Transfiguration KR. €. Church

263 Marcy Avenue
Brooklyn, NY 11211
Tel.: (718) 388-8773
Fax: (718) 388-8774

June 20, 2010

New York City Council
250 Broadway
New York New York 190047

RE: New Domino
izear Councitl Members:

The parish of the Transiizaration has been a fixture in the Williamsburg community since its founding in 1874.
- Throughout its years its merab«rs have witnessed many changes in the neighborhood. Our parish has a rich and well
known history of being welcoming to newcomers, many of whom arrived from Puerto Rico, the Dominican Republic,
Mexico and Central America, and of providing strong advocacy on multiple issues which have ranged from the rights of
immigrants to the need for dignified and affordable housing. It is in this light that [, the current pastor of this great
community, submit for your consideration this written testimony concerning the proposed New Domino development.

The recent gentrification of Williamsburg coupled with changes in the real estate market has caused great
displacement of longtime residents of the area, many of whom are Latino. They find it increasingly difficult to remain in
the neighborhood where they laid down roots and struggled to raise their families. This is a cause of great concern for me
because it directly affects the members of my parish community who simply want the chance to stay in the neighborhood
that is so much a part of their lives, history, and identity. It is because of this that I strongly support the affordable
housing compeaent of the proposed New Dominoc project, which secks {o provide 66¢ units of affordable housing, half of
which would 22 made available to local residents.

While the need for the affordable housing is great and the propesal 1o address this need by C.P.C. is certainly
lavdabiz, T can appreciate and echo the concerns raised by Council Member Steve Levin and Assemblyman Vito Lopez
concerning the projects height and density and the potential adverse affect it will have on infrastructure and transportation,
as this would also affect the members of my coimmunity, Tt is my sincere hope that these issues can be addressed in a
reasonable and conciliatory manner without any diminishment to the proposed 660 units of affordable housing.

Rcspectfullyt

oy Wormasiaty

Rev. Monsignor Anthony Hernandez
Pastor
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Testimony for the City Council New Domino Rezoning Hearing
. by
L. Nicolas Ronderos, Director, Urban Development, Regional Plan Association
June 21, 2010

My name is Nicolas Ronderos and I'm Director of Urban Development for Regional Plan Association, a
private, nonprofit research and planning organization serving the greater New York metropolitan region.

RPA wants to testify on the proposed rezoning for the New Domino and express our support and some
suggestions for ensuring the long term environmental community benefit of this plan to provide new
permanently affordable housing and new open space in Brooklyn Communiry Board 1.

The proposed mixed use project would revitalize and reactivate a vacant waterfront industrial site with
publicly accessible open space, a restored and adaptively reused historic building, and new residential
buildings with a substantial amount of affordable housing,.

The proposed four acres of publicly accessible open space would include an espianade along the water’s
edge. We are pleased that the project proponents are working with City Planning and the Parks Department
to turn the property over to the Parks Department upon completion. We appreciate efforts made by the
project proponent to link the project site to Grand Ferry Park, the creation of 2 large open lawn between
the esplanade and the Refinery that would highlight this restored historic structure, the creation of new
playgrounds and active street level spaces that will make this open space feel welcoming to the public, and
new connections that are intended to provide visual and physical access to the waterfront from all streets
leading to the project site.

We also want to call the Council’s attention to provisions made to improve circulation in and around the
project site. RPA believes that the sidewalk widening, pedestrian streets at the park entrances, and the
project’s embracing of the Brooklyn Waterfront Greenway on Kent Avenue will help accommodate the
mobility needs of this growing waterfront community.

However, we want to make sure that this project’s proposad open space is built to the highest standards by
any subsequent developer and suggest the following actions to improve the project:

®  To help manage the City’s stormwater runoff and minimize the impact on water quality of CSOs,
there are a number of actions that can be taken. The developer should work with NYC DEP to explore
opportunities to connect high level storm sewers at the project site to catch basins along the Brooklyn
Waterfront Greenway on Kent Avenue, potentally removing significant volumes of rain water from
entering the CSO system.,

¢ Ensure that the Refinerv Building is stabilized so that its rehabilitation in subsequent phases can be
relied on. The development of the building is understandably pushed to a later phase of the project.
The project proponent should commit to a timetable for this project;

* Require that the funding to mitigate the shadows to be projected over Grand Ferry Park be
guaranteed for planting and upkeep of shadow resistant plants in perpetuity. The impact of the
shadowing over the parks and the speculative nature of the office development at this location suggests
that further reduction in the height of the northern towers might be called for.

HiH



THE PUBLIC ADVOCATE FOR THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Bill de Blasio - PUBLIC ADVOCATE

Monday, June 21, 2010
Mark Weprin FOR THE RECORD

Chair, Zoning and Franchises Subcommittee
New York City Council

73-03 Bell Boulevard

Oakland Gardens, New York 11364

L N L

Dear Councilmember Weprin,

After diligently examining the New Domino proposal and reviewing the public testimony for the
development of the Greenpoint-Williamsburg waterfront, I support the overall rezoning to
accommodate the New Domino development. I believe this project will provide much-needed,
new permanent affordable housing opportunities, create jobs, provide new community facility
space, and increase public waterfront access and green space.

The development will provide 30% affordable housing at a wide range of Annual Median
Incomes, offer prevailing wage jobs and go above and beyond surpass the standards established
by the Waterfront Access Plan developed by the Department of City Planning.

However, I do share concerns regarding the project’s impact on existing public transit
infrastructure and density which was raised by the community through Community Board 1 and
the Brooklyn Borough President. I view the recent and anticipated residential growth in
Williamsburg as an opportunity to implement a long-term sustainable transportation plan in line
with the City's PlaN'YC 2030 initiatives and VISION 2020 Comprehensive Waterfront Plan.

With respect to the additional 266 parking spaces requested in the special permit application,
urge you, along with the borough president, not to approve this application. It is highly
improbable that the development will need these parking spaces, especially with 30% of the units
being affordable and housing residents less likely to own a car. Such a surplus of parking spaces
only encourages people to own a car and to drive to work (as shown in numerous studies, such as
the 2008 Transportation Alternatives report, "Guaranteed Parking -- Guaranteed Driving"). We
should be disincentivizing this practice across the city; unnecessary car ownership and its
resulting congestion does not fit in with today's neighborhood livability standards, especially in a
potentially flourishing waterfront community.

I'would also like CPC to explore the possibility of reducing the density of the project, ideally,
without compromising the number of affordable units. Density could be reduced by eliminating
some of the nonresidential space that may not be needed in this community, and CPC could
explore additional subsidies for the affordable housing to make it more profitable.

TCENTRE STREET NEW YORK NY 10007 TEL 212 668 7200 FAX 212 669 4701 WWW.PUBADVOCATE.NYC.GOV




I hope that you will consider my office a resource in bringing together relevant agencies to
establish a working dialogue to improve public transportation along the waterfront. It is in the
interest of the developer, city and current residents to plan and invest in long-term, innovative
and environmentally-friendly mass transit options.

As portion of the City's waterfront are transformed to residential use, sustaining interest in
growth and promoting commercial growth will require sufficient transportation options. The
Public Advocate's Office encourages the City Council to take an active role in finding solutions
given its positive history and demonstrated good-faith with community engagement.

Sigeerely,

Bill de Blasio
Public Advocate for the City of New York



Good Morning Mr. Chairman and members of the
City Council

As a resident and close neighbor to Domino site
for 58 years, representing over 5,000 families as
a tenants representative as well as Block
Association’s and Merchant’s Association’s.

Just last month | stood infront of this committee
asking that you support and vote in favor of Rose
Plaza on the River, 20% of the units a total of 160
were allocated for affordable housing as
required.

It was good negotiation and effort from this
committee, the developer raised the affordable to
30% and was passed by the entire City Council
47-1, and for that | want to thank you.

Here we are today about Domino Sugar Plan
where the developer is already committed to
allocating 30% of all units for affordable 660 in
total, asking you to support and vote in favor, and
still there is opposition to this plan, Rose was too
little, Domino is too big, you have to be a king
Solomon to figure it out. Affordable Housing and
Jobs are what we need; both now depend on
your vote.



We all know that if Noah was asked to build the
ark today, there would be great opposition from
Just about every group as well as every City,
State and Federal agency as well as this body.

660 affordable units on one site, is more then the
two projects that have been approved by this
committee, Broadway Triangle and Rose Plaza
combined.

City Planning’s 13-0 vote in favor sends a clear
message to this body to vote in favor, Domino is
just not a Sugar plan; it is a sweet, sweet deal for
the entire City and the community.

Don’t turn Domino into Sweet & Low; don’t throw
this plan into the east river at the expense of the
families in need for affordable housing.

Thank You
Isaac Abraham
917-407-6491
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Stronger Yogether

Camille Rivera, SEIU 32BJ

Testimony to the Subcommittee on Zoning and Franchises
Public Hearing on the Domino Sugar Plant Redevelopment Project

June 21, 2010

Good morning. Thank-you Chairperson Weprin for hearing my testimony. My name is Camille Rivera and
I am the Assistant Political Director of SEIU 32BJ. [ am here this morning to testify in support of the

Domino Sugar Plant redevelopment project.

This project is a model for responsible development in our neighborhood, addressing t.'e needs of the
community in many ways. It goes beyond tradftioné_l affordability requirements by providing 30 percent
of the residential units at affordable rates. That is 660 units of affordable housing, including units for
families making under $25,000 a year. The project will also include public open space, reactivating what
is now a vacant waterfront industrial site. Finally, the project will provide nearly 100 good, permanent
jobs in the Williamsburg community. With the economy lagging, we cannot overlook the importance of
creating permanent jobs that provide the wages and benefits that allow hard working New Yorkers to

thrive in our City.

Responsible development in Brooklyn is crucial. Over the past several years, residential buildings have
gone up throughout Brooklyn and New York City that fail to provide the good jobs and affordable
housing that working families in New York City need. In neighborhoods like Williamsbu.g all across our
city, working families have been left behind as good'industrial jobs have been replaced by luxury condos

and poverty level jobs.

Many of our members have struggled to continue to live in this community as it has grown and changed.
We hope that the council recognizes the importance of the affordable housing and good jobs for the

Williamsburg community, and works to ensure this project’s success.

Thank you.



