
East	Side	Coastal	Resiliency	Project: 

First,	we	object	to	the	city's	abrupt	decision	to	abandon	the	community	planning	process	that	the	city	itself	
launched	four	years	ago,	and	instead	impose	a	top-down	solution	at	variance	with	the	community's	expressed	
interest.	Furthermore,	the	rationale	that	has	been	offered	to	the	public--that	the	revised	project	will	take	one	
year	less	to	complete,	and	will	provide	superior	protection	to	adjacent	neighborhoods--seems,	at	best,	
disingenuous.	We	urge	the	City	Council	to	aggressively	question	the	project's	leaders	to	determine	the	real	
reasons	for	the	course	change,	be	it	political	pressure	from	waterfront	developers,	federal	funding	deadlines,	or	
something	else. 

Second,	while	the	revised	plan	may	sound	more	'resilient'	in	that	it	proposes	to	raise	the	elevation	of	the	park	
and	double	the	height	of	the	existing	bulkhead,	we	believe	it	is	entirely	inconsistent	with	the	much	more	critical	
goal	of	building	an	environmentally	sustainable	and	enduring	urban	edge	that	will	accommodate	the	coming	
changes	in	climate	and	sea	level.	Historically,	the	edge	of	the	East	River	going	north	from	Corlears	Hook	was	low	
and	soft	and	dominated	by	occasionally	inundated	tidal	wetlands,	and	the	vision	that	emerged	from	the	
community	planning	process	understood	the	fundamental	environmental	wisdom	of	letting	the	park	return	to	
something	like	that	state,	with	the	berms	and	flood	barriers	being	located	well	inland	along	the	edge	of	the	
FDR.	At	recent	public	meetings,	the	city	has	pointed	to	the	possibility	of	traffic	closures	and	slowdowns	on	the	
FDR	as	a	reason	to	avoid	such	construction,	but	that	seems	to	us	a	short-term	inconvenience	that	forward-
looking	city	leadership	would	understand	and	accept.	In	the	long	run,	in	fact,	we	think	the	city's	best	
sustainability	strategy	might	be	to	repurpose	its	perimeter	highways	as	flood	barriers,	rather	than	raise	and	
fortify	its	waterfront	parks. 

Thank	you	for	your	time	and	consideration. 

Rob	Buchanan 

Steering	Committee,	New	York	City	Water	Trail	Association 



January 23, 2019 
 
To the City Council, 
 
I have been a resident of the East Village for almost thirty years. My children grew up 
there. 
 
Of course, we need to protect NYC against rising seas. But there has to be a solution 
that acknowledges that the East River Park is lower Manhattan's green lung -- our only 
true shared public space. 
 
Four years --- or more -- is a very long time for a child. A quarter of their childhood more 
or less. We are talking about having a generation of children miss the opportunity to 
play on the river, to celebrate birthdays with bbqs, to bike and play ball. From Avenue D 
or even further west it's an impossibly long trip to Central Park or even to the West side. 
 
For years access to water on the east side was fenced off. Now we have a park enjoyed 
by people of all ages -- dancing, biking, jogging, fishing, or just relaxing. Please take a 
walk there to experience a green space in constant use.  
 
There must be a way to make the city safe while keeping it great for its citizens. Please 
remember us. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Elisabeth Dyssegaard 
 
115 East 9th Street, Apt. 6L 
212-420-1884 
edyssegaard@gmail.com 
 
PS Two early proposals: 
 
Close off streets in the East Village every day on a rotational basis for children’s play. 
Make sure there is a protected bikeway – in both directions – on the far East side. 
 
