STATEMENT OF TWO BRIDGES WATERFRONT COALITION

BUBLIC MEETING — March 10, 2005

We stand to express our strong support for the city's East River Waterfront Planning Study
conducted by the Economic Development Corporation, Department of City Planning, and the
Mayor's Office of Lower Manhattan Development. SHoP and the Richard Rogers Partnership
are the lead design consultant firms. Our support is based primarily upon the overall design
concept which is reflective of and complementary to this community. 1t is worth noting that this
plan is so consistent with our community's needs because SHoP effectively reached out 1o us
through community-focused forums and incorporated the ideas that we expressed. We
commend the city and SHoP for these opportunities which have been most lively and engaging,
and have affirmed the importance of the community's participation and input.

The East River waterfront between the Brooklyn Bridge and the East River Park, Manhatian's
only south-facing waterfront, has long been both a wasted asset and, worse, an eyesore. The
planning study reveals what a freasure it could be. First and foremost, of course, is the removal
of the barriers and fences, to make access possible. Beyond that, we have been particuiarly
enthusiastic about the projected esplanade; the airy, non-intrusive pavilions oroposed for under
the EDR Drive that could be used for a wide variety of community-oriented and community-

based programs which we know will bring iarge numbers of residenis to the ‘waterfront every

day of the year, iandscaping enhancement for the streets connecting the heart of the community
to the waterfront; a park on Pier 35 and a much safer connection to East River Park at the
northern end of the study area.

Cwverall, this is a plan that is consistent with the needs of this community and sensitive to its
fears of accelerating gentrification. We therefore give it enthusiastic support and endorse it. The
eventual implementation of the planning study will sustain a considerable degree of community
trust in the planning process and will restore much needed trust in government by a commurity
that often feels ignored and disdained.

We only ask that the shor-term improvements be undertaken in the “short-term”, and that these
inciude:

1. Replacing fence and bollard along South Street with planters.

2. Providing traffic lights on the intersection of South Street and Rutgers Slip, and traffic
markings at all intersections.

3. Installing sufficient lighting along the waterfront promenade.

THE TWO BRIDGES WATERFRONT COALITION

Clo Two Bridges Neighborhood Councll

275 Cherry Street

New York, N.Y. 10002

Tel: (212) 566-2728 / Fax: (212) 566-2738 / Email: admin@itbnc.org

Copy: Deputy Mayor Dan Doctoroff
Amanda M. Burden, Director of City Planning
Erank T. Modica, Chairman, Two Bridges Neighborhood Council
Councilman Alan J. Gerson
Spneaker Sheldon Silver
State Senator Martin Connor
Representative Nydia Velazquez
David McWater, Chair, CB#3
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PHOMNE: (212) 533-5300 - FAX: (212) 533-3659
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HARVEY EPSTEIN, BOARD CHAIR MARH&%DANZKER,DSW&CFMANAGER

Dear Community Member,

Mew York City's waterfront is in 2 period of transition, from a working

waterfront

o & mixed-use ~waterfront. This  transition presents  an

cpportunity o incorperate public access and amenities into the waterfront.
Toward this end; Community Board No. 3 established 2 Waterfront Task Force to

Bridge.

The Waterfront Task Force recognizes that our waterfront has been &

sxamine the area immééiéﬁély'éouﬁh”of”East“River~Parkmdownﬁto.thﬁ.B?QQkEY@Zm. .

focal point for generations of Lower Fast 3ide families, but also an area
rhat has been long neglected by the City. We now have an East River Park
esplanade that is being repaired and improved to make it safe and attractive.

put, large

portions of CE#3's City-owned plers are underutilized; and the

esplanade south of the plers is in need of repairs 1o improve salfety and

amenities to increase 1S usefulness. We would like to reclaim the
waterfront for public use, keeping in mind the primarily residential nature
of the adjacent community. Some ideas that have been expressed are: & water

raxi/ferry service landing; & sports field; a cultural /educational facility;
areas for passive enjoyment of the spectacular views, etc.

Racently, representatives of the Mayor's Waterfront Committee and the
Economic Development Corporation asked the Community Board Lo provide input

from the community o©on possible Ifuture design 1ldees. We nave been advised
that the vision for this area should include Piers 35, 36 and 42.