ASSEMBLYMAN VITO LOPEZ DOMINO TESTIMONY
June 21, 2010

Good morning Chairman Weprin and Committee members. I am Assemblyman
Vito Lopez, Chairman of the New York State Housing Committee, and I represent
the Southside of Williamsburg, the area largely impacted by the proposed rezoning
of the Domino Sugar Refinery site. I am a proud lifelong advocate of affordable
housing and have always been a strong voice in protecting residents against
displacement.

Sadly, I have watched the hyper-development of luxury apartment buildings
throughout my District despite my constant and emphatic protest. This has
displaced working class families throughout Williamsburg and added to the
growing number of homeless in the neighborhood. Since presented with this
Domino proposal four years ago, my message has been the same: With this
additional luxury development standing to bring huge profits to the developers,
Domino will only add to the overdevelopment of Williamsburg and is simply too
big. The displacement it will cause, the escalation of housing prices that will result,
and its dangerous stress on the infrastructure is too high a cost for my community to
bear.

This rezoning is proposed by for-profit developers and the vast majority of the units
proposed are market-rate and luxury units. CPC Resources, a conglomerate of
banks and a for-profit subsidiary of the Community Preservation Corporation has
partnered with the Katan Group, a prominent developer currently constructing more
than 2 million square feet of luxury residential real estate. I worry that as the
developers plan to make this deep imprint on the Waterfront, this will come at the
expense of the entire Williamsburg community. Due to the profound negative
impact this action would have on this community, I am requesting significant
amendments to the current rezoning plan.

Domino poses a grave problem for current residents in Williamsburg, either pricing
many of them out of their own neighborhoods or displacing them. CPC has already
secured between 80-100 Million Dollars in public funding for affordable housing.
In order to help alleviate the strain on this community, I call on the developers to
create 800 units of affordable housing as part of this plan. Further, I want a
commitment from CPC that these affordable units be. bullt pr1or to, or

- simultaneously with, the market rate units.



Displacement is only the beginning. This neighborhood will be unable to sustain the
size of this proposal. Other large projects such as Rose Plaza, Schafer Landing and
the Edge have already infused large numbers of residents into the area. This
massive proposal, plaining for upwards of 2,400 new apartments, stands to bring
close to 8,000 new residents to the neighborhood. Cumulatively, the population
within a half-mile radius is projected to grow by about 25% with at least 15,000
new residents. There is no community that could withstand such growth without a
real plan to tackle the related challenges.

I specifically have serious concerns about the height and density of this proposal. I
have always been a proponent of contextual zoning and moderate-sized
development. The heights of some of the proposed buildings are entirely out of
context for the neighborhood, as CPC is proposing two 40-story buildings as part of
their plan. Currently, the highest existing tower on the Williamsburg waterfront,
The Edge, stands at 30 stories. Nearby, Schaefer stands as tall as 25 stories and the
recent rezoning of Rose Plaza allows for 29 stories. Consequently, Domino should
not exceed 30 floors in any portion of the development. This project also needs to
drastically reduce its scope. I strongly recommend limiting the number of total
apartments in the project to no more than 1800.

Importantly, the infrastructure simply will not be able to support this additional
high-rise development. The infrastructure in Williamsburg is severely taxed as it is.
Domino is about 15 blocks in either direction from a subway. The MTA has
proposed cuts to one, the IMZ line at Marcy Avenue. The Bedford Avenue L has
waits of two or three trains. The population increase created by Domino is projected
to increase bus ridership in the area by 300%. It is therefore incumbent upon the
sponsor of this rezoning to privately fund a mode of transportation for the
community. I would like for the sponsor to propose methods - such as a bus shuttle
— to take residents to and from alternative subway stops and to and from lower
Manhattan. There needs to be a real and serious proposal in place for the sponsor to
move forward with this development.

As I have already mentioned, the people of a community cannot be the collateral
damage of a successful business venture. Domino must truly serve the people of
Williamsburg and be responsible in its development. For instance, the development
should be built by Building and Construction Trades Council members and paid
prevailing wage rates. Any supermarket created in Domino should be a union shop.
Though a hotel is not part of the proposal here today, should there ever be a hotel
developed, I would support that only to the extent that CPC works in conjunction
with the New York Hotel and Motel Trades Council. Finally, I would like a



binding covenant in place to assure that the 150,000 square feet of proposed
community and school space remains community space for the life of the
development. Where 100,000 square feet is currently proposed for a school, even if
CPC is unable to secure the appropriate agreements, that space must remain space
to serve the community and must not be converted into any additional apartments.

Just as the Community Board voted to oppose this proposal, I too oppose this
rezoning as proposed and recommend serious revisions to the plan. Without these
serious revisions, Domino will cost this community too much. I urge the Council
today to consider these revisions and vote accordingly. Thank you.



EAST BROOKLYN CONGREGATIONS
551 VANDALIA AVE — BROOKLYN, NEW YORK 11239
TELEPHONE: 718-642-1450 FAX NO. 718-542-4313

June 21st, 2010
The Honorable Mark S. Weprin, Chairperson
Subcommittee on Zoning and Franchises
Suite 1807

250 Broadway
NY, NY 10007

Dear Chairman Weprin:

We write on behalf of the leaders of East Brooklyn Congregations (EBC) to
express our support for the Community Preservation Corporation’s (CPC), “New
Domino” plan to develop 11.2 acres on the Williamsburg waterfront.

This plan provides three things the Williamsburg-Bushwick community
desperately needs: more affordable housing, more public recreation space and more jobs.
The 660 units of affordable housing, available to families that make as little as $23,040 a
year, will be incredibly important to working families in our parishes and communities.
Further, the open space will provide desperately needed places to recreate and relax.

EBC is a network of 33 different member congregations, schools, neighborhood
and community associations throughout Brooklyn, including seven members in
Bushwick, with thousands of families who would benefit from this project. Further, EBC
has a 20-year relationship with Community Preservation Corporation. We have
developed thousands of units of affordable housing with CPC, both owner occupied and
rental housing, including the Spring Creek Nehemiah Homes. Thousands of EBC leaders
and other Brooklynites have decent housing and improved communities because of the
work that CPC has done. We know CPC can do the same thing here.

EBC also knows how well CPC can work with residents to rehab existing
building. A team of EBC tenant leaders in the 550-unit Riverdale Osborne Towers
Complex organized to help CPC buy the complex, and worked with them to improve
conditions. Due to the cooperation of EBC tenants leaders and CPC, the complex went
from disastrous (with elevators that had not worked for 10 years, repairs that had gone
undone almost that long) to a2 much safer, much more pleasant place to live.

Brooklyn would benefit greatly from CPC's proposed Domino plan, It is critical
that this project move forward.

@ Sincerely .. \
‘ [ . )
Fr. Mariano Cisco  Fr. Edward Mason  Jacduieljfie Meldendez

St. Joseph Patron St Barbara’s, Riverdate Osborne Towers Tenant
EBC Leader EBC Leader EBC Leader
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AIA New York Chapter

The Founding Chapter of The American Institute of Architects

June 21, 2010

Honorable Mark Weprin

Chair

Subcommittee on Zoning & Franchises
New York City Council

250 Broadway Suite 1807

New York, NY 10007

Dear Chair Weprin:

On behalf of the AIA New York Chapter and its nearly 5,000 architect and affiliate
members based in Manhattan, it is my pleasure to testify in support of the current
applications. We urge the Subcommittee on Zoning & Franchises and the entire City
Council to vote to allow the redevelopment of the former Domino Sugar site along the
Williamsburg waterfront and the reuse of the landmarked Refinery Complex. We have
discussed this matter with our colleagues at AIA Brooklyn, and visited the site with
them prior to the hearing at the City Planning Commission.,

There are four compelling reasons to support Rafael Vifioly Architects and the project
team in their efforts to reclaim this vacant waterfront site that has been closed to the
community for more than 100 years,

¢ The Domino Refinery is an icon of the Brooklyn waterfront, and the proposal

respects the scale and industrial strength of the existing refinery building.

»  For the first time in 100 years the street grid and sightlines to the waterfront will be
restored and access to the waterfront will be open to the public.

¢ The addition of over four acres of new public, landscaped parks and an esplanade
stretching five blocks on the waterfront. '

»  Affordable housing is urgently needed, and this project will provide 660 affordable
apartments with a large number of them targeted to families of four making less than
$23,040 a year.

The AIA New York Chapter agrees with the proponents of the project that the
development will aliow for a significant amount of affordable housing, with the
percentage of such inclusionary dwelling units set at 30%.

We note that the new buildings are designed to allow the massing to match the scale of
the relatively low-rise existing neighborhood along Kent Avenue while stepping up to
slender towers on the waterfront. The use of glass at the upper levels of the towers
enables them to blend into the streetscape. Varying the facades and heights of the
buildings breaks up the bulk of each block and reflects the neighborhood character. We
echo the concerns previously expressed by others that public transit merits more
concerted attention.

In conclusion however, we strongly urge the Subcommittee on Zoning & Franchises to
approve these applications for this important and necessary project.

Sincerely,
;i / E E * . _________.——-— M
Anthony Schirripa, FAIA F&{c;’:ell, FAIA

2010 Chapter President Executive Director



VICAR FOR HLIMAN SERVICES
DIOCESE OF BROOKLYN

CATHOLIC CHARITIES
191 Jjoralemon Street, Brooklyn, New York 11201
Tel: 718-722-6080 » Fax: 718-722-6096
Cell: 17-385-1241 + E-Mail: alepinto@aocl.com

June 21, 2010

The Honorable Mark Weprin

Chair

New York City Council

Subcommittee on Zoning and Franchises
250 Broadway, Suite 1807

New York, NY 10007

Dear Councilmember Weprin:

On behalf of Catholic Charities of Brooklyn and Queens, I am writing to seek your support
of the plan proposed by CPC Resources for the reuse of the Domino site. We believe that
this plan offers the best for the community in terms of affordability, preservation and open
space. We also know from first-hand experience that CPC Resources is deeply committed
to responsible community development and to creating high quality affordable housing.

