McBriar, Robert

From: outgoingagency@customerservice.nyc.gov

Sent: Saturday, September 18, 2004 11:07 PM

To: j_schule@planning.nyc.gov; eespinal@cityhall.nyc.gov

Subject: NYC.gov - Correspondence #1-1-131126394 Message to Director, DCP - ULURP Project

Status Questions

Your NYC.gov CRM Correspondence Number is 1-1-131126394
DATE RECEIVED: 09/18/2004 22:03:36
DATE DUE: 10/01/2004

The e-mail message below was submitted via NYC.gov, the official New York City Web Site. It is forwarded to your
agency by the Mayor's Office of Operations. In accordance with the Citywide Customer Service standard, your response
is due in 10 business days.

If this message is to a Commissioner / Agency Head and needs to be re-routed to another agency or cc to another
agency, forward the email to outgoingagency@customerservice.nyc.gov. Do not make any changes to the subject line.
Include any comments and it will be processed by The Mayor's Office of Operations.

All other web forms are to be handled by the receiving agency.
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From: PortalAdmin@doitt.nyc.gov
Sent: 09/18/2004 22:03:16

To: sbladmp@customerservice.nyc.gov
Subject: < No Subject >

From: centolanzi@aol.com (Patrick Centolanzi)
Subject: Message to Director, DCP

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by Patrick Centolanzi (centolanzi@aol.com) on Saturday,
September 18, 2004 at 22:03:15

This form resides at
http://www.nyc.gov/html/mail/html/maildcp.html

Message Type: Misc. Comments

Topic: ULURP Project Status Questions
Contact Info: Yes

M/M: Mr.

First Name: Patrick

Middle Name: M



Last Name: Centolanzi

Suffix: PE

Company: NYC Department of Education
Street Address: P. O. Box 1803

City: New York

State: NY

Postal Code: 10163

Country: United States

Work Phone #: 917-881-4217

Email Address: centolanzi@aol.com

Message: Please include this message in the NYC City Planning Commission Public Hearing on Hudson Yards held
September 23, 2004. | am unable to attend the hearing and want to leave my comments.

| comment and applaud the NYC/DCP and the MTA/NYC Transit on the wonderful and complete job on the EIS for the
Hudson Yards redevelopment.

| am in complete support the the entire Hudson Yard redevelopment, including the Flushing Subway extension, the Javits
Center expansion, and the New York Sports and Conventino Center.

I am in favor of connecting the Hudson River Park to the NYSCC by covering over the West Side Highway. | am in favor
of the underground moving walkway to connect Penn Station to the West Side. | am also in favor of extending the
Highline along 31st Street to MSG as an open, elevated promenade (rather than an enclosed walkway ending on the
West Side of 8th Avenue as described in the EIS.

| also support the NYC Olympic Bid, and as such, | support the NYSCC to be built.

REMOTE_HOST: 172.140.170.32
HTTP_USER_AGENT: Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 6.0; Windows NT 5.1; SV1)
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Patrick M. Centolanzi, PE
P. O. Box 1803
Grand Central Station
New York, NY 10163

September 19, 2004
Mr. Emil F. Dul, PE, Principal Engineer
Sustainability and Environmental Management
MTA/New York City Transit
2 Broadway, 2nd Floor
New York, NY 10004

Dear Mr. Dul:

Please include this message in the NYC City Planning Commission Public Hearing on
Hudson Yards held September 23, 2004. I am unable to attend the hearing and want to
leave my comments.

I compliment and applaud the NYC/DCP and the MTA/NYC Transit on the wonderful
and complete job on the EIS for the Hudson Yards redevelopment.

I am in complete support of the entire Hudson Yard redevelopment, including the
Flushing Subway extension, the Javits Center expansion, and the New York Sports and
Convention Center (NYSCC).

I am in favor of connecting the Hudson River Park to the NYSCC by covering over the
West Side Highway. I am in favor of the underground moving walkway to connect Penn
Station to the West Side. I am also in favor of extending the Highline along 31st Street to
MSG as an open, elevated promenade (rather than an enclosed walkway ending on the
West Side of 8th Avenue as described in the EIS).

I also support the NYC Olympic Bid, and as such, I support the NYSCC to be built. The
NYSCC, along with an expanded Javits Center, will allow New York City to take its
rightful place as a leader in the global convention and tourism industry. The jobs and tax
revenue generated by this development will benefit all New Y orkers.