Toward this end, we invite both community residents and neighbarhood
organizations to participate in = rwo-evening public workshop on Wednesday
and Thursday, April 28 and 29, 2004 from 6:30 to 8:30 p.m. at Henry Street

Settlement,

466 Crand Street, Room GO&. The workshop will be conducted by

representatives of MNational Park Service and City Cellege Architectural
Center. Tdeas emanating from the workshop, as well as sarlier community
mestings, will be presented to the Community Board for approval, and then
presented Lo the Mayor's Wateriront Commitiee. We hope vou will dpin us To
make your vision of rhe waterfront a part of the design plan.

Harvey
Board

Lois Regan, Chair
warerfront Task Force



275 Cherry Street, New York, N.Y. 10802, Tel

Neighborhood Council

. (212) 566-2729 « Fax: (212) 566-2738

September 22, 2004

Wir. David McWater, Chair
Community Board #3

59 East 47 Street

New York, N.Y. 10003

Dear Mr. McWater:
On September 20, 2004, the Two Bridges Neighborhood Council {TBNC’s) hosted a meeting

_with tenant leaders of all the housing located along South Street from the Brooklyn Bridge
north to Montgomery Street, including Gouverneur Gardens.,

The specific purpose of {his meeting was to present & summary of THNC s work along the

waterfront for the past four years that ‘ncluded information on the EDC design process and
Basketball City.

The meeting was well attended by about 25 leaders (See list below}). As the residents who
will undoubtedly be affected by even the slightest change along the waterfront, they
expressed a firm resolve © become more involved and more voeal about waterfront issues.

One issue raised was the need for public informational meetings in their respective residential
communities noting, for example, that the planned public meeting on October 13" at Henry
Street Settiement House was far 100 an convenient site for their residents to attend. This
echoed a caution I myself have expressed several times at Waterfront Task Force meetings;
that public meetings concerning the waterfront could and probably should be held at any
suitable sites within Community Board #3, but not to the exclusion of sponsoring them at
easily accessible waterfront community sites if to provide ease to the most relevant
residential populations living there. | note that past Community Board spensorship of these
meetings at the Henry Street Settlernent House did not really yield a sizeabie representafive
participation of the housing along South Street, in spite of all sincere and good faith efforts.

Accordingly, while the Henry Street Settlement House must be appreciated as one suitable
site for a public meeting on this issue, it is not a suitable site at afl if to stimulate maximum
participation of cesidents most affected by discussions that will ultimately have direct
consequences on their daily lives and living conditions.

Thus, we ask that the venue for the October 13" meeting be changed to a convement
community space within and for the waterfront residential community along South Street.
TRNC would be at your disposal in arranging such a site either at 253 South Street, 82
Rutgers Street of 50 Madison Street, two of these sites. in fact, overlook the entire waterfront.

We hope this matter is given alt due serious attentiof.

In closing, we would hike to extend our best wishes 1o you and Susan Stetzer as vou take up
your respective new positions in the important work of Community Board #3.




To:  Martha Danzinger
From: Victor Papa

Martha, would you kindly make certain that this message is communicated to L.
Regan, H. Epstein and all the other members of the waterfront task force as soon
as today? Truly appreciate it.

No matter what purpose the public meetings are being billed as, Basketball City
looms as a huge issue in all of them. Af this point it seems no longer a question,
or an idea, as much as it is a fact which has somehow advanced 50

suddenly. What we are really deliberating over is whether the city should grant
them a license or a lease. That doesn't seem at all fair, and | don't know how that
all happened. But it is hard not to conclude that, either by omission, or through
deliberate furtive means, it was allowed to happen. If true, it would be the first
~fime in my memory that the Community Board would have. in effect, advanced ™
an issue which was already consummated, and in this case, without a _
significant.. truly significant portion of the commiinity ever having even hesrd of -

it But, there is still opportunity here to reverse that perception.

Thus,  would like to propose that the public meetings be postponed to the latter
part of November or early December so as to more accommodate the community
and, at the same time, the work of the task force in its responsibility to
communicate with the community as effectively, as is reasonable to

expect, through the ptanned public hearings.