As a social service provider, Catholic Charities has been a part of the Williamsburg
community for over 100 years. Our community-based services include Head Start, Child
Care, Residential Services for the Developmentally Disabled, Senior Luncheon Programs,
Family Housing, Supportive Housing for the formerly Homeless and for Persons with
HIV/AIDS, Case Management and Counseling for Families. Through these programs, and
in working together with the local Catholic Parishes, we see families, seniors and
individuals who struggle everyday to make ends meet. Those struggles have been
dramatically amplified by the pressure placed on these families by landlords looking to
raise rents,

The plan for affordable housing presented by CPC Resources for Domino demonstrates a
true sensitivity and responsiveness to the needs of the low and middle income residents of
Williamsburg, It is also a unique opportunity to help address the affordable housing crisis.
Your support is essential to the realization-of this plan. ' :

-

Sincerely,

o L4l

. Msgr. Alfred LoPinto
Vicar for Human Services
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Testimony of Bill Frey
Senior Vice President and Eastern Region Executive
Enterprise Community Partners, Inc.

For the New York City Council Subcommittee on Zoning and Franchises
On June 21, 2010

Chair Weprin and members of the New York City Council Subcommittee on Zoning and
Franchises:

I am Juan Sebastian Arias from the New York Office of Enterprise Community Partners. I am
here today on behalf of Bill Frey, Senior Vice President and Eastern Region Executive of
Enterprise, who regrettably couldn’t be here this afternoon. Enterprise is a national innovator
in creating affordable homes and revitalizing communities. [ appreciate the opportunity to
share with you our support for the New Domino development project.

For 25 years, Enterprisc has pioneered neighborhood solutions through public-private
partnerships with financial institutions, governments, community organizations, for-profit
neighborhood developers and others that share our vision. We have worked closely many times
with CPC, including the $39 million renovation of the Riverdale Osborne Towers in
Brownsville that rehabilitated 523 affordable units for low-income families. Based on this and
other experience, we know first hand that CPC has the depth and experience to successfully
complete the New Domino development.

Enterprise commends CPC’s commitment to transform the former Domino manufacturing site
into a mixed-use development with 660 units of affordable housing. Rarely is there an
opportunity to develop this quantity of affordable housing units in one development on prime
waterfront real estate in New York City. Moreover, at a time when New York families are
increasingly cutting their budgets back, the need and demand for decent and affordable housing
are at their greatest. The proposed Domino site development addresses these community needs
directly with its commitment to affordable housing.

A stable, affordable home creates the opportunity for a family to transition to financial security
and to redirect scarce resources to education, health care, and other necessities. In
neighborhoods that experience rapid market transformation, the ability to maintain significant
affordable housing for low-income residents is usually very difficult. Fortunately, the New
Domino development directly addresses the needs of local residents by setting aside half of all
affordable units exclusively for low-income residents in Community Board 1 of Brooklyn.
With a total of 660 affordable units, the Domino site development is a remarkable opportunity

ENTERPRISE COMMUNITY PARTNERS, INC.
1 Whitehall Street, 11" Floor » New York, NY 10004 » 212.262.9575 = www.enterprisecommunity.org
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to make a positive impact in a neighborhood that has had a significant lack of affordable
housing options in recent years.

Furthermore, the New Domino development project goes above and beyond current affordable
housing requirements. Fully 30% of units will be set aside for low-income households, which
is already 50% more than required. CPC’s development plans go even further by targeting
very-low income households and seniors: 100 rental units will be kept affordable for families
making up to 30% of the area median income (AMI), or under $23,040 for a family of four;
and another 100 rental units will be kept affordable for seniors making up to 50% AMI, or
$26,880 for an individual. These unprecedented levels of affordability would not be plausible
were the New Domino development scaled back in size. As an advocate of affordable housing,
Enterprise is fully supportive of this development project because it will produce a significant
quantity of quality affordable housing within a mixed income community.

Having a place to live is the crucial first step out of poverty; yet for many low-income people
in New York City, finding an affordable place to live is often impossible. Enterprisc knows
how important and complex developing affordable housing in New York City can be, and we
know that CPC will do this the right way. If you have any questions, [ would be more than
happy to relay them to my colleague, Bill Frey, and get back to you shortly with answers.
Thank you for your time.

ENTERPRISE COMMUNITY PARTNERS, INC.
1 Whitehall Street, 11™ Floor m New York, NY 10004 = 212.262.9575 # www.enterprisecommunity.org
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Public Testimony Submitted by
Jerilyn Perine
Executive Director Citizens Housing and Planning Council
June 21, 2010
Re: Domino Sugar Refinery Site, Williamsburg, Brooklyn

My name is Jerilyn Perine and I served in City government for 26 years including 18
years at the Department of Housing Preservation and Development where I was
responsible for the construction of housing for the homeless, renovating and preserving
the City’s in rem stock, home to some of our City’s poorest households, and finally as
Commissioner where I was the author of Mayor Bloomberg’s original New Housing
Marketplace Plan. I am now the Executive Director of the Citizens Housing and
Planning Council (CHPC), one of the City’s oldest civic organizations focused on
housing, planning and land use.

Thank you for giving me the opportunity to testify in strong support of the actions that
you are considering that will ensure the construction of a new residential and mixed use
project on the site of the former Domino Sugar refinery.

I would like to emphasize three key reasons for my support of the project.

First the project, with its large scale and long term focus, requires an experienced
development team with a proven track record. CPC has since 1974, been preserving and
creating housing for working New Yorkers in neighborhoods all around the City; from
Park Chester in the Bronx where 12,000 units were saved from predatory lenders to the
construction of affordable units in Bedford Stuyvesant, Oceanhill Brownsville,
Washington Heights and Corona. Their commitment and contributions to the City’s
ongoing need for affordable and mixed income housing is well established.

Second the transformation of our derelict industrial landscape must continue to be a
priority for zoning and land use decisions. Areas originally created to meet the needs of
our old industrial economy, are now critical to meet the needs for housing and jobs in the
21% century and to create access to a waterfront that most New Yorkers have rarely seen.

Thanks largely to the Mayor’s commitment to the transformation of brownfield sites, and
an intensive process of public engagement, rezoning for much of the Williamsburg
waterfront has been accomplished. This privately owned site is now before you that will
make possible the extension of that effort.

www.chpcny.org 42 Broadway, Suite 2010, New York NY 10004
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Testimony of Jerilyn Perine redevelopment of Domino Sugar Factory June 2010

The third reason to support this project is that it will increase the overall supply of
housing along with a significant number of affordable units. Please note that the
development of both affordable and market rate housing is critical to our city’s future.
Not only is housing construction a key economic driver, providing jobs and significant
local spending, the demand for housing in NYC is still critical despite the current
economic downturn.

Our City’s population will continue to grow and our economy will certainly recover.
Market rate new construction doesn’t create housing demand, it fulfills it. When
combined with affordable housing it can, as it has throughout our City, meet the needs of
a wide range of New Yorkers — now and into the future.

The inclusion of 660 affordable units is a unique opportunity that is rare for a single
project in NYC. That amount exceeds the requirements of both the currentWilliamsburg
rezoning and the newly revised 421-a tax exemption.

Where the Greenpoint Williamsburg rezoning would have required 20% of the units to be
affordable to households earning 80% of area median income, this proposal includes 30%
of the units as affordable, including set asides for households at the 30%, 50% and 60%
of median income. And this project not only meets the requirement of the newly revised
421-a tax exemption program, but will exceed it by providing not only the required
affordable units, but additional affordable units, for low income senior citizens and
homeownership opportunities for moderate and middle income New Yorkers.

The Mayor’s plan for the year 2030 is projecting that our population will increase by 1
million people over the next two decades. How will we make room for them? Only by
increasing density that actually expands the entire inventory of housing and by
government using its land-use powers to increase the availability of buildable sites for a
range of housing options can we hope to house our growing population.

Given the extensive level of public engagement involved in both the Williamsburg
rezoning and the recent 421-a debate, surely a project that comes before you with an even

greater commitment to affordability should be encouraged and approved.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

www.chpeny.org 42 Broadway, Suite 2010, New York NY 10004 Phone 212.286,9211
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Good morning Chair Weprin, Speaker Quinn, and members of the Zoning and
Franchises sub-Committee, Land Use Committee, and members of the City
Council. My name is Andres Ledesma and | am representing State Senator Martin
Malave Dilan. i have been asked to read these brief comments into the record
with regard to the land use items before you concerning the Domino Sugar
Factory site. :

While the Domino Sugar Factory is not in my district, its proposed development
would have an enormous impact on the transportation infrastructure of the
communities | represent. | represent the neighboring communities of
Williamsburg, Greenpoint and Bushwick as well as Cypress Hills, East NY, and
parts of Bedford-Stuyvesant and Ocean Hill-Brownsville.

- Transportation

First off, the height and density of this development should be scaled down
significantly. Building towers of this magnitude in areas of our city that have never
had residential development needs to be planned carefully. As Chair of the
Transportation Committee of the NYS Senate, | am well aware of the need to have
infrastructure needs {public transportation, roads, bridges, traffic flows) become a
critical compeonent of any development. This comprehensive view of
development, is why the ULURP process was created in the first place. Due to this, .
it is my view that the development, as proposed by CPCR, would overburden the
existing infrastructure-of the Williamsburg community. As a former member of
the City Council and member of this sub-committee, | know first-hand that every
ULURP project not oniy has a local impact but a regional one as well. The MTA is
already looking to reduce service on the J/M/Z lines. The proposed development
would add thousand of new passengers to the nearest subway station at Marcy
Ave and Broadway. This is why both Borough President Marty Markowitz and
Community Board 1 have recommended downsizing this development.

It is also worth examining if the current market is willing to withstand this many
new units,



Education

It is unclear to me if an analysis has been done by the Department of Education
on the impact thousands of new apartments would have on local schools.

Will there be an amended 5 Year Capital Plan to take into account the new
students entering Williamsburg public schools?

Are locally zoned schools in Williamsburg able to handle the new students
stemming from this and other proposed developments along the Williamsburg
waterfront ? -

Affordability

| trust that the below market rate units of this development would continue to

remain affordable in perpetuity; that the composition of units deemed affordable

reflect local community needs; and that the rent reflects the local median income
of about $35,000.

*Conclusion

| would like to thank the work of Council Member Stephen Levin in fighting for
smart, progressive, and common sense development in his district. Council
Member Levin and | agree that new development is great but we must balance
new development with the existing infrastructure needs of an already densely
populated corner of our great metropolis. :



Janyce Stefan-Cole
376 Wythe Avenue
Brooklyn, NY 11211

Presented City Council June 21, 2010: Domino

I’m Janyce Stefan-Cole. CPCR’s New Domino is too high and too dense;
Williamsburg ill-equipped for 40 storey towers, overcrowding, and the few
affordable units promised with enough strings attached to build a second
Williamsburg Bridge.

