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The Clty of New York
Community Board 8 Manhattan
Full Board Meeting
PUBLIC HEARING
Wednesday, July 20, 2022 - 6:30 PM
Conducted Remotely via Zoom

MINUTES:

Felice Farber, Bill Freeland, Edward Hartzog, David P.

s ad Addeson Lehv, Valerie Mason, John Mcclement, Evan
Meyerson : i : s, Sharon Pope-Marshall, Rita Popper, Margaret Price,
Barbara Rudder Abraham illi dy Schneider, Rami Sigal, Cos Spagnoletti, Russell
Squire, Lynne-Strong-, amayo, Carolina Tejo, Adam Wald, Chuck Warren, and
Sharon Weiner

Community Board Members Abse
Rebecca Lamorte (Excused), and Y

los (Excused), Lindsey Cormack, Wilma Johnson (Excused),
oma-Rodriguez.

Total Attendance: 45
Chairman Russell Squire called th

1. Public Session

Council Redistricting
e  Sharon Pope-Marshall, on speaking on behalf
regarding the NYC Council Redistricting.
e Barry Schneider spoke in opposition to the NYC C
e Erica Bersin spoke in opposition to the NYC Counc
Lo van der Valk, speaking on behalf of Carnegie Hill Neighbors, voiced opposition to 890 Park
Avenue’s revocable consent application.
Michele Birnbaum spoke on Summer Street’s Park Avenue closure in the East 70s.
Dov Gibor spoke in opposition to the NYC Council Redistricting.
Andrew Ravaschiere spoke in opposition to the NYC Council Redistricting.
Ellen Polivy spoke in opposition to the NYC Council Redistricting.

2. Adoption of the Agenda — Agenda Adopted

3. Adoption of the Minutes — Minutes Adopted

4. Manhattan Borough President’s Report
Manbhattan Borough President Mark Levine reported on his latest initiatives.
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9

. Elected Officials’ Reports

State Senator Liz Krueger
State Senator Jose Serrano
Council Member Keith Powers
ember Julie Menin
ember Rebecca Seawright

ort — Will Brightbill
rightbill gave his report.

hn and Shari Weiner, Co-Chairs

Item 1: Response tg eliminary Plan #1 Map for UES City Council Districts

WHEREAS; the New Yorl y ing Commission (the “Commission”) is in the process of
redrawing City Council distri i

CB8M submitted a
CB8M, including

WHEREAS, prior to the Commission’s release o
resolution approved by the Board calling for the Co

citywide to provide testimony to the Commission in
and

WHEREAS, CB8M’s Voting Reform Task Force has reviewed the new boundary lines propose
Commission for D4 and D5 and has concluded that the proposed D4 and D5 do not compo
Commission’s own redistricting criteria; and

WHEREAS, the 2020 Census revealed that NYC's population had grown to 8,804,19
ideal district size is now 172,882; and

WHEREAS, districts should be roughly equal in population pursuant to the on¢ n one vote doctrine
of representation; and

WHEREAS, districts cannot vary from the ideal district size by more than 5%, or roughly 8,644; and

WHEREAS, the draft map identifies three districts in Staten Island, with no crossover into other boroughs;
and
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WHEREAS, the three proposed Staten Island districts would represent between 165,470 and 165,491
individuals, or all approximately 7,400 below the ideal district size; and

WHEREAS, the proposed map vastly overrepresents Staten Island compared to the 48 other districts and
does not ensure fair representation of residents across the five boroughs, violating the one-person one-vote
doctrine; and

S, the NY C Charter identifies five ranked districting requirements:

gighborhoods and communities intact.

cil District 26 (“D26”") would divide the Upper East Side
1 Community District 8§ Manhattan;

for the first time since the Co as cxpanded to 51 members; and

WHEREAS, the Commissi
Queens-based Council Dis
following ways: (1) it fail
compact; (3) it creates an oddly

attan and all of Roosevelt Island to a
Charter Districting requirement in the
nities intact; (2) fails to keep the district

WHEREAS, the Commission proposes that
Island residents — which equates to 48,000 of the 1
to D26, where these residents will not receive the rg
which they are entitled due to their small percentagg

or 27.7% —be moved
etionary funding to

WHEREAS, the eastern portion of the Upper Ea
D26 such that the proposed combination may resu
amongst others, senior citizens and people with disabiliti

WHEREAS, the practical difficulties of having a two Borough Queens-Manhattan district can
ignored; and