1. It would seem unfair to give the community such short notice about these
hearings. If the object is to fully inform as many community residents as possible,
then the means should be as effective in getiing as many residents that can
reasonably match our due diligence efforts to get them there. Less than 7 days is
not reasonable. We must forego any attemptis to convenience ourselves and
expend all efforts to get as many people as possible to the hearings.

2. Itis also not hard to conclude that the public hearings are really being
sponscred to keep the proposal on a track which accommodates timelines and
schedules of Baskeiball City and the EDC. But to aliow that, rather than giving
more time to effectively organize people to get to the hearings wouid display a
gross indifference. We should be expending efforts in getting as many segments
of the community as possible to the hearings, and we should be duly translating
documents 1o reach Asian and Hispanic communities. That really is a function
of more time.

F'would also think that EDC should cooperate with this postponement objective
sC as to dispe!l any possible misunderstandings that can arise from the fact
that notices to public hearings in this case are being given fo the public in a
period of less than 7 days.

3. You should also be aware that there is another public meeting scheduled by
EDC concerning the bidding process for the Seward Park Urban Renewal Site on
November 6th at Educationat Alliance. Parallel public meetings, either on the
same day, or even during the same week, about issues of such immediate and



important concern to the people in the same immediate community, is conflicting
and a great disservice to the community residents,

[ also have a problem in the selection of venues. In one case a selection was
made in a room that can only accommodate 75 people. That seems unwise when
there is a plethora of other, more appropriate public places in that immediate
area. In addition, [ don't believe enough diligence was given to the selection of
sites where residents are most affected by waterfront issues, much less
Basketball City, i.e., Lands End | and i, Helen Harris Senior Residence, Two
Bridges Tower, Gouverneur Gardens. To have meetings in the venues selected
and ignoring the need for meetings too in these particular areas is o, in

effect, render the most affected the least informed.

For all these reasons, please, | urge more time since it allows more focus on
community residents having enough notice to hear of these meetings, and at
_.sites where it is more convenient for them to attend. R

~ Asanaside, let me also say how disingenuous it is to now begin hearing the
- interpretation of the understanding that a community facility = Basketball City. |

really do hope that this interpretation is dispelied. it could be considered a
dishonest and transparent attempt fo deceive.

None of what | suggest here assumes a position for or against Basketbal|

City. But, frankly, unless otherwise convinced, all of what | have withessed so far
shows a preponderant disposition for it by the Community Board Waterfront Task
Force. I hope this is not true.

Only when a sizable portion of the community has heard of, and responded to
the issues concerning Basketbali City, can we claim that we have done our job

as it should have been done. ifit is truly @ wonderful idea, then give more time to
organize a meeting at times and places for as many people as possible to hear of
it, and to gain the public affirmation which it may deserve, but which it also
requires. Otherwise, such public hearings can only be considered as “proforma
and when planned so hastily (as early as within 7 days hence), can so easily be
misconstrued as attempts to advance an idea with the deliberate intention

of absenting the views of a significant portion of the population.

Two Bridges is pleased that AAFE has been granted special time for making a
presentation at the public hearing. They have done some good work concermning
a number of ideas for the waterfront. But, | would aiso hope that the Two Bridges
Neighborhood Council will be afforded the same courtesy.

¥We anxiously await your reply.

Victor J. Papa
Two Bridges Neighborhood Council
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MANHATTAN COMMUNITY BOARD NO. 3

59 FAST 4TH STREET - NEW YORK, N.Y. 10003
PHOMNE: (212) 533-5300 - FAX: (212) 533-3659
WEBSITE: HTTP://WWW.CB3MANHATTAN. OCRG/

HARVEY EPSTEIN, BOARD CHAIR MARTHA DANZIGER, DISTRICT MANAGER

Mr. Andrew M. Alper, President

NYC Economic Development Corporation (EDC)
110 William Street

New York, NY 16038

ear Mr. Alper:

I am writing o correct the motion passed at our December 2003 meeting as staied in our letter of
Decemnber 24, 2003, The revised moton Is as follows:

To support the NYC Economic Development Corporation lease megotiation with
Basketball City regarding Pier 36, subject o all review processes and invelvement of
Community Board #3 on a siep-by-step basis, meluding the incorporation of stipulations
to be provided by Community Board #3 in said lease.

if you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call.