Does CPCR even have the money? Repeatedly asked to show its finances, to
explain why such height and density are necessary, the answer is always the same:
No books, and affordable housing is the excuse, even though thousands will be
displaced as cost of living soars with the arrival of new luxury condos.

We have discovered CPCR’s loans are held by Pacific Coast Capitol Partners or
PCCP, LLC a private equity firm which focuses on purchasing distressed
debt, backed by real estate assets, and which purchased Lehman Brother’s
real estate portfolios AKA “Lehman Brothers Real Estate Mezzanine Partners, LP
in December 2009, renamed: PMRP I or: PCCP’s Mezzanine Recovery
Partners I, LP which holds the Domino loans: AKA Domino Development,
Williamsburg, NY; listed —INCORRECTLY-—as Multi-Family.

It appears the re-zoning must be in place precisely as CPCR demands to secure
financing and/or to flip the property with maximum profitability. This may
explain: A.) Their refusal to compromise with the community on density, height
and infrastructure; B.) To open their books to public scrutiny; and C.) Why the
majority of our Community distrusts affordable housing plans which are not
legally binding.

Community Board 1 voted no to CPCR’s Domino. The Boro President put
conditions on his approval. Our City Councilman Stephen Levin is smeared in
editorials for speaking for the majority: For common sense, for CPCR to abide by
2005 Williamsburg/Greenpoint rezoning, for genuine affordable housing and
contextual upland development. I believe the City Council will agree and send
CPCR a message: Williamsburg is not up for grabs. ,

Thank you.
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TESTIMONY SUBMITTED TO THE NEW YORK CITY COUNCIL LAND USE
SUBCOMMITTEE ON ZONING AND FRANCHISES

PUBLIC HEARING ON THE NEW DOMINO
MONDAY, JUNE 21, 2010
KATHRYN WYLDE

PRESIDENT & CEO
PARTNERSHIP FOR NEW YORK CITY

The Partnership for New York City represents leadership of international and regional
businesses that are headquartered in New York. Partnership members employ 775,000 people
in New York City and contribute over $140 billion to the annual Gross City Product.

The Partnership has been an avid supporter of affordable housing and industrial retention and
we wholeheartedly support the plan for the redevelopment of the Domino Sugar Refinery site.
The Partnership has an extensive history with the neighborhood of Williamsburg, where,
through our New York City Housing Partnership subsidiary, we joined with community
organizations to sponsor private development of 750 affordable homes and apartments
in Williamsburg and Greenpoint. Through our New York City Investment Fund, we also
helped finance the nearby Greenpoint Manufacturing and Design Center's program to
preserve viable industrial uses in the community.

There are few developers in the city, private or nonprofit, thatequal the Community
Preservation Corporation and its affiliates in terms of commitment to affordable housing and
stronger New York City neighborhoods. It is fortunate that they were able to acquire this
important site and I believe that their intention is to provide maximum benefit to the
community without endangering the viability and quality of the overall project.

The plan put forth by CPC Resources adheres to the goals laid out in the rezoning approved
for Greenpoint-Williamsburg in 2005. In addition, the plan promises additional commitments
in the areas of affordable housing, community preservation, open space, and waterfront access.



As envisioned, the New Domino will provide 660 housing units affordable to a wide range of
the community, as well as over 1,000 new permanent jobs. The project will also produce
hundreds of construction jobs throughout development. The Community Preservation
Corporation has a 30-year history of financing affordable housing in Brooklyn and throughout
the city. In Williamsburg alone, CPC has been involved in the construction of over 1,600 low-,
moderate- and middle-income apartments, reflecting a total investment of over $200 million.
Their commitment and track record will help ensure a successful project.

For years, neighborhoods had to stand by while the only sites available for residential
development were effectively land-banked for industrial waterfront uses that never
materialized. Meanwhile, the most noxious uses - transfer stations, construction equipment
storage and sanitation facilities - took over many of our most promising development sites
and neighborhoods. In response, the City Administration has made it a priority to reclaim
New York City’s waterfronts and bring them into the 21st century.

“Vision 2020,” the City’s Comprehensive Waterfront Plan, sets forth long-term goals for a 21st

century waterfront. It will serve as a guide for future land-use decisions along the City’s
shoreline, recognizing the diversity of the waterfront and balancing the needs of
environmentally sensitive natural areas, public access, housing and commercial activity. The
rezoning of the Brooklyn waterfront and projects like the New Domino are critical first steps in
creating a new balance in our waterfront neighborhoods that is aligned with “Vision 2020.”

As you know, earlier this month, the City Planning Commission voted unanimously to
support the New Domino development plan. New York City’s vitality and growth depends
on the creative reuse of land and buildings to adapt to changing economic conditions. With
approval of the New Domino plan, the community stands to receive an enormous array of
benefits: improved quality of life, affordable housing, greater access to public space and the
waterfront, and new jobs.

The Partnership for New York City encourages the Council to support this vital project.

Thank you for your consideration.
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In an interview last year, Barack Obama compared manufacturing jobs to those at Walmart and
said, “... I do think that there’s a culture of making things in a factory that appeals to people
and that I understand. Whenever I’d walk into a factory during the campaign and would see
these big turbines — things that, you know, you’d say, well, this is neat stuff — in a way you
wouldn’t when you walk into a retail store."

The Society for Industrial Archeology studies, interprets and seeks to preserve the neat stoff
that embodies our industrial heritage.

A key site for us, that is of national, state, city and neighborhood mmportance, is the former
Domino sugar refinery complex in Williamsburg, once the center of sugar making in the
country.

Although we appreciate that additional mitigation for the loss of National Register structures is
now part of the FEIS, and that this was a response to our previous testimony, we feel that
high-quality documentation and interpretive exhibits incorporating factory artifacts was the
least we could ask for. We still hope for a development that saves more of the buildings and
provides a better context for the three that are landmarked. We want the history to be not only

respected but celebrated. We want the world's largest sugar refinery to still be imposing, rather
than dwarfed by 40-story towers.

There are at least two alternative plans that have bubbled up from people in the neighborhood.
We like them because they preserve more of the factory and its industrial character. The
creators of these plans started by looking at What could be re-used at the site and what the
community wants and needs from it.

We ask that you vote against the re-zoning request before you and allow time for a better, more
creative plan. Take the chance to not only make history but save it.



The Havemeyers of Domino Sugar
By Mary Habstritt, Society for Industrial Archeology

president(@siahg.org, 917-709-5291

Revised 06/20/2010

The story of Domino Sugar is one of immigrants starting fresh in America and not only
succeeding here but creating an empire that impacted the enfire country.

The first Havemeyers, William H. and Frederick Christian (“F.C.”) arrived in Manhattan
in 1799 and 1802 respectively. They left Germany after the deaths of their parents for a
10-year apprenticeship m sugar refining in London. England was then leading producer
of sugar, bringing raw sugar from its Caribbean colonies to London, the most advanced
sugar refiming center in the world, and supplying the European continent.

Both Havemeyers quickly found employment and by 1805 they were able to go into
business for themselves on Vandam St. in Manhattan. Jast two years later, they were
expanding that plant. By 1828, the second generation, cousins Wm. F. and F.C._ Jr., was
runming the refinery. They both retired in their 30s, leaving the plant to be ran by their
younger brothers.

In 1841 William F. (son of the first Havemeyer to emigrale) went into politics. He served
as mayor, when the term was only one year, in 1845-46 and 1848-49. He returned for his
third term in 1872, switching parties to run against the Tweed ring. In an era rife with
political patronage and scandal, Havemeyer is said to have mounted a clean, independent,
and reform-minded campaign. New York City’s first fireboat was named for him in
1875, honoring him a year after his death and launching a tradition of naming fireboats
for mayors.

After his retirement, Frederick C. Jr. traveled the world and became an expert on sugar.
He brought knowledge of the latest technology to bear when he opened a new plant on
the Williamsburg waterfront in 1857 with several partners. (The obsolete plant in
Manhattan was closed in 1856.) It was a good site for such a business as it had deep
water for ships carmying raw sugar and the large quantities of coal needed to fuel the
plant. There was plenty of space to build, and plenty of local labor. The new refinery
mmmediately made all inland refineries obsolete, producing 300,000 pounds per day—
more than all others could produce in a month---of pure white sugar at a time when most
sugar was brown.

Fredenick Jr.’s partners changed several times until, in 1863, the firm became
Havemeyers and Elder, the name seen worked into the brick of the oval stack that still
stands today. In addition to the refinery property running from South Fifth to Grand
Avenue, the company owned the entire waterfront from North Third nearly to North
Tenth. They formed their own railroad and warchousing operation, the Brooklyn Eastern
District Terminal, to serve not only their refinery and affiliated cooperage (barrel maker)
but other companies in the neighborhood. Many of the blocks along the waterfront were



accused of not paying duty on 41,000 tons of sugar by tampering with scales. H. O. died
in December 1907, during this tumultuous period.

H. O’s son Horace helped defend the company and facilitated settlement with the
government but then resigned from the Trust. He did, however, continue to be involved
in the sugar beet industry and eventually went into competition with the Trust. He was
the last Havemeyer involved in the American Sugar Refining Company.

H. O. Havemeyer married Louisine Waldron Elder (whose grandmother was a Riker of
Rikers Island) in 1883. The two families had lived near each other as well as being
partaers in the refinery and it was not the first marriage between them. The partnership
of H.O. and Louisine resulted in major contributions to the city’s culture and began a
family legacy of collecting art and historical artifacts.

Due to Louisine’s friendship with Mary Cassatt (whose brother was a wealthy executive
with the Pennsylvania Railroad), she was introduced early to French Impressionist art and
i turn introduced it to her husband, who had up tfo that point collected mostly Asian
ceramics, bronzes and textiles. They went on to develop an early and significant
collection of French Impressionist paintings which now forms the core of the French
Impressionist collection at the Metropolitan Museum of Art.

Their daughter Electra married J. Watson Webb, a Vanderbilt on his mother’s side. Yet
when Electra began collecting American arts and crafis, her mother couldn’t figure out
why she was interested in such rustic “kitchen furniture.” This later became the
remarkable Shelburne Museum in Vermont.