WHEREAS, the proposed lines would separate the representation of numerous medic
facilities with sprawling, densely populated campuses from the neighborhood in whic
where most neighboring residents live; and

reside and

WHEREAS, the areas being proposed to be moved to the D26 district contain us parks and green
acres including, amongst others, John Jay Park, portions of the East River Esplanade and Andrew Haswell
Green Park, which are critical open spaces for the neighborhood and which would be separated from most
of the neighborhood residents who use them; and

WHEREAS, numerous public schools including P.S. 183, P.S. 158, P.S. 217 and M177 are located in the

area being proposed to be placed in D26 and would be adversely affected by being separated from the rest
of the neighborhood; and

Page 3 of 12



WHEREAS, Hunter College, a major educational institution, would have its main campus at 68" Street
and Lexington Avenue separated into two council districts, with a skybridge connecting two buildings in
two separate council districts; and

WHEREAS, the Upper East Side contains numerous historic districts and zoning features that are common
to it and distinct from the Queens portions of the proposed D26; and

pugh districts that have existed in the past have been comprised of neighborhoods
ave simi emographics, share similar public transportation, public education and
ad Queens areas of the proposed D26 do not have these similarities;

which accounts for approximsg , and if included with population of the Bronx and Manhattan would
give the two boroughs a com} D00 and could be distributed into 19 districts
of approximately 167,000, a ; ict size and around 1,500 closer than the
currently proposed districts

Commission’s proposed Prelim i proximately 54 blocks of
ity Council District and
strongly urges that these areas remain in a Manhattar

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that CBSM urge iSsi ion of Manhattan
and the Bronx contained with no new crossover di S nd into either
borough;

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that CB8M propos
would result in District 4 having a population of 177,446 and District 5 a
proposed map below):

e Give D4 back the area between Stuy-Town and 34™ Street east of 1°' Avenue

e Give D2 (from D4) the blocks between Broadway and 5" Avenue south o

e Incorporate the proposed westward expansion of D4 out to 8" A
Broadway core instead of leaving it divided between two districts.

e Trace that up 8" Avenue to Columbus Circle, where D4 current .

e Give D5 back Roosevelt Island, Sutton Area, and the parts in the East 60°s and 70s, with a
minor modification of the area just south of 79" so the new line would be 78" (Lexington
to 3™ and 77" (37-2™).

e Keep the previous district lines for D4 and D5 along Lexington from 79" up to 96™.

e Give D8 all of the area north of 96™ Street from D4 and D5.
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Community Board 8 Manhattan unanimously appr;
opposed, 0 abstentions and 0 not voting for cause

by a vote of 4

b.  Transportation Committee — Craig Lader and Charle
TR-1 Item 2 Approval — Failed

TR-2 Item 2 Substitute Motion to Disprove

TR-3 Item 3: Unanimous Approval

TR-4 Item 4: Approval

Item 2: Revocable Consent application to construct, maintain, and use a stoop and d-in area at 890

Park Avenue

Community Board 8 Manhattan voted on the original motion to approve the application, which
failed to pass by a vote of 21 in favor, 23 opposed, 0 abstentions and 0 not voting for cause. A
substitute motion to disapprove the application was introduced.

WHEREAS:; a revocable consent is requested by 890 Park Avenue to construct, maintain, and use a
stoop and fenced-in area; and
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WHEREAS; the building contained a stoop when originally build in the mid-1800s that was removed in
conjunction with the widening of Park Avenue; and

WHEREAS; the proposed stoop will result include 3 steps and extend out just over 5 feet beyond the
building line; and

WHEREAS:; an existing sidewalk grate that will also extend just over 5 feet from the property line will

Item 3: Revocable Consent applica ruct, maintain and use a fenced-in area including steps and
accessible wheelchair lift at 26 Eas

WHEREAS; a revocable ¢
in area including steps and

WHEREAS; the staircase will be aligned with ng
of sidewalk clearance; and

WHEREAS; the project has received approvals from C
the Landmarks Preservation Commission;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that Community Board 8 approves, as presented, the re
East 78" Street for a revocable consent to construct, maintain and use a fenced-in area inclu

accessible wheelchair lift.

Community Board 8 Manhattan unanimously approved this resolution by a vote
opposed, 0 abstentions and 0 not voting for cause

Page 6 of 12



Item 4: 605 East 82nd Street request for a change of parking regulations from '"no parking" to '"'no
standing"

WHEREAS; a request to change parking regulations in front of 605 East 82" Street from No Parking
Anytime to No Standing Anytime; and

WHEREAS; vehicles with placards are often parked in front of 605 East 82" Street, preventing
access to the building and making it difficult for vehicles to make a u-turn in the cul-de-sac;

RB-1 Item 1 Approval

Item 1: Procedures to be followed
electoral process for Community

Whereas Community Board@ at i ing passed a resolution that called for the
establishment of an Elections Cg 2 h i process for Board officers and to change the
process so that the Elections Comn esi

of candidates,

1. An Elections Committee will consist of fi
meeting. Members cannot run for Board office
and no member may serve on the Elections Co

2. Before the election of members of the Elections Committee, each member of the Board sha
receive information about Board Members’ length of service and any Committee positio
including prior service on the Nominating or Elections Committee.