Sincerely,

éiéfm«»ug %»ZZM{&@

Harvey Epstein
Chair, Community Board #3

ce: Basketball City



Land’s End One Tenants Association
257 Clinton Strest « Lobby Office » New York, HY 10002 8010

duly 27, 2004

Dear Commissioner,

It was pleasant t¢ make your acquaintance at the EDC Waterfrons Plapning
meeting at Hemry Street Settlement. 1 thought it was an excellent presentation being very
maovative and responsive. Ii always surprises me, when the Basketball City Project
appreved by Cemmunity Beard 3 is net mentioned until someone brings it up. At this
session I questioned it at the end of the presentation, as you may recall. Thank yeu for your
openness in hearing the concerns that Lands End One tenanis have regarding Baskethall
City coming to South Street at Piers 35 and 36 directly across the street from our building.

To begin, it is 2 matter of record that Pier 35 was to be made an open space for
the community. I was on the Space and Resource Committee, planning the Lands Fod One
complex many years ago. There is a history of broken promises for jobs and affordability in
the Lower East Side, i.c., the Seaport. the Mitchell-Lama Program, alwavs leading teward 2
trend of gentrification and displacement. According to the 2000 Census, the median salary
i the immediate community is only $19,060. The EDC is saying Basketball City will give
discounts to the community. This rings similar fo past disappointment and it is like putting a
child in 2 candy story with no money. We need real mput similar to the fine work being done
by the EDC consultants at Arnold Block, Howard / ‘

Stemn-Hudson Asseciates, although, unfortunately, outreach always leaves 2 lot to be desired,
But at least the exchange at the planning meetings have been very bealthy and in goed faith.

Basketball City will create a congestion of cars which can be dangerous for our
children, 24 bour activity in front of our now gquiet building, in additien te baving many
outside people coming ints our community. Assemblyman Silver’s rationale for backing the
project is that it will develop the piers, but that’s what the EDC consuliants are deing.



Commissioner, when the Baskethall City Project/Plan does come across your
desk, please comsider our request i¢ have Baskethall City withdraws and the EDC
consultants include these piers in their design. If we must compromise, let’s work together
with an exchange of timely information, which I was surprised you haven’t received as of
yet. We must commit ourselves to the criteriz of jobs for the community which means
nothing without proper gutreach. In addition, the community deserves nothing less than
access {o a reasonable percemtage of space meclading the pier. Business must sef 2 precedent
and take responsibility to where is chooses fo locate.

I Basketball City is pot 2 done deal, as Mr. Balder from EDC says, bow come
Pier 35 and 36 is the only parcel not in the Waterfront design pian? You can see how by its
absence it would raise sospicion. One long-term consideration, if you will, with our
iandlord opting out of the Mitchell/Lama program in October 20804 and the prebability of
Basketball City acress the strect, the demand on Section 8, which will nest likely be cat
and pulled into one state fund, and our landlord not being legally bound to accept lower
vouchers, clearly sets the stage for displacement through gentrification. Now is the time to
adjust the trend.

I trust you will take this request to heart. Please look at our website at
4ig. We invite you to communicate with us as soon as you have information and
a1 wifl.

Sincerely,

James Janpuzzi,
Chair of LEOTA
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*Community Board #3

BaskevBall Citx Mew Yorsx Zicueanaou , e

Corober 7, 2003 _

59 East 4th Street
New York, WY 10003

Re: Development of Pier 35/36

To Community Board £3;

Basketball City designs, develops and operates commercial sports facilities
(basketball, volleyball, etc.). Currentlv we have two locations, one in Boston, opposite
the Fleet Center, and one in New York City on Pier 63 at West 23 Street.

BasketBalt City proposes o convert the northern portion of Pier 35/36 to 2 muiti sport
facility, which will consist of a full-scale health club {which will be larger than the one
at Pier 63) and six indoor basketball courts. The basketball courts can also he utihzed
for other sports such as indoor soccer, volleyball, badmitton, ete.