 
 

mailto:edyssegaard@gmail.com


LANDS END 2 RESIDENTS ASSOCIATION 

265 & 275 CHERRY STREET 

Good afternoon City Council Members, Council Woman Carolina Rivera thank you for your efforts, all 

elected officials and fellow community neighbors whom this may concern: 

I Tanya Castro Negron testify today 1/23 as a resident and the president of Lands End 2, on behalf of the 

Lands End 2 Residents 900+ who reside at 265 and 275 Cherry Street. I am also speaking on behalf and 

as one of those attendees who have participated in the first of many East River Coastal Resisliency 

planning meetings.  We’ve committed many hours to our efforts of organizing and doing outreach to our 

neighbors, in an effort to present the best joint effort of planning for our community Park Land.  We the 

members of the Lower East Side born and/or raised, stakeholders and community builders of the Lower 

East Side, engaged in many sports leagues, functions, events facilitated many many years along the 

(FDR) East River Drive park and planning regarding the coastal resiliency for the future of our park. 

  We ask that you honor the commumitys efforts, time and commitment working together to achieve 

winning the required funds to accomodate our joint plans.  We ask that you continue to encourage our 

community to work together by acknowledging our unified efforts.  To introduce another plan with the 

funds granted to accommodate our plans is a blaint disrespect to a united community efforts and says 

alot about how much community means to those who vote to a new plan.     

I'd also like to take the time to acknowledge the hard work and efforts of the facilitators of the first 

resiliency meetings, Lilah Mejias, Damaris Reyes and all of the other staff of GOLES who managed to 

accomodate all of the community in their efforts to engage all in the united efforts that won tje funds..  

We ask that all new effirts follow their lead in engaging all of the community that will be impacted by 

the decisions and plans moving forward.   

Thank you for your time, commitment, consideration and efforts.                       

 

With much respect 

Tanya Castro-Negron 

Lands End 2 Resident Association                                       
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Testimony of Charles Krezell (CK@Wingflix.com) 
1/23/19 at the City Council hearing on ESCR Project  
 
My name is Charles Krezell, I am president of Loisaida United Neighborhood 
Gardens (LUNGS.) LUNGS is a network of 53 community gardens on Lower 
East Side founded in September 2011.   
 
The Lower East Side has always been first home of the immigrant. We still 
welcome the stranger, the marginalized and we are proud of our history, our 
diversity, our culture.  
 
It has always been a poor neighborhood, neglected by the City.Tenement 
buildings were allowed to burn down in the 60’s and 70’s. That was City Planning 
back then. 
 
But the demolished buildings became vacant lots that were converted into 
gardens by the people who remained. La Plaza Cultural, El Jardin del Paraiso, 
Parque de Tranquilidad, Los Amigos, these gardens are a testament to our 
community’s spirit, resourcefulness and resilience.  
Because of the urban blight and abandonment, the Lower East Side has the 
greatest density of community gardens in NYC.  
 

LUNGS would like to register our opposition to the newly proposed plan by 
for the East Side Coastal Resiliency Project for East River Park. 

 

Specifically, we question the procedure by which this plan was adopted and 
the lack of community involvement in its development. 

 

This might be a great engineering plan, pure engineering, Expedient, 
efficient. Kill the Park to save it. It’s a great plan if you don’t live here. 

 

This is not good public policy. The East River Park is a pure City park really 
well used and well loved. Open space, green space is essential for the health 
and well-being of our neighborhood; any disruption must be justified. 

 

We know the oceans are rising, we are well aware of global warming. We 
lived through Superstorm Sandy and are still suffering the consequences. 
We have suffered the FEMA nonsense and the insurance games.  

 

But if the L train stupidity has shown us one thing; it’s that, there’s more than 
one way to skin a cat. We just might need to find the right engineers who can 
devise a plan that doesn’t completely disrupt the lives of many thousands of 
people for many years.  

 

 



 2 

 

The City has had 6 years to come up with a plan. Six years to develop a 
meaningful, inclusive solution to make use of the $400 million from HUD, to 
protect our neighborhood, made available after Sandy.  

 

Now the time to spend the money is running out and the City is in a panic. 
Why has the City been so derelict?  

 

We are being steamrolled by a new plan devised in less than 60 days that is 
being fast-tracked.  

 

The public process is a joke. Public meetings to present this complicated 
new plan were cursory affairs in which the community was given 20 minutes 
to ask City officials questions. No respect. It is a great plan if you don’t live 
here. We will bury your park. We will kill your trees. We will harm your 
wildlife.  