3. Before the end of the September Board meeting, the chosen Elections Committee s
of five chosen Elections Committee members as Chair of the Committee.

4. By the end of a two-week period after the September Board meeting, candidat
message to the Board Office and the Chair of the Elections Committee stati terest to run.

5. At the October Board meeting, the Chair of the Elections Committee sh the names of all
candidates for Board office. At that point additional candidates may be'nominated from the
floor, without the requirement of a second.

6. Prior to the date of the November Land Use meeting, board members may submit questions to the
Elections Committee to be asked of Candidates for the Board offices. The Elections Committee
will decide on the questions to put to the candidates for all Board offices and will ensure that the
candidates for each office will be asked the same questions pertaining to the particular office.
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7. At the meeting which takes place on the date of the November Land Use meeting, the Elections
Committee shall put the questions that have been selected by the Committee to the candidates for
all Board offices. The questions shall be the same for all candidates for each particular office.

8. At the November full Board meeting, the Chair of the Elections Committee shall run the election
and allow each candidate for each office to speak for two minutes except the candidates for Chair
shall have three minutes.

er all speeches are concluded, Board members shall vote for the candidates for each office in a

ate roll call vote.

ow be Section 11.D.10.

nhattan approved this resolution by a vote of 37 in favor, 2 opposed, 4
g for cause

> the amendments to the bylaws. Concerns were raised that written notice of

Arts Style building designed by Cass
ast iron gate at the front stoop which will

WHEREAS 18 East 68th Street (also known as the
designed by Cass Gilbert and constructed in 1904-03

WHEREAS the application is for a front stoop gz
WHEREAS a prior design for a front stoop gate was ap,
Preservation Commission, however, did not issue a Ce

considering it to be too ornate and to distracting from the openness of the front elevation;

WHEREAS the applicant is now presenting a revised version of the front gate that presents as
less dense;

WHEREAS the revised version of a lower front gate does not disturb the view of the
while still incorporating some of the elements of the existing iron work at the front

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that this application be APPROVED as presented.

Item 3: 53 East 79th Street — The New York Society Library (Individual Landmark) — Larson Architecture
Works PLLC - An Italian Renaissance style townhouse designed by Trowbridge & Livingston, constructed in
1916-17 and retrofitted in 1937 for its current library use. Application is for replacement of two front windows at
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the cellar level, and a horizontal extension on the cellar and 1st floor levels in the rear yard to be used for
additional book storage.

WHEREAS 53 East 79th Street, the John S. and Catherine C. Rogers House, is an Italian Renaissance-
style townhouse designed by Trowbridge and Livingston and constructed in 1916-1917;

S , directly west of the proposed west-
facing elevation of the exte as 3 k concrete wall on its rear property line;

addition of 5th floor roof terrace in rear and new landscaping in the rear.

WHEREAS 1014 Fifth Avenue is a six-story townhouse in the Metropolitan Museum Hi
originally built as a private residence and formerly used as Goethe House; and

1ons to the front
original appearance

WHEREAS significant changes to the Fifth Avenue facade (window replacement
yard and the removal of the stoop) beginning in the 1920’s have altered the buil
while maintaining its original, residential character; and

WHEREAS the building has remained vacant since Goethe House moved out in 2009; and

WHEREAS the owners of the building, the German Republic, passed ownership to a not-for-profit
organization, 1014 Inc for the purpose of reopening the building to transatlantic cultural exchange
activities; and

WHEREAS the applicants have requested a rear extension on the upper floors; and
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WHEREAS the applicant seeks a Certificate of Appropriateness broken into four categories:

1. West facade (Fifth Avenue)

2. East fagade (rear yard)

3. North and South Facades (side yards)
4 Bulkhead replacement; and,

indows replacing the double-hung windows on the fourth, fifth and sixth floors
s replicating the appearance of the existing windows; and

pr window will be replaced with a modern style steel construction, and
e replaced by a single blackened steel pivot door; and

WHEREAS the applicant pr
with a balcony at the third-fl e pofroom with a glazed east wall, and a