Below are some of the direct benefits to the Communitly that our new facility at Pier
35/36 will offer:

Basketbalt & Vollevball Courts

BasketBall City will allow:

New York City public schools use of 25% of the courts and athlefic fields free of
charge Monday ~ Friday, 9:00 am — 3:00 pm.

New York City public schools and non-profit groups use of 25% of the courts and
athletic fields free of charge Monday — Friday, 3:00 am — 6:00 D

If a non-profit group is itself charging players any lee, then the facility will charge the
group a fee to be negotiated. :

During peak hours, subject to demand, members will have 10% of court and feld time
set aside for their use at the Member rates (Iisted below).

During non-peak hours on Saturday and Sunday, subject ¢ demand, members will
have 25% of court and ficld time set aside for their use at the Member rates {listed
below).

Initiaily, annual memberships at the facility will be sold to the Community groups for
$99 per family and S50 per person. Members will thereafter he permitted use of the
athletic fields and courts for a per session charge of 53.00 (weekdays) and %4.00
{weekends). Non-members will be charged 510.00 (weekdays) and $15.00
{weekends).

Corununity Rooms

The onginal design called for construction of 2 community rooms. The use of the
Community reoms will be for the Picr 33/36 Ad Hoe Committee, Community Board
#3 {(Manhattan}, non-profit organizations and schools at no charge.
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Health Club

Basketball City will operate a fuli-scale health club at the facility, which will contain a
complete circuit of quality fitness machines including treadmills, stairmasters, etc.
The health club will operate from 8:00 am - 10:00 pm (Monday — Friday) and 2:00 am
~ 6:00 pm (Saturday and Sunday}.

Such hours may be revised in consuliation with the Pier 35/36 Ad Hoc Commitiee,
based upon a showing of need and demand. The initial yearly fee will be $199 per
family or $119 for an individual. This fee is subject to revision by Basketball City in
consultation with the Pier 35/36 Ad Hoc Committes based upon operating costs.

Provisions will be tnade o have specific ladies’ or men’s times only; or the sectioning
off of 3 portion of the fitness center during specific time slots, subject to demand.

Food Service Concessions
Food and beverages will be served at the facility. At a munimum, such concessions
will serve beverages and light foods on weekdays and weekends.

Usage of the Facility at Closed Times

The basketball courts or athletic fields can be reserved, at times when the facility is
closed, up to 6 months in advance with the approval of the Pier 35/36 Ad Hoc
Commitiee.

To aliow fair access to all, any one group or organization cannot reserve more than
one night per month uniil 30 days before that month. The charge for the use of the
facility will be minimal; however it must include the cost of overhead - security,
insurance, maintenance and supervision necessary for the operation of the facility.

Emplovment .
BaskeiBall City anticipates hiring approximately 20 — 30 part tume and full time

employees with an estimated $200,000 annual payroll expense. BasketBall City agrees
to use its best efforts to hire Iocal community residents to fill such positions.

Parking Lot

The parking lot will have an attendant or security. Members of the facility will pay e
preferred rate. School buses or licensed jitneys, transporting customers to and from the
facility will be allowed to park free. The western portion of the parking lot will be
landscaped with trees, benches, lights and planters.

BasketBali City plans on running simitar programming at Pier 35/36 than we do at
Pier 63 (youth programs - leagues, camps, ¢linics, etc., non-profit fundraisers, special
events and corporate leagues - see below), but anticipate that the schools, Community
sroups znd varicus youth organizations will be from Community Board #3.

1y Over 40 private and public high and junior high schools use BasketBall City as
their horne court. We have developed a program that supplies 16 High Schools
{16 bovs teams and 14 girls teams - 456 kids) basketball facilifies so they can
participate in the PSAL. These 16 alternative High Schools {30 teams) are
Schools that would not have a basketball program if 1t weren’t for this
initiative. These Schools buy their court time by doing community service.



2y We have helped many non-profits (Autism, Cancer Care, Children’s Aid
Seciety, NYFD, Cystic Fibrosis, Special Olympics, UJA, etc.) raise over 54
mitlion dollars.