 

We will not accept a plan that harms us deeply. 

 

Is the goal of this plan to save property? To save Con Ed? To save the FDR?  

What is the real goal?   

 

This makes us feel vulnerable, not valued, threatened. We fight unscrupulous 
landlords everyday. We get paranoid when the City drops new policies on us. 
Who has our back?  

 

We are relying on our elected officials to help us, to protect us. That is why 
we are here to ask for you to help us.  

 

What are you going to do to make up for the loss of 57 acres of open space 
in Manhattan? The community gardens total 7 acres, we are open to all but 
we cannot accommodate everyone.  

  

Where are we supposed to go to play baseball, soccer, to run, to bicycle, to 
walk to barbeque, look at the river, sit in the sun? For 3 or 4 years what is our 
community supposed to do? 

 

What is the plan?  Bus Little League teams to Randall’s Island; an hour each 
way, in the heat of July, without their parents, and who will we be displacing? 

 

We are prepared to being played by the City. Pressure will force the 
bureaucrats to agree to do this project in stages, They will offer to only close  

2/3’s of the Park at a time for 5 years.  “We hear you. We care.” Thank you 
Great City for taking away what we already have. 
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Bitter? Not us. We grow vegetables, we like the seasons. Planting is faith in 
the future. We love this City, we work many volunteer hours to make it a 
better, more beautiful place. But in Gotham gardening is a revolutionary act, 
there is no calculations of profit and loss. 

 

And we demand respect. The citizens of New York City have a right to have 
a say in City policy, in City plans in land use. The East River Park is ours, 
how dare you take it away.  

 

If the City’s strategy is to steamroll, ours must be to delay.  We will delay this 
project unless we are brought to the table for a meaningful dialogue.  

 

We request that the City Council look into this plan and get answers to our 
concerns.  We need solutions to climate change not engineered troubles, 

 

 
 



   
  The City of New York 

Manhattan Community Board 1 
Anthony Notaro, Jr. CHAIRPERSON | Lucian Reynolds DISTRICT MANAGER 

 
New York City Council 

Committee on Environmental Protection jointly with the Committee on Parks and 
Recreation 

Oversight Hearing on the Status of the East Side Coastal Resiliency Project 
Council Chambers – City Hall  

Wednesday, January 23, 2019 – 1:00PM 
 

This past December, Manhattan Community Board 1 (CB1) voted unanimously in support of a 
resolution highlighting the critical need for a resiliency master plan for Lower Manhattan. 
 
At a height of seven feet, Community District 1 (CD1) experienced one of the highest inundation 
levels in Manhattan during Superstorm Sandy in October 2012. Two people in our district 
drowned and the storm resulted in billions of dollars of damage to infrastructure, housing and 
commercial property and utilities.  
 
As we approach the seventh anniversary of Superstorm Sandy, CB1 is concerned about both 
short-term and long-term time frames as Lower Manhattan remains largely unprotected. We face 
an increasing potential for suffering extreme weather events and subsequent damage to Lower 
Manhattan. 
 
We thank the City for the funds it has already contributed towards resiliency and the results we 
have begun to see with the revised East Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) plan, but there is a 
substantial funding shortfall for resiliency infrastructure being considered as part of the Lower 
Manhattan Costal Resiliency (LMCR) project for the highly vulnerable areas at the South Street 
Seaport, Financial District, the Battery and the entire lower West side of CD1 along the Hudson 
River Park between Canal and Chambers Streets. 
 
There have been piecemeal efforts to improve resiliency in CD1 but most of the work has been 
done through various utility companies and entities such as the Metropolitan Transportation 
Authority (MTA) and individual City agencies by upgrading their infrastructure, or by the Port 
Authority (PA) and Battery Park City Authority (BPCA) who have been implementing plans to 
make areas under their jurisdiction more resilient. While those efforts will help us to recover 
more quickly after another similar storm event, Lower Manhattan is lacking a single, unified plan 
for resiliency. 
 