WHEREAS the proposed
public way; and

WHEREAS the additional build
with existing construction; and

and not visible from either the public way nor the main
across Fifth Avenue; and

WHEREAS seven members of the public testified in opposition to the proposal, citing issues re

e The inappropriate modernity of the proposed entry door

e The potential nuisance of the illuminated vitrine through light pollution

e The encroachment of the inappropriately detailed limestone bench on the sidewal
and its potential as an attractive nuisance for persons who would not be visible

o The inappropriate glass entrance canopy

e The additional mass at the rear which will compromise light and air to the apa’
the narrow lightwells to the north and south

e The potential for noise pollution from the expanded facility, particularly from the open terrace (with
enclosed walls north and south) at the upper level; and

e sidewalk

ents facing it across

WHEREAS the members of the Committee in attendance enthusiastically agreed with the public
comments; and
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WHEREAS the proposed interventions, in particular the first-floor entrance, landscape, fenestration
canopy and illuminated vitrine present an inappropriately commercial image and run counter to the
building’s residential qualities and the residential nature of this portion of Fifth Avenue; and

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that this application is DISAPPROVED as presented.

Community Board 8 Manhattan unanimously approved this resolution by a vote of 42 in favor, 0
opposed, 0 abstentions and 0 not voting for cause

nue - Solomon R. Guggenheim Museum - (Expanded Carnegie Hill Historic District)
Modern-style museum building and interior designed by Frank Lloyd Wright and built
enlarged by an addition designed by Gwathmey Siegel and Associates and built in
ify designated interior spaces.

an voted on substitute motion for the application, which failed to pass by a
d, 1 abstention and 0 not voting for cause. The original motion was introduced

are intended to recall detailing, material and finish of original Wright details in the adjacent Wrig

designed museum, there is no correlation between the proposed design of the overall retail spac
museum itself;

WHEREAS the applicant’s proposal for the retail space is not contextual with the lang
curvilinear architecture;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that this application is DISAPPROVED a

Community Board 8 Manhattan approved this resolution by a vote of 37 in favor, 5 opposed, 1 abstention
and 0 not voting for cause
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9. Executive Session — Approval of the hiring of a new Community Associate.

A motion was made to move to Executive Session to discuss hiring a new Community Associate.
The board approved the hiring of Robert Beirne to the title of Community Associate.

10. Old Business

11. New Business

Russell Squire, Chair
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TR-2 Item 2 LM-3: Item 4
VR-1 Item | TR-1 Item 2 Substitute TR-3 Item | TR-4 Item LM-1: Items | LM-2: substitute LM-4 Item 4

Name Attendance 1 Approval Disapproval 3 4 RB-1 Item 1 2/3 Item 1 motion original motion
AGRAWAL, MOHIT Present Yes No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No
ARONSON, VANESSA Present No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes
ASHBY, ELIZABETH Present No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes
BARON, P. GAYLE Present No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes
BIRNBAUM, MICHELE Prese Yes Yes Yes Abst Yes Yes No Yes
BORES, LORI ANN P Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes
BORRERO, TAINA No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
BROWN, LORAINE Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes Yes
CAMP, ALIDA Present Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes
CHU, SARAH Present Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes _
COHN, ANTHONY Present Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No
COLEMAN, SAUNDREA Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes
DANGOOR, REBECCA Yes Yes No Yes Yes No Yes
FARBER, FELICE Presen Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes
FREELAND, BILL Present Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes
HARTZOG, EDWARD Present Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes
HELPERN, DAVID P. Present Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes
HUSAIN, SAHAR Present Yes Yes Yes No Yes
KRIKER, PAUL Present Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
LADER, CRAIG Present No Yes

LEHV. ADDESON

Present

PP

MASON, VALERIE Present

MCCLEMENT, JOHN Present

MEYERSON, EVAN Present

MORRIS, GREGORY Present

PARSHALL, JANE Present

PHILIPS, JOHN Present

POPE-MARSHALL, SHARON Present

POPPER, RITA Present

PRICE, MARGARET Present

ROSE, ELIZABETH Present

RUDDER, BARBARA Present

SALCEDO, ABRAHAM Present

SANCHEZ, WILLIAM Present

SCHNEIDER, JUDY Present

SIGAL, RAMI Present

SPAGNOLETTI, COS Present

SQUIRE, RUSSELL Present

STRONG-SHINOZAKI, LYNNE Present

SURESH, ANJU Present

TAMAYO, MARCO Present

TEJO, CAROLINA Present

WALD, ADAM Present

‘WARREN, CHARLES Present

WEINER, SHARON Present Yes No Yes Yes Yes Abst Yes Yes No Yes
Total Yes 45 43 21 29 44 43 37 44 42 16 37
Total No 23 15 [ 26 5
Total Abstain 4

Total Not Vote For Cause [¢) [ [ (o] o) 0
Total Votes 43 44 44 44 44 43 44 42 43 43
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