3} We have opened our doors to varicus programs over the years - Carmine Rec
League (700 kids), Sports & Arts in Schools Festival {1,200 kids), PAL
Championships (450 kids & police), Chuldren’s Ald Scciety’s Warriors
Program for Student Athletes (100 + kids), Manhattan Youth, NY Knicks
Healthy Lifestyle chnics (100 kids), United Cerebral Palsy, etc.

4) We run various programs, throughout the year, which brings thousands of kids
thru our deors (ages 6 ~ 17). Those programs include: surmmer camps, youth
Jeagues and clinics, NY Knicks Healthy Lifestyle clinics, etc. For some of
these programs we offer scholarships and on some others we do not charge a
fee to the participanis.

5} Various businesses and corporations use our facilities 1o foster team building
and corporate honding.

As vou can see from the above Basketball City has historically opened its doors to the
Communities it serves, through youth programming, nen-profit events and community
outreach efforts. At Basketball City, we believe that being a good citizen is
fundamental to being a successful company.

o

1 look forward to working with the Pier 35/36 Ad Hoc Committee and the Community
Roard and building a first class facility that will become an important asset and
integral part of the Communily.

Please contact me if vou have any questions or need any additional information.
Sincerely,

e
A
g 7z

#
1

Bruce Radier

co: Robert Balder
Charles Stagnitia




Community Planoing Board 3
Manbattan
Full Board Meeting

December 6, 2803

Statement of Bocky Chin
BockyvChing anlcom

rood evening. My name 18 Rocky Chin. | am a civil nghts atfomney and a resident of the
f.ower East Side. Tonight | speak as an individual. But by way of identification, f am a
member of the Board of GG and also 2 member of CB #37s Waterfyont Task Force.

I commend the efforts of this community board and its Waterfront Task Force to fight
hard for such issues as affordable housing, public amenities and public oversight.

My family and [ have lived in GG for over 20 years. My apartinent on Montgomery
Street is just two blocks away from Pier 36 - where Basketball City 1s now seeking a
long-term lease from the City. 3 of GG7s 6 buildings front the waterfront.

Like our neighbors in Smith, Rutgers, Knickerbocker, LaGuardia and Two Bndges
Houses, we have witnessed years of City neglect for our part of the waterfront. At the
same time, we have seen public swimmning pools closed, detertorated park structures
abandoned and funds cut to the Department of Parks and Recreation. For many years, the
city used the waterfront area under the FDR Drive as dumping ground for old cars.

When the City put a jail on our waterfront — just a few feet from elementary schools and
day care playgrounds, the community fought back. The jail barge was finally removed.
We thought we won a concession ~ a recreation factlity on Pier 36 for the community.

What we have ended up with, however, 1s a for-profit recreational entity that is offering
to fix up the Pier 36 so that the community will gain 1.5 basketball courts during the
hours of 9 am. to 6 pm. M-F. No court ime on weekends and No court time after 6

p.m. during weekdays.

Members of the Community Board, I ask vou to consider the foliowing before you give
vour approval for the city to enter any long term lease with BC:

I Public Disciosure and Oversight: Do we have any ideas how much profit BC
will earn from this facility? Do we know whether the city itself 1s going to
benefit monetanily from this arrangement through increasing its tax rolls - and
if so, can these figures be calculated? Is it reasonable for the Uity to require
that BC donate a portion of its profits every year to a community recreation
fund - especiaily given the dearth of community recreational facilities in CT
and the LES? Fmally, what about public accountability and avditing of BC's
records?
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Since the Waterfront 1s public fand and since the community was promised a
community recreation facility in a memorandum of understanding after the
COmMuUIILY Won & victory in getting the jail barge removed, why can’t the
City issue a new RFP and stipulate in the RFP that the bidder must be a not-
for-profit organization which will offer the use of the facility at no or nominal
charge 1o members of the community? A prant from the LMDC would go far
to help cover construction costs and would encourage more bids from not-for-
profit entities.

Even if we acknowledge the bad economic times require the City to enter
Leases with for-profit entities, wouldn’t the City end up with a more
competitive bid if they issued an REP and let other for-profits to bid on Pier
367

L

Shortly after September 119 Mayor Guiliani, with much fanfare, called in Erin
Brockovitch to raise money to renovate the East River Amphitheater. [n a few days,
heavy machinery and lots of volunteer tabor transformed the Amphitheater, removed the
graffitt and gave it back to the community.