The contributions of this family, represented by the Domino Sugar refinery, go well
beyond the short street in Brooklyn named Havemeyer.



Page 1 of 1

Thompson, Ashley

From: Metal, Rami

Sent:  Sunday, June 20, 2010 11:26 PM

To: Thompson, Ashley

Subject: Fw: Domino development in Willimasbhurg

From: Liza Aelion <liza.aelion@gmail.com>
To: Metal, Rami

Sent: Sun Jun 20 23:22:36 2010

Subject: Domino development in Willimasburg

Mr Metal,
The development scale of the Domino Sugar site is far too large for Williamsburg to handle. It

will add thousands of commuters on the already congested L and local buses.
As a Williamsburg resident I strongly oppose this massive development.
Sincerely, .

Liza Aelion

55 Berry st

5F

6/21/2010



Dear Honorable Members of the New York City Council:

As a part of the New York City ‘community of architects, designers, and urbanists, we
recognize that condo developments in upzoned areas have brought enormous benefits to
the public through new tax revenues, high-quality architecture, affordable housing,
waterfront parks, and remediation of brownfield sites. But as the market has seemed to
have been over-saturated by condos and the rental vacancy rate remains unaffected by the
inclusionary rezoning process, we are inviting you to consider a new model of
development for the Domino Sugar site, one of the great icons of manufacturing in the
area of North Brooklyn and, indeed, the United States.

As you may know, Domino was the first sugar company to use branding to sell its
products, and it remains one of the most recognizable brands in the country. We believe
that the current plan to preserve the landmarked buildings and provide open space,
atfordable housing, waterfront access, and generous community space is a good start, but
we think there can be a more ambitious and visionary approach to this site—and to
waterfront development in general—which embraces the history of Domino and uses the
site to prove that there is another way.

As a city, we have progressed far beyond the point when we had to beg developers to
invest in New York. We are in the unique position of having investors compete for the
right to put billions of dollars into complicated sites that require hundreds of millions in
infrastructure, even during the worst recession in decades. The Domino site presents an
absolutely unparalleled opportunity, and we ask whether its redevelopment according to
the same model befits its enormous significance. While we have made great progress, this
model still has not lived up to the standards for design and urbanism that the city must
aspire to for the next century. The Domino Sugar site is Williamsburg’s High Line. It is
clear that the market is still supporting well-designed, high-quality architecture and
urbanism. These unique sites are opportunities to generate new forms of urbanism and
orders of magnitude greater revenue, instead of producing the high volumes of similar
units that are now languishing on the market. We believe that Rafael Vinoly is a superb
architect capable of great work, but this inclusionary condo model does not permit the
creativity and dynamism that could be supported by this architect, this community, this
site, or this city. We ask you to send this plan back for revision, to incorporate the care
and attention to detail in site planning and land use that it deserves. 1

As a body empowered with the ability to accept or reject this plan but not, perhaps, to
propose a new model of development, we ask you to embrace a new vision. We all
remember the terrible plight of New York during the fiscal crisis of the 1970s, and we
never want to go back to a time when burning buildings was more profitable than
designing new ones. Rejecting a 1.5 billion dollar investment in our city, especially one
that is loaded with community benefits, is an ambitious step. It’s a vote of confidence in
New York City: that we can do better, that we can begin to create a city and an
architecture, and a model of urban development that is fitting for a world-class city, a city
that embraces its immigrant communities, a city that is in constant transformation as
every generation takes hold of it and reshapes it for itself. We ask you to consider the



Domino site an example for what can be accomplished in every neighborhood and every
district in the city with more attention to detail, more care, more originality, and a greater
level of inclusion, not represented by percentages of units, but by a vision that connects
to the history of the place and the future of the city. The Domino University plan is the
beginning of a process that can begin to impact the core problem that we still face after
decades of redevelopment: a rental vacancy rate that remains below three percent. We
need new housing in New York City, but not of this kind. It's time to explore a new way,
and the Domino site is the place where it can begin to happen.

Respectfully,

James Andrews, artist and teacher

Magda Biernat-Webster, photographer

Cameron Campbell, designer

Daniel D'Oca, architect and planner

Dennis Farr, community activist

Deborah Gans, architect

Christoph Gielen, photographer

Lisa Kahane, photographer

Nadya Karyo, design talent headhunter

Sara Kraushaar, filmmaker

Ryan Gabrielle Kuonen, community organizer

Garret Linn, artist

William Menking, architect, founder and editor of The Architect's Newspaper
Alan W. Moore, artist, activist, and co-founder of ABC No Rio
Amber G. Myers, activist

Ethan Pettit, urbanist

Arleen Schloss, performance artist and video pioneer

Jesse Seegers, Masters of Architecture candidate 2013, Princeton School of
Architecture

Amy Stringer-Mowatt, architect

Eva Schicker, photographer

Stephen Zacks, writer and reporter

A Vision for the Fﬁmre

As architects, designers, urbanists, and city leaders we are constantly volunteering and
being asked to imagine new ways of creating spaces and adapting old spaces to new uses.
We participate in competitions and design studios, we engage in discussions and write
reviews, we look at plans and proposals and give them our approval or disapproval. We
are rarely agents of urban development and site programming. But now, with New York
City having achieved a unique status as a “superstar” city, we are in a position to create a
new model that corresponds to our idea of what a great city should be. A $150 million
dollar investment in the High Line produced billions of dollars of value-added real estate
investment around it; for a comparable investment in historic preservation and



environmental remediation on the Williamsburg waterfront, we can transform Domino
into a social, educational, economic, and commercial center for one of the most creative
and diverse communities in the world.

The Domino Sugar factory is situated at the base of the Williamsburg Bridge, which
connects north Brooklyn to downtown Manhattan, The area is home to many of the city’s
immigrant communities and a foothold for young migrants from the rest of the country
and the world. It is a community filled with entrepreneurs busy inventing software,
designing spaces, opening shops, crafting objects, making clothing, producing magazines
and newspapers and websites, working in and starting some of the best restaurants,
fashion houses, and design firms in the city. They’re college graduates turning rooftops
into farms, and kitchens into start-up companies selling organic food and creating
beautiful and unheard of fusions of ethnic cuisines. They’re milling the interiors and
industrial designed products and modeling the high-design spaces of Manhattan and the
rest of the city and country. They’re teaching in the city’s expanding universities,
creating new musical genres, writing movies, books, and dramas for television. They’re
performing scientific and medical research, curing diseases, and transforming our ability
to live healthy lives.

Instead of taking the profits from market-rate condos and using it to pay investors and
fund other market-rate developments, Domine Art City would be a self-sustaining
development that nourishes creative and immigrant communities in the city. We propose
to redevelop the site in such a way that 70 percent of the 2,200 housing units will be raw
live/ work rent-stabilized units freely adaptable by tenants and maintained by a private
nonprofit management company. These units would be rented on a preferential basis
through a special lottery system to second-generation neighborhood residents unable to
afford market-rate rents, past area residents displaced by development, and new under 35-
year-old migrants to New York who will apply for artist and immigrant residencies.

- Another 30 percent of the units will be devoted to supportive housing for at-risk youth
aging out of foster care, low-income tenants from other areas of the city, and other groups
in need of supportive services, with the help of state and federal funds. The cost of site
preparation and historic preservation will be funded by grants, matching funds, and the
sale of tax-exempt bonds.

The 140,000 square feet of community space already allocated within the plan will be
designed to accommodate the Domino Educational Community, including an
clementary school, kitchens for entreprencurial start-up food companies, an urbanism
think-tank and development company that conceives and produces community-based
projects, expandable annexes for educational workshops, green urbanism research and
training, pilot schools such as Domino University, School of the Future, Trade School,
and Public School New York, and a large open raw warehouse space for ad hoc musical
and performance events, flea markets, exhibitions, art installations, and other large-scale
indoor gatherings.

The area facing the waterfront esplanade would be rented to small-scale businesses and
revenue generating recreational facilities, including a large beer-garden, a foodie village,



and an amusement park. A part of the facility would be specifically programmed by
stakeholders from the Eastern European, Puerto Rican, Italian, and Jewish communities
that have made the area their home, along with the West Indian communities to the
southeast whose historical relationship to sugar plantations and Domino sugar is

particularly important.

This growing, vibrant community would be a part of a new vision for downtown
Williamsburg that would extend its benefits to the under-served communities of the JMZ
line, extending into Bushwick, Bedford-Stuyvesant, East New York, Brownsville,
Cypress Hills, Ridgewood, Middle Village, Woodhaven and Richmond Hill. A new
subway stop for the J train at Broadway and Bedford and a reconfigured route that fluidly
links it to the commercial and business centers midtown would ease pressure on the L
train and support billions of dollars of new investment extending to the east. The subway
stop would be integrated with an urban design plan for the transportation infrastructure of
downtown Williamsburg, where automobile traffic from the Williamsburg Bridge and the
BQE overpass haplessly intersect with the elevated JMZ train, the bus depot, and the
pedestrian overpass. This would be integrated with the new landscape design for the BQE
trench currently being undertaken by Susannah Drake of Dland Studio .

A series of public forums and short competitions would be held, including an ideas
competition for the programming and overall landscape urbanism scheme for the site, an
urban design competition for the downtown Williamsburg transportation infrastructure,
and then the Domino site would be divided into separate parts to be designed by several
different architecture firms to maintain the fine-grained character and diversity of the

city.

Towards a Greater City

This project if fine. It's OK. You should vote for it if you want New York to be fine. You
should vote against it if you think we can make great neighborhoods. Don't just vote no.
Let's start a process by which we can make this project great. Let's form a working group
within the city's department of design and construction in cooperation with the NYC
Economic Development Corporation that actively develops sites like these in
neighborhoods everywhere around the city. Let's create special places that we LOVE and
think of with affection. The skills and competency are here. We have great architects.
They're doing great projects around the world, designing whole neighborhoods and cities.
Let's let them work here too.

We'll form a committee composed of appointees from a couple of neighborhood
organizations (NAG and OSA), the head of DDC as a representative of the mayor's office
(David Burney), representatives from the council (Diana Reyna and Steve Levin), a
development expert (Vishaan Chakrabarti), a representative of the city's Economic
Development Corporation, a few architecture experts (James Corner, Mark Robbins), and
a representative of the MTA.