As the LMCR project continues with study, analysis and preliminary design stages, more is 
uncovered that adds challenge to an already monumental task. Not only is Lower Manhattan 
surrounded by water on three sides, but all of the edges have been built out on landfill presenting 
unique vulnerability and engineering challenges. The Office of Recovery and Resiliency (ORR) 
team is uncovering more complexity in protecting Lower Manhattan that was ever imagined and 
this will lead to greater challenges, cost and commitment. 



 
CB1 acknowledges that the work done by the Mayor’s Office of Sustainability (MOS) and the 
ORR to analyze the problem of resiliency and begin to formulate a plan, both for the long-term 
and more recently for intermediate measures, is a herculean task without precedent. However, 
despite one of the main objectives of LMCR being to “facilitate robust community engagement,” 
there has been a breakdown in communication and chronic delays in scheduling and conducting 
Task Force and community engagement meetings. 
 
The perception is that progress on the LMCR project has stalled and these types of delays are a 
regular occurrence. This exacerbates already existing doubt, anxiety and fear in our community. 
CB1 sent a letter to ORR1 in August 2018 to document this particular issue and urge ORR to 
accomplish whatever is necessary in order to schedule the next round of Task Force and 
Community Engagement meetings.  
 
Further aggravating the existing anxiety and doubt surrounding the LMCR project is the fact 
that, after years of analysis, planning and meetings with stakeholders, the City has made sudden 
and significant revisions to the original plans for ESCR. Considering that LMCR is following the 
path forged by ESCR, it is alarming to witness these extreme and unpredictable changes; 
 
It is imperative that we continue this work and engage all stakeholders often through Task Force 
and community engagement meetings at regular intervals. We understand that this study is an 
ongoing process and we do not expect ORR to have all the information and solutions in time for 
each Task Force meeting, but CB1 does expect to be updated on a regular basis (at least 
quarterly) and kept informed about the progress of both the LMCR project and the interim flood 
protection measures project for the South Street Seaport area being implemented through the 
Office of Emergency Management (OEM). 
 
It is of the upmost importance that the LMCR project is fully funded and continues to progress 
so that it may be implemented as soon as possible. 
 
In consideration of the various jurisdictional entities in Lower Manhattan, CB1 urges ORR to 
establish a master plan for resiliency that integrates not just LMCR and ESCR, but all resiliency 
projects including those by the BPCA, Port Authority, the Hudson River Park Trust and any 
others. This master plan should address the entire CD1 area, including the critically vulnerable 
North West corner of Tribeca where there are no plans for protection, and ORR should 
collaborate with OEM to include interim measures and emergency management plans; and CB1 
calls upon our elected officials to assist in ensuring that progress is made on these critical 
resiliency initiatives. 
 
 
 

                                                 
1 See attached letter 
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Jainey Bavishi, Director 
Mayor’s Office of Recovery and Resiliency  
253 Broadway, 14th Fl.  
New York, NY 10007 
 
 
August 21, 2018 
 
Dear Director Bavishi, 
 
I’m writing to express Manhattan Community Board 1’s collective concern and frustration over the chronic 
delays in scheduling and conducting Task Force and community engagement meetings as part of the Lower 
Manhattan Coastal Resiliency (LMCR) project. 
 
We fully understand the complexity of the project and all the hard work applied so far. But the perception, right 
or wrong, is that things have stalled and delays are a regular occurrence. This creates doubt, anxiety and fear in 
our community. I need not recount the devastating effects of Super Storm Sandy, but almost six years have 
passed and there is still so much to be done. 
 
The work of the LMCR project and Task Force are critical for the protection and vibrancy of this central 
business district and increasingly 24/7, mixed-use community whose residential share is rapidly expanding. 
Therefore, it is imperative that we continue this work and engage all stakeholders often through Task Force and 
Community Engagement meetings at regular intervals. We understand that this study is an ongoing process and 
we do not expect your office to have all the information and solutions in time for each Task Force meeting, but 
we do expect to be updated on a regular basis and kept informed about the progress of the LMCR project. 
 