But this ise’t the end of the story. This is only the story you’ve been told if you watched
“hannel 7 and Challenge America program, which filmed every single moment of this
ambittous endeavor. What they didn’t tell you is that the project never went through the
Community Board and the construction Jjob did not foliow government guidelines. Asa
result, when the Amphitheater opened with an event for the children of victims of 9-11,
few if any community residents — who were victims — were invited. Worse vet, the

amphitheater and its stage were re-constructed but inaccessible to people with
disabilities.

Fortunately, members of this comumunity and this board brought these problems 1o the
Parks Department, which happily did the right thing. . and although it has taken vears to
correct...in a'few days or weeks, this amphitheater will finally be fully accessible to our
comenunity.

Let’s not be hasty in our efforts to get a wonderful facility into Pier 36. No doubt abeut
it, we want to reclaim this space for the community. | recommend the Board sit down
with the City and re-view the pros/cons of reissuing an RFP. Anytime the City thinks
about leasing public land for a generation or so, we peed to think long and hard whether
our children and our grandchildren will be proud or angry at us for the deal we made.

Thank vou.



Neighborhood Council

275 Cherry Street, New York, N.X 16002, Tel: (212} 566-2729 » Fax: (212} 566-2738

Sratement of the Two Bridees Neighborhood Council to Community Board #3
Recardine the EDC Backetball City Propesal.

We stand oppesed to the Basketball City proposal for the following reasons:

1. We suppert Assemblyman Sheldon Sitver’s court victory as reflected in 2 memo of naderstanding that
reserves the waterfront site for parking and garage accommodations for city services, but most of all because
it has the foresight to reserve for the community the promise of 2 communxnity recreation facility in the frue
meaning of that term. Basketball City should not be considered as eguivalent to that meaning.

7. While the Economic Development Corporation (EDC) may argue that this is the only viable alternative (o
develop the waterfront on the Lower Fast Side, we would counter argue that our waterfront area should be
cansidered with as much needed attention for development as the waterfront areas being developed iz Lower
West Side communities, all, T might add, with huge genercus FesOurces considered from the Lower
Manhattan Development Corporation (LMDC). T he Lower East Side community continues to be gverloaked,
and has really not been given a fair share of due attention for its redevelopment needs since 9/11. This is
especially egregious when you consider that the LMDC is actually being asked to ponder the financing of 2
tennis court and a community recreation facility in order io serve the peeds of residenis living in the
Financial SOHG and Tribeca communities. Commuuity Beard #3 must really demand more from the LMDC
for pur waterfront community since it falls withia the bounds of the LMDC charge o develop Lower

MManhattan.

3. Approval of 2 lease to Basketball City will bind this commupity for at least 30 vears and will forever pre-
determine the design of our waterfromt because Basketball City will cause all of the comditions that
Assemblyman Silver was so successful in blocking; traffic, noise, the peace and guiet of the might heurs,
pollution, paridng sprawl —-all of which shall mitigate against our waterfront design, our use and our health in
faver of accommodating the needs of this enterprise.

4. The development of the waterfront should begin with an avthentic exploration of the social, recreational,
educational, and health needs of the Lower Fast Side community. And Chinatown and Lower East Side youth
should be the primary subjects of consideration, not secondary. They warrant as much attention and werth
as the needs of youth in any other communmity, yet these peeds are being subordinated and made subject to
vegotiations with Basketball City?

We believe a creative alternative exists through a2 formal collzboration of Lower East Side apd Chinatown
settlement houses jointly sponsering and operating a commupity recreation facility through their valuable
expertise, financial wherewithal, and with some committed support from the LMDC.