We'll hold a 6-week competition for ideas for the Domino site and its relation to the
transportation infrastructure of downtown Williamsburg that includes two programs, one
for downtown Williamsburg, one for the Domino site. We'll have a well-publicized
presentation of the ideas in a large warehouse in Williamsburg and take comments from
the community. We'll revise the program according to the best ideas for design,
development, and urbanism. We'll invite two short lists of architects, one with urban
design, planning, engineering and landscape urbanism expertise, the other with
architecture and landscape architecture expertise, to create landscape urbanism designs
for the sites. Then we'll take that plan, divide it into separate projects for the housing,
waterfront, community space, education, transportation, parks, and other components,
and issue RFPs for each of them to be designed by separate teams of architects, landscape
architects, and engineers.

Domino University
The link below is a sketch of the initial Domino University proposal on the part of long-

time Williamsburg residents and colleagues, Dennis Farr, Ethan Pettit, and Eva Schicker.
I think it needs fo be expanded and revised and could use the help of professional
architects, planners, and developers, but it could be the seed perhaps of a new way of
thinking about sites like these that could take advantage of the many other ideas and
possibilities out there.
http://www.facebook.com/notes/urbanum-tremendum/domino-university-further-
consideration/10150189551780371




H AB URBAN HOMESTEADING
ASSISTANCE BOARD

Testimony before the City Council regarding the Rehabilitation and Re-Use of by
Domino Sugar Factory Site — June 21, 2010

UHAB fully supports the Community Preservation Corporation’s rehabilitation plans for the
Domino Sugar site.

We are particularly pleased that 410 units will be rented to people at 30%, 50%, and 60%
of the Area Median Income. By nearer and dear to our hearts is the fact that another 150
units will be homeownership units affordable to households at 130% of median. The need
for both types of housing, for households in these income ranges, is sorely needed in this

City.

There are many other aspects of CPC’s proposal that, in our view, represent excellent
design and policy decisions. The fact that affordable units will be dispersed throughout the
project, and not clustered on particular floors or buildings, embodies the best thinking L
about how to create a successful mixed income development. We also think the
neighborhood will derive significant benefits from the increased access to the waterfront,
improved open spaces, and the addition of new commercial and community spaces.

Overall, this project is an example of outstanding design and planning. UHAB urges the
City Council to approve it.

Richard Heitler
Chief Operating Officer

120 Wall Street 20™ Floor New York, NY 10005 TEL 212-4793300 FAX 212344-6457 WEB wwwuhab.orq wwwuhab.coop
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ZONING CONSULTANT

107 WAVERLY PLACE ' TELEPHONE
NEW YORK, NY 10011 (212) 477-6279

Apr. 28, 2010

Chair Amanda Burden & Members
of the City Planning Commission

Re: Domino Sugan Applications

I was asked by people from the affected area to look at the
proposals by the Domino Sugar developers, and comment on them.

It seems that the developers are essentially asking that all
of the Zoning requirements for the area be eliminated, so that they
have a zone-free canvas to work with. The number of changes, permits,
authorizations, and emceptions to the zoning are almost unbelievabée.

I went through the listings, and found the following:
3 map changes
Change in regulations for General Large Scale Developments.
Text changes for 3 sections & appendix for Inclusionary Housing.
6 Special Permitg!
An additional Special Permit for uses on the same floor.
Exceeding parking regulations
Authorizations for Visual corridor regulations &
permitted obstructions in visual corridors
Phased waterfront development
Certification re compliance with public access & visual corridor regs.
Certification re subdivision of waterfront parcel.

In addition it appears they will also be requesting:

Coastal Zone consistancy determination

Approvals for upgrades & repairs to waterfront platform & bulkhead -
from both the U.S. Corps of Engineers & NYS Dept. of Environmental
Conservation

NYS Pellution Discharge Elimination Systems Permit.

This 1s a formidable list of applications. But what do they mean.

.The Authorization f@g@isual corridors & waterfront public access deals
with the fact that the proposed public walkway, required tb be 40' wide
shrinks to 11'2" at Grand Street.

The authorization on Permitted obstructions in visual corridors &
design requirements for Waterfront Access related to the fact that two
of the visual corridors are obstructed by pprking garages, and that the
seating & planting dces not comply with the requirements as to number
of planting areas and seating, and that they do not comply with the
regquired screening huffer and trees.

The Initial Setback Distance from street & shore walkways does
not comply with the zoning - The base height is in excess, from 8
to 279'. Maximmm height is an increase from 9' to 200'. The proposal-

for towers is in excess of 19,400 to 27,400 sq. ft.
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The addition to the original landmarked Domino Sugar building would
be 9,870 sg. ft. over what 1s permitted.

Along the shoreline, buildings would exceed the current zoning
regulations by from 80' to 140’ in height.

The minimum 60' requiedd space betwen windows in an inner court
would be reduced by 3'6" to 10'.

The rgquired size of eear yards would vary and not completely
conform to requirements. The distance between two buildings on the
same lot will not comply.

The proposal exceeds the permitted parking per the regulations.

In addition to the vardous changes above, the proposal also is
planning to transfer development rights from one parcel to another.
As you are aware, transfers of this type may imgrease the size of
developments by shifting bukk from one site to another inappropriately.

In the appeals by the developer, he states that this building is
not out of character with the adjoining areas. However, even he says
that most of the surrounding area consists of 2 to 6 stories buildings,
although he does cite one 150' tall structure. However, his lowest
buildings range from 60' to 150 ' with the waterfront parcels ranging
from 300 to 400' tall. Views to the water and waterfront are confined
to view corridors between the high rise buildings.

It is not clear from the proposal whether the "open space” would
be available to the general public or only to residents of the buildings
on the site. They mention that there are not the required number of
benches for seating, but state that people can always sit on the grass.

The applicant also does not seem to feel that the project would
create any probhems for the area. T am not a traffic expert so I will
leave comments about the large number of new cars that will be using
the parking garages and what .effect this will have on the traffic here.

However, I am a member of the Social Services Committee on CB#2
Manbattan, and I am aware of the lack of enough school spaces that we
have. With the large number of units that will be coming here, I don't
see any plan for accomodating the families and children that will bhe
moving into the area. In addition, health facilites are also becoming
a problem, with hoppitals closing or cutting. back.

I have heard various complaints = alteady about the crowded
subways in this area, and with the further cutbacks in servcie, this

has not been adequately addressed.

Except for the applicant's ascertion that the project is great,
he gives no good resson why you should be appoving all these zoning
changes and Special Permits and Certifications. The project is much
to large and out of character for the area.

If this project came to me when I was head of the &oning Committee,
I would have laughed at the applicant and turned it down immediately.

Doris Diether,
Zoning consultant
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ZONING CONSULTANT

107 WAVERLY PLACE
NEW YORK, NY 10011

Re: Domino Sugar application . =

I understand there are many people here today ¥
project because it promises "moderat oL
ads for "moderate price housing® and it largely depe
is chosen as the area on which the
income levels. are shown below. -

clinton 3008 -

50% of medien income - $502 for studio

$535 for 1 bedroom .

' $650 for 2 bedroom’

40% of median income - $384
,. L $408

v

Wall St. area 2008 $671
o $678

The Bronx 1/17/10 ' $783
$944

$1,091 for 3 bedroom

Midtown 2008 $856
- : $916

141,103 for 2 hedroom

Lower Manhattan 2007 $1,993 for 1 bedroom
$2,392 for 2 bedroom

$498

studio

for 1_.bedroom
for 2 bedroom

dor studiof_
for 1 bedroom

for 1 bedroom
for 2 bedroom

studio L
for 1 bedroom

‘price is taken.

TELEPHONE
(212) 477-8279

ho support this
e price housing.” I pulled some
nds on what area

Sample rents &

If yourlincpme is higher than Income Range shown, you don't qualify.

If your income is lower than Encome Range shown, you also don‘t qualify
. i '
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Doris Diether
oting Consultang
averly Pl |
New York, NY " 1091 |

DOMINO SUGAR PLAN

Re: Affordable Houséng - based on Area Medium Income. What area?
What fs the figure? G o7

What are rents for "at‘or‘beloWIBO%“ (99 units) ﬁy¢jya
"at or below 60%" (330 units) ¢
"At or below 50%) - seniors (99 units)

"NYC Housing Partnership Program rents (132 units)
(up to 130% of AMI)

660 units or 720 units?
Upland block - 163 affordable units. 156

Rents' as per ad 1/17/10 (Bronx) - 1 bedroom $783 monthly, 2 bedroom $944,
3 ,bedroom $1091, based on AMI in Bonx. Based on wages shown, this
would be more than 1 weeks salary.

Refinery addition - stated addition would reflect industrial nature of
building - See photos S=9 and S-11 - addition and adjacent buildings
are not the masonry style of Domino Sugar Landmark building.

Below grade parking - 1302 to 1694 spaces - on waterfront. Ground water
level 6 to 24' below grade.

Page S5-14 - Approvals may also be necessary for allocation of funds for
affordable housing.

If "No Action" re zoning, Refinery complex would remain vacant due to
redevelopment wosts? Wh¥? Applicant has only proposed one possible
arrangement of uses for Site. Former Navy Yard is being re-used.

Indirect residential displacement - new high income population. leads to

displacement since landlards refuse to renew leases, hara&sS tenatns,
and use courts and provisions in the laws to vacate buildings.

Language requires 20% of floor area as affordable, not units.

Re: Schools - (S—ZOl-How were number of new students arrived at? New . _i.:
school proposed with 738 seats, new students 696 + 288 = 984 + 336
high school students. S-21 cites mediation of problem, but where?

If it is not adopted, what then? Child care facilities already
overcrowded and 128 new children coming.

Health care facilities - "negligible increase in need"? Basedon what
information?

Shadows on Grand Ferry Park - how come more shadows mid-day when sun
is high than morning and afternoon?

"Relatively modest increase in demand for solid waste handling"? 2200
more residential units, plus commercial & community facility?

9 years of construction - 2011 to 2020. Disruption of area.
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Re Transportation - 25% of constructtén workers via transit, not cars or
trucks. 5% on foot. What will be total «# workers?

# Re: “YReduced density alternative®- 2200 units redmced by 549 - 1/&4 less.
720 affordable units reduced by 250 - 1/2 less. Greater loss of
affordable units than total units.