Let us discuss how we can accomplish this by enhancing the partnership that is important to us all. Please 
contact our office to work out details of the next round of Task Force and Community Engagement meetings. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Anthony Notaro, Jr. 
Chairperson 



 
 
Sara Roosevelt Park Community Coalition 
http://sdrpc.mkgarden.org/ 
 
 
 
To: Committee on Environmental Protection/Committee on Parks and Recreation:  
Re: Oversight - The Status of the East Side Coastal Resiliency Project  
 
To NYC City Council Chairs: 
 
We thank NYC City Council Parks/Recreation Committee Chair CM Gordenchik and 
Environmental Protection Committee Chair Costa Constantinides for their efforts on 
behalf of the East River Park on the East Side of Lower Manhattan. We learned many 
important facts because the Council Member expertise in knowing what to ask. 
 
I am the current President of the Sara Roosevelt Park Community Coalition begun in the 
late 70’s early 80’s when the neighborhood join forces with local law enforcement to end 
drug dealing and pimping that was rampant in this park. We built many unique gardens 
that exist today. We have advocated for all NYC parks to become models of sustainable 
practice. 
 
In solidarity with our sister park, Coalition members have participated in numerous 
“community engagement visionings” and fact-finding meetings during the creation of the 
original plan. We’ve also participated since September’s newly announced version where 
we tried (and failed) to get factual information on which the NYC based their new plan. I 
am also the Vice-Chair of the CB3 Parks Committee (though not speaking in that 
capacity here). 
 
At the hearing we learned of a previously undisclosed issue of a vital Con Ed electrical 
wire source that exists. As Chair CM Gordenchik noted, this would be crucial 
infrastructure in need of guarantees against any future impacts by flooding or storm. And 
as CM Levine discovered, there is no funding in this budget in place to assist in the 
promised fast turn-around for this huge undertaking. These bespeak a lack of planning. It 
does not encourage us (especially given the Parks Department’s track record). 
 
This new information, also illustrates the lack of transparent publicly accessible 
disclosures as to why this plan was upended. 
 
We agree also with the need for NY State protections that would be provided by formally 
alienating this parkland during whatever process takes place (as was suggested by all four 
of our State representatives). It would make City promises enforceable. 
 



We concur with CM Rivera’s statement: “This is the largest resiliency effort to date for 
NYC that will set the tone for our cities future responses to climate change” 
 
These neighborhoods have a keen sense of the costs of climate change effects. As the CM 
further noted, the response here to Superstorm Sandy was “started at the grassroots level, 
we did not wait to be saved”.  
 
Environmental mitigations are given 12 years (at best, some say 5 years) to begin in 
earnest to effect enough change to stop possible cascading disasters. If this park is 
denuded for 3.5 years (which we know will stretch into 4 or 5 years) that would give this 
park very few years of actual usage before it all becomes moot.  
 
Taking out 57 acres of green parkland would already have devastating impacts that 
temporarily finding and using other parks, playgrounds, ball fields or green spaces will 
not fix. 
 
Allowing the park to flood periodically may be the very best, most ecologically sound 
solution for long-term climate resilience. Salt tolerant trees must be planted here now, 
and trees planted everywhere to offset carbon excess. 
 
This is a hands on moment for NYC and the world. Not a time to do politics or offer 
more amenities for later. We probably need the originally proposed barriers to prevent 
destruction and death but allow nature to flood as she tries to deal with our man-made 
disaster. 
 
As the Council Member asked: Why is this a better plan? Why is it more expensive? 
What are the environmental impacts? How are you going to replace this huge park 
resource no matter which plan is decided upon? How will you restore trust following a 
period of radio silence? 
 
We would add: How will you immediately create mitigations to offset carbon excess and 
the larger looming issue of building climate resiliency on behalf of all of NYC and 
beyond?  
 
With thanks, 
 
 
K Webster 
President 
Sara Roosevelt Park Coalition 
http://sdrpc.mkgarden.org/ 
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