Assemblyman Silver’s meme of undersianding should be given all of the legal integrity it deserves, and
should be carried out with all the amenities it promises. Anyihing less is & befrayal to our community,

The Two Bridges Neighborbood Council is respapsible for the development of the Two Bridges Urban
Repewal site which has produced over 1560 units of housing, including senior bousing, social services and
commercial development on the urban renewal site. Our aim has always been to improve the Lower East
Side, ard to provide safe, affordable, integrated housing. We succeeded and built a thriving community. Yet,
the waterfrout, just across the street from this former blighted urbag renewal site has, im all of these years,
vemained off-limits if not, & resource made most unwelcoming to that community. Unlike any waterfrent
community in the City of New York, the Twe Bridges community has always been encumbered to find access
to the waterfront by az border of ngly chain fencing, bollards, city agepcy parking, damgerous trafhic
conditions and commercial tourist buses. The waterfront between the Brooklyn Bridge and the East River
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a list was given to the Transportation Committes where this reguest
originated. Gregory Heller said that Estelle Rubin would have a chance to
lock at the names before voting. Herman Hewitt said that the concern
should be discussed at the appropriate time in the meeting.

Reverend Roberto and Sandra Zapata, Inglesia Evangelica Hispafia and Elvin
Nufiez, Rivington Street Block Asscciatlion complain about granting full
liguor license to 146 Attorney Street. The Zapatas contend that %hey
melieve that it iz closer than the 200 feet limit in front of ]

that state law allows for such an establishment. Mr. Nufez be

while owner had good reputation for past establiishments, he wa i
placing this entity within 200 feet of three houses of worship and beJLev d
that a board menber’s operation of bars and restaurants with full ligquor

n judgment while having a conflict of intersst. David
he believed that Mr. Nufiez was referring tc him and
reminded the public tha board member would only have a conflict of
interest if he/she had a nancial interest in the establishment, which he
sated that ne didn’t with this place. He indicated that cne should only
support such an establishment 1f there was a determination that the
churches were outside the 200 feet forbidden zone.

Vicior Papas of Two Bridges Neighborhood Council, Rocky Chin, and Peter
Gong, Asian Bmerican Youth Center opposed the Economic Development
Corporation’s push to place Basketball City at Pier 36. Mr. Papas felt
that a park and community amenities would be wiser, Mr. Chin first reads
Mr. ng’s statement that there is no community and recreation center
anywhere in the Chinatown area properly serving the community. Mr. Chin
questioned what kind of space this would be and felt that Basketball City
had not have proper competitive pidding with little community access for a
30 year lease. He urged the board to press for negotiation ¢f the lease.
Margaret Hughes of Good Ole Lower East Side (GOLES) supported CB3's
suggestion that HPD attend meeting with tenants in TIL/HDFC building and
also for its support regarding GOLES’s own eviction problem. Estelle Rubin
thinks letter from board stating its support had been sent before it came
to a board vote. Ms. Hughes indicated that she sent her own thank you
letter, not the beard. Martha Danziger indicated that no such board letter
was sent.

Herminia Colon, Edgar Wufiez, Ray Gosso all indicated support for vote to
stop eviction of 507-08 East 11" Street, dus to suspected mismanagement
and HPD laxifty in investigating charge. Ms. Colon worried generally about
gentrification in the neighborhood and systematic eviction of tenants.

Kern Nochimson {on behalf of Elizabeth Dworkin, Niev Duffy, Greg DeFristas,
Jonathan Steele against proposed relazation of cabaret laws. Mr. HNechimson
worried about bars and clubs creating excess noise and applauded the SLA
Committee for trying to control it and condemned the actual SLA for being
ineffective.

Raphasl Tufinyo, Coalificn of Independent Arts, complained about Clemente
Soto Velerz Educational Center and for the Housing Committee not putting the
issue for a voke, afrer he made a loud disrupticn in the audience of his
right to be heard, which Herman Hewitf indicated that he was going to be
anyway since he had signed up to speak.

BErnest Trinidade, Mayan Miller, opposed fo Housing Committee support for

license was sitting i
MoWater stressed that
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507509 Fast 11" Street {see #6, above). They complained of broken mail
boxes, public urination, gun threats, fire hazards, and drug dealling in
front of building. They both claimed that CB#3 1s interfering with court
procesdings.

Micaela Birmingham, Municipal Rrts Soclety reguests vote for community
pased planning resoluticon presented at executive meeting.

Robert Balder of the Economic Development Corpeoration
Baskethall City on its proposal for Pler 36. DRruce
Civy talked about its current facilities in the West