- "R-8 zoning similar to adjacent areas" - Adjacent areas are mostly R6
with some R7 - lower FAR than RS8.

6093 new units unrelated to project - because fof recent rezoning?

New buildings masonry and glass at upper levels. This is not what they
look like in photos (Figure S-11)

Parking - why is there mmmxm more of a shortfall from 9 AM-10 AM weekdays
and 9 PM to 11 PM Sat.?

- "Reduced Density Alternative®by developer - Upland would be FAR 3.44
instead of -2.42 FAR, thus more residential or other uses. (S5-51)
Why greater perfentage ofjaffordable houseing than overall units.

4 pages of required c¢hanges to Map or texts, Special Permits, authori-
% zations, c¥ertifications; Approvals from U.S. Army Coérps of
:ﬁ" Engineers & NYS Dept. of Environemtnal Conservation, plus approvals
from NYS Housing Preservation & Development, Dept. of Enviwoinetal
Protection, Dept. of Transportation, Landmarks Preservation Comm.,
Dept. of Parks & Recreation, School Construction Authority, Housing
Developemht Corp., NES—Bept—ef-BEC, USA Corps of Engineers, State
Housing Proection Office. With all of these changes, permits, etc.
this will set a precedent for other developers to request them.

-~r

- Property was purchased in June 2004, 5-1/2 years ago, and it is still
sitting there. Why was action not taken earlier? With the ewonomy
as it is now, is there any guarantee that anything will be bugit?

Illustrative figures - Domino vs. background buildings. Won't the landmark
be buried behind the high rise buildings on either side?

"Existing Industrial uses (3-1) already co-exist with residential uses on
adjacent bkocks" - so why most Domino not have industrial uses?

Greenpoint-Williamsburg rezoning - also creates a wall along the river.
That is the only R8 in the general area. High rise along the river
has normally been opposed, lower rise buildings are preferred along
the waterway. Only real access to the ¥mx¥ river is by the streets.

"2 in the area, not adversely affects the area." Why would this one?
M3 surrounds the project site.

There is a Study Area map (after 3-3) but no use chart. So you can't
tell the uses in the buildings in the x¥mirim vicinty of the site.

Southside (area adjacent to sitél - Uses include warehousing, industrial
uses, residential 3 to 6 stories high, retail, churches, 2 shcools,
firehouse, parks & playgrounds.



Northside - Industrial, residential, retail, open space, parks,light
manufacturing, warehousing.

So. Williamsburg - separated from site by Bridge - residential plus large
industrial, vacant land and buildings. Residential projects.

Study Area Zoning Districts, Table 3-1 - No MX or M3-1 listed.

Area is adjacent to Indhstrial Business Zone - assistance to industrial
bu51nesses.3kru~-

Current M3 nd%h and east of site - no effect on Proposed Project.per

report.

Indirect displacement. - due to upward rent pressure - lamdlords can get
higher rents so refuse to renew 1eases, harass. tenants,. . "~ .-
use loopholes in law to evict. So local coffee shop is repalced

;py Starbucks, stationary stoee is replaced by Staples. No small
shops to buy things like thread, buttons, greeting cards, etc.



The New York Community Council
217 N 7" Street, Brooklyn NY 14211 {347)-200-2353
June 21, 2010
Testimony of Communify Council President Philip DePaolo

for the former Domino Sugar Factory Sl.‘tb_]ect CEQR Application #: CEQR No.
07DCPO94K;

This testimony, submitted before the expiration date of public
testimony of June, 21 2010, is hereby endorsed by The New York
Community Council

My Name is Philip DePaolo, President of The New York Community
Council. Thank you for this opportunity to provide testimony today.
The New York Community Council is a Citywide volunteer organization
that works for a more just, equitable, and sustainable city for all New
Yorkers by helping communities to plan for and realize their future. I
have also called Williamsburg my home since 1979.

The New Domino Sugar proposal includes 660 units of claimed
affordable housing reserved for families with incomes of $23,040
dollars up to $99,840 dollars.

The current AMI for Brooklyn CB1 is $35,300 dollars.

Using the Envisioning Development toolkit we found that only 100
units are affordable to a majority of residents living in Brooklyn CB1.
Even the 310 units of housing at $46,080 dollars are out of reach to
over 60% of residents in Brooklyn CB1.

The 150 for sale housing units for families earning 99,840 dolars would be
offered at 130% of ami. CPCR/KATAN want precious taxpayer dollars to pay for
the units but they do not want to offer the units at the levels under 1Z that begin
at 80% of AMI and cap at 125%. ‘

The 100 un|ts reserved for seniors maklng up to 50 percent of the area
median income is out of reach to most low income seniors fac:ng
dlsplacement T T .

. / The DEIS also states that 181 umts of housmg would be lost dJsplacmg 570 ' '*;""“"-,
residents due to indirect displacement. All the units the DEIS claims will be lost

" areallin one census tract.
-t s I"_,/"'

| The DEIS states that all alternatlve plans would substantially fail to
' 1



meet the project’s principal goal of providing a substantial amount of
affordable housing, but how do we know this. CPCR/KATAN have never
shown how much things costs, what subsidies they want to receive and
what kind of for profit return they expect.

A report prepared by HPD shows that CPCR/KATAN could earn a net
profit between $382 and $447 million (with a return of cost at 42 to 50
percent) 1f they develop along the scale as planned

B e e N S et

, "moos rezomng ant1c1pated 5,544 new re51dent1a1 units on the Wllhamsburg and Greenpomt N

.. waterfront. The Domino rezoning would increase the potential number of waterfront housing -,}

""—.\,umts by 43% . -

The proposed development would result in just under 4 acres of
publicly-accessible open space.

But even with this new open space, when all the new residents are accounted for,
the community winds up with less open space per resident that we have now.
About 6% less within the half-mile study area according to the EIS.

The New Domino would be a significant development with a major
impact on schools, police, fire and transportation. Mitigation for these
issues was not properly addressed in the EIS

P e

L

P "Domlno is proposmg a 14- story bunidmg on S3rd and Wythe

" Whena developer sought a variance in 2005 to develop the site across the street

from Domino, they asked for 19 StOI'leS The community said no, and ultlmately

B$A approved 5 storles . S

o
,.'Overall Domino is proposing a density of development dramatlcalﬁ(

-

P e

larger than the 2005 rezoning both upland and on the water. The main -

supporters of the rezoning, Churches United for fair housing leader

' Esteban Duran wrote to a local paper on April 30th that," If the City

had listened to us and built higher buildings further inland on the

. Broadway Triangle area I would be right by your side asking for lower

heights on the Domino site. But the fact is that the City behaved in a

‘racist fashion in limiting the PUBLIC LAND in the Triangle to lower

heights. So it seems that the supporters of the New Dommo also know
thls prOJect is too big. e

Last week Architect, planner, and educator Alexander Garvin who calls
himself pro-development and is proud of his work steering the Lower
Manhattan Development Corporation and serving as managing director
of the NYC 2012 Olympics effort made some interesting comments
regarding major planning at a forum called Conversations on New
York. He stated that, "There's no consistent relationship between what

2




can be built around various subway stations.

“If you look at large proposed developments-if you don't have open
space or infrastructure to support the increase [in density], you
shouldn't be increasing [it].”

We agree, Community concerns regarding infrastructure, density,
public safety and neighborhood identity have been ignored. The New
York Community Council cannot support this application and we
request that the City Council follow the request of our local community
board and the Boro Presidents recommendations regarding the
reduction of density on the waterfront and inland, the increase of
affordable housing that is within the community's ami and proper
mitigation to the issues raised by the EIS.

Philip DePaolo
President

NY Community Council
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TRANSPORTATION
ALTERMNATIVES

June 2010

FACT SHEET

Transportation Alternatives (T.A.) is a 8,500 member 501(c}(3) non-profit, non-partisan advocacy
organization working for better biking, walking and public transit in New York City.

Through New York City’s continuous evolution, as buildings are rebuilt, redesigned and newly created,
great opportunity exists for the private sector to contribute towards a more sustainable urban landscape
through good design and development. While “green building” materials and sustainable design help
conserve natural resources and energy, the prioritization of car-share, bicycles and public transit by a
developer can reduce traffic, enable more people to ride bicycles and achieve a greener and healthier city.

On the specific issue of off-street parkiné, Transportation Alternatives believes that it should be limited as
much as possible in New York City. Our position is based on the following ideas:

Minimum Parking Requirements Make Driving Cheap and Building Expensive

Minimum parking requirements are based on the premise that parking should be free. But building
parking is expensive. Its cost is absorbed by everyone, whether they drive or not. Parking minimums are
effectively a subsidy for driving. They make using a car cheaper and shitt costs from motorists to builders
and the public. As detailed in PlaN'YC, parking consumes space better used for housing, businesses, and
green space. '

Parking Encourages Driving: If You Build It, They Will Drive
There is an overwhelming body of research and evidence proving that the availability of free and low-cost
parking is the biggest factor influencing people to drive instead of taking transit, walking or cycling.

» TIn Guaranteed Parking, Guaranteed Driving (2008), University of Pennsylvania Professor
Rachel Weinberger showed that the city’s residential off-street parking requirements exceed
existing off- street parking demand. As a result, new residences built under the existing zoning
code will have far more parking than existing residences. There is no evidence to suggest that
reducing off-street parking requirements would lead to less development, lower growth or other

. - negative consequences.

o In Free Parking Congested Streets (2007) and Necessity or Choice (2006) Bruce Schaller showed
that 90% of motorists entering the CBD have an easy transit alternative; city workers with free
parking drive at twice the rate of others.

» A 2007 Transit Cooperative Research Program study found that transit oriented developments
with lower parking requirements produce less driving.

s A 2005 San Francisco State study of medium and high density housing in San Francisco found
each residential parking spot generates several vehicle trips per week, and residences with more
parking generate more parking trips.

s A 2001 study by Daniel Hess of UCLA showed that a small increase in parking charges in
Portland, OR reduced single occupant driving by 20%.

» New York City zoning regulations mandating parking at new residential developments will
increase auto ownership rates and add over 1 billion annual vehicle miles traveled (VMT) by
2030. This is 40% to 50% more than if the City were to maintain its existing rate of car
ownership. (A billion VMT is equivalent to 8 months of traffic in Manhattan south of 60™ Street.)
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-Join Assembly Member Vito Lopez, Assem"t)lyMembei~ Jee
Lentol and Council Member Stephen Levin at a

RALLY TO STOP IRRESPONSIBLE
' DEVELOPMENT OF DOMINO!!!

Last Chance to Change this Massive Development Proj ect'

Monday, June 21% |
RALLY: 10am, City Hall Steps
CITY COUNCIL HEARING: 11am, City Hall

STAND UP FOR RESPONSIBLE DEVELOPMENT AND AFFORDABLE
HOUSING! COME RALLY AND TESTIFY BEFORE IT’S TOO LATE'

: The New Domino Plan would add: '
o 6000+ new residents to South e 2,500+ new L and J/M/Z train riders

Williamsburg : : during rush hour _ ,

s Upto 2,400 units of housmg : e Buses will operate at up to 300 Oo capacity

o Upto 1,740 new Luxury __ (B62 and B59) — the B39 has already been cut
condominiums ' ' e 6% decline in area’s open space

e Proposal is 21 % larger than the 2005
Greenpomt/Wllhamsburg waterfront
zoning .

Two 40 and two 30 story towers

If you have any questions please contact Ram1 Metal at Council Member Stephen Levin’s ofﬁce
phone (917) 885-2987 or email rmetal@council.nyc.gov -




To: City Council June 21, 2010
City Hall, New York, NY

From: Steven Frankel
330 Wythe Avenue 2C
Brooklyn, New York 11211

Re: Objection to Bulk, Density and Overdevelopment of the Domino Sugar Site

Dear Council Members,

Thank you for listening to the concerns of the residents in the area surrounding the Domino Sugar
development site.

My name is Steven Frankel and I’'m a resident of Williamsburg and have lived a block away from the
Domino site for the last 15 years.

| support the idea of doing something with the site and opening up the waterfront to the public. [ also
support affordable housing. | do wish there could be a more visionary and powerful way to transform
this historic and significant piece of Williamsburg beyond building more condos. | think there has been a
real lost opportunity here.

My biggest issue with the new Domino is the immense and unprecedented height and density which is
being proposed. FAR and building heights may seem abstract but the results are not abstract and I'm
not just talking about the impact of 8,000 new residents on already overburdened infrastructure

The upland site with its 14 story tower in a 6 story zone is almost triple the density allowed its
neighbors. Recently city planning determined that the contextual height of buildings in this area is 6
stories. Just two years ago, the BSA determined that an almost identical site directly north of this upland
site was in a four story context and could not build above four stories. Was City Planning and the BSA
wrong? How can we now say it’s ok to build 14 stories, every new upland development is now going to
point to this building as the new context — this is going to be a huge headache.

Regarding the waterfront site, the rezoning of Edge and Northside Piers with 30 story towers and FAR of
4.7 was a lot more than the community board originally wanted — we were given the impression that the
envelope had been pushed as far as it could go. Domino, with it’s 40 story towers and FAR of 5.9 for the
waterfront make these developments look modest. In addition, the Kent Avenue frontage has been
zoned for 6 story buildings for reasons of light and air and neighborhood context— Domino proposes 10
story structures along these narrow sidewalks.

Although there are streets and real connections to the water in the Domino plan, the overall effect of
the huge dense building mass is like a wall between the water and the Community.

I urge the planning Commission to hold the developers to the same regulations regarding bulk and
height as the other waterfront developments. This project will set the benchmark for all future
development and zoning — let’s make sure we get things right and set the right precedents.

Don’t supersize Domina.
Thank you,

Steven Frankel
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My name is Gregory Barsamian. In the early 80s I personally renovated four abandon buildings
on Grand st near Kent ave. I object to the development of the Domino Sugar site as planned. I
have lived here since 1983. In that time a community was built from the ashes of industrial

_ flight. The right of communities to have some input into their development was established with
the 197 A plan. The Domino development completely disregards the will of the community and
as planned will place massive burden on not only the existing residents of the neighborhood but
also on the proposed residents.
No thought has been given to our lacking infrasturcture. How for instance will Kent and Wythe
ave , already impacted with traffic, withstand the increase. How with the J, M and L trains be
able to handle any increase in ridership. How will the residents deal with the power plant
smoke stack just a hundred feet from proposed residential towers. How will we deal with the
decrease in open space...the decrease in sunlight and the increase in polution. What will happen
to our Grand Ferry Park, already suffering from the adjacent power plant, when the sheer wall of
a massive building is placed on top of it.....creating a wind tunnel!

© ‘Why, most importantly is our zoning being disregarded in a dangerous precedent setting rush to

profit.
Our neighborhood is not a blank slate. What you write on it impacts generations of people to
come. Creating Manhattan level population densities in a small Brooklyn neighborhood might be
good planning for developers who will profit and never have to deal the mess they created but it
is bad planning and for long time residents who naively thought they could put down roots,
rebuild a devastated neighborhood and live in peace.
Ten years of heavy construction and hoards of newcomers without the infrastructure for them
may seem like progress to you but it's hell for us.
I strongly urge the city council to revisit this plan and reduce it to a level in accord with our
zoning guidelines.
Sincerely,

Gregory Barsamian

Gregory Barsamian

43 Grand St

Brooklyn, NY 11211

718 -782 4317
hittp.//gregorybarsamian.com
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TRANSPORTATION DILEMMA ' < A TIIHENT

The L train is the transportation live-blood of Wiliamsburg. According to the Domino Group,
additional trains can be added to the line to “increase capacity” to accommodate the great number
of residents from the Domino Project who will use this subway line. Factually, Domino is
correct. Additional trains will add capacity. But this will in no way increase the efficiency of
using the already overburdoned L-line. In fact, it will create a serious public safety issue.

Firstly, the planning and furnishing of additional trains is determined by the MTA and not by a
real-estate developer. Given the serious MTA financial crunch, additional trains will not be
available for quite a number of years. And any monies for additional trains will be budgeted for
the new 2nd Avenue Subway project.

Secondly, The L train is a two-track line with no 3rd express track to facilitate additional
capacity. There are 3 critical transfer stations in Manhattan: Union Square, 6th Avenue and 8th
Avenue (terminus). Once a train reaches 8th Avenue, it is either directed to the North track or
the South track, whichever is unoccupied. There is no 3rd track nor loop.

The turnaround time at the terminus is important. There are 3 components for the turnaround
time: discharging passengers upon arrival, accepting passengers for the return trip and waiting
for the next arriving train to position itself to the North or South tracks before it departs. The
entire turnaround process is, at best under ideal situations, 10 minutes which is a logistical, and
more importantly, public safety issue. As a result, additional trains will result in extensive back-
ups all along the L-line well into Brooklyn with more passengers waiting in trains underground.
The L-train can barely handle the current commuting Williamsburg population without any
subway car breakdowns or emergencies.

Furthermore, as everyone knows, any basic maintenance on the L train during the weekends in
which only one track is utilized, is a major issue. Imagine the problem with an additional 6000+
residents!

FLOOD ZONE CLASSIFICATION

The proposed location of the Domino Project is in a NYC government designated flood zone. (I
stress NYC government since this classification just doesn't come from some non-affiliated, non-
governmental environmental guru, but an official government designation). During a flood or
simply the forecasted threat of a flood situation, evacuation and/or assistance from/fo a densely
populated mini-city will be a logistical nightmare, another serious public safety issue.

Using this fire & water theme, furthermore, the closing of the firehouse on Wythe Avenue will
not enable sufficient firefighters to respond to emergencies at the massive Domino complex with
sufficient resources and in a timely manner, a serious public safety issue.

An added 6000+ residents attempting to evacuate a desnity populated area serviced exclusively
by narrow roads will create a public safety nightmare.
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Brandon Cole
Lifetime Member Writers Guild of America East
376 Wythe Avenue
Brookiyn, New York 11211
brandon376@msn.com
www.brandonwriter.com
718.387.1036

Monday, June 21, 2010
My name is Brandon Cole and I've lived on Williamsburg’s South Side

since-198’4. | expressed strong opposition to CPCRg planned-deyelopment-of
ﬂns-éenﬂne-eiteat our community board 1 meetings; | spoke against CPCR
before the Borough President; | spoke against CPCR at the City Planning
Commission; and | am here to speak against CPCR today. ,

I will be brief, | promise you I will be brief because | stand here as a
representative of the 33 district and | stand here to show my strong support

for our City Councilman Steve Levin. And i will be brief because white | made my statement to

Borough President Markowitz, he yawned: and while | made my statement to Planning Commissioner
Burden she thumbed through the cards in front of her to see how many more people /ike me she had to listen
to.

| have learned something from this land-use review process: be brief.

My question, respectfully, to this council is: What has CPCR learned?

Has CPCR learned that transparency in financial transactions is critical?
No, CPCR refuses to open its books.

Has CPCR learned that their propesed development is too high and too
dense? No, CPCR wants greater density. |

Has CPCR learned that the South Side'’s infrastructure is overburdened
and further development needs to be directly connected to infrastructure
improvement? No, CPCR talks vaguely about water taxis.

Has CPCR learned that unregulated arrogant developers create serious
problems for our city as happened with Peter Cooper Village and The
Riverton Houses? No, CPCR, like these other deveiopers, says it knows
better.
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CPCR says it knows better than the residents most directly affected

by its prepesed development; CPCR says it knows better than Community
Board 1; CPCR says it knows better than the Brooklyn Borough President
because € PCR has accepted few to none of the changes requested during this review process.

And CPCR knows better than City Councilman Steve Levin, State
Assemblyman Vito Lopez and State Assemblyman Joe Lentol.

CPCR says it just knows better.

It is time for CPCR to be told by City Council: You do not know better.
You will not do what you please on the historical Brooklyn waterfront. You wil
work with the residents of Williamsburg’s South Side through their Community
Board and you will listen to their elected representatives.

ltis time for CPCR to be told by City Council: You will submit to governance and work with the
elected representatives to reach a solution to the problems that have been raised.

Itis time for CPCR to be told by City Council: You will submit to
governance and work with the elected representatives or your request for
‘ A eciaed Pamy t

extraodinasy zoning changes,will be denied. 7
lurge this council to tell CPCR: Now make a deal. There’s more

important issues before the City Council than your Domino Development.
Serio us objections have been raised about your proposed development;
figures out how to solve these problems and make a deal.

I thank the Council for its kind attention.