The Environmental Impact Statement has addressed every impact of the entire West Side
development. It will allow planners to take steps to make sure the implementation of the

West Side development benefits all and has very few negative affects.

I thank you very much for your support of the entire Hudson Yards/West Side
development (and the NYSCC and NYC2012 bid) for the benefit of all in our region.

Sincerely,

Patrick M. Centolanzi, PE
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September 20, 2004

Mr. Robert Dobruskin, AICP
NYC Dept of City Planning
22 Reade Street #4E

New York, N.Y. 10007

William C. Ashe

Owner Block 706,Lot 48
re: ULURP No. 040567 MMM
CEQR No 03DCPG31M
SEQRA Classification Type 1
Hearing Date 9/23/04
Dear Sir or Madam, DGEIS Written Public Hearing Comments

I would like to go on record as being opposed to the construction of a stadium above the
West Side Rail Yards, for many reasons. As a property owner and landlord, I depend on my
property for my livelihood. The plan for redevelopment would condemn my property and take
from me my primary source of income, for which I have worked most of my life. In addition it
would displace my tenants, who have recently installed their corporate headquarters in my
renovated property.

When I hear political officials refer to the “blighted, underdeveloped™ west side of today,
I think back to the 1970s when young businesspersons like myself bought property in the
“Way-West” Hudson Yards area. Back then descriptions of this as a blighted, seedy
neighborhood were certainly true. Soon after the Javits Center was built, there were many
proposals for rezoning and bureaucratic help for the neighborhood. Sadly, these changes never
materialized.

Even so, the neighborhood slowly improved as small business pioneers, like myself,
bought property and ran businesses in the area. Their faith in the neighborhood created this
improvement. For example, when the parks department planted trees on my block some of the
truckers complained it made it difficult to make deliveries. But I was all for the trees, and after
the first one planted in front of my building was destroyed by a truck, I had another one planted
at my expense. When that one was mowed down I again replaced it at my expense, and that time
installed barriers to protect it. It’s still there and looks great!

Now the city subsidizing a Stadium for a football organzaton seems fiscally irresponsible.
The big winner in this deal will be the N.Y. Jets and the losers will be the vast majorty of tax
paying New Yorkers. [ am not opposed to progress and redevelopment on the westside,

560 W 43rd St., Suite 43A NY,NY 10036 212 695 6473
www.billashe.com
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however building a rarely used football stadium on some of the most valuable ground left in

Manbhattan is a grave mistake. It would not encourage development, but rather create sporadic

tratfic nightmares. And where would all these football fans have their tailgate parties? On the
2

surrounding streets? Or would they simply abandon their beloved team for one that allows them
this essential football tradition.

Why not use this site for some mixed use towers, similar to what you have in mind for
my block? It wouldn’t use taxpayers money, and if you throw in some subsidized housing
everyone might be happy (with the exception of one or two individuals and the Jets
organization.)

The hosting of the 2012 Olympic games in NYC, however important to some
individulals, should not be the keystone in the redevelopment of a vast area of the greatest city in
the world. Should the Olympic Committee select New York, [ am sure we can create the
necessary facilities without the burden of a sports arena in the middle of Manhattan. The recent
hosting of the Republican Convention brought midtown to a halt, paralyzed traffic, and gave
NYC, for it’s residents, the feel of a police state. If a few thousand visitors can do that, what
will happen when tens of thousands of visitors from around the world arrive at a midtown
facility. In planning the redevelopment of such a large area of New York, it seems very short
sighted to connect such development to the dreams of hosting a single event in Midtown.

In conclusion, I do favor redevelopment. I feel re-zoning of the west side is essential. I
think creation of open space is also essential. However I am fearful of losing my property where
I ran a sucessful business for over 20 years and now depend on it for my livelihood. I have
invested a great deal of money in its renovation and through a lifetime of hard work have created a
valuable asset upon which I depend. [ do oppose the construction of a stadium on one of the
most valuable parcels left in one of the, already, most congested urban centers on earth. This
project will enhance the fortunes of a limited few at the expense of many hard working small
businesses. [ favor rethinking the project without the stadium.

Sincerely,

Wi a;nC. Ashe T
cc Emil F. Dul PE -
Bernard Flaton Esq.




‘ Fredric Sirasky ‘ é; [49“7/ 'j
325 W. 45th Street s
New York, NY 10036 J ?aym C-PBTQMJ

(212) 245-526
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September 23, 2004

Metropolitan Transportation Authority — New York City Transit
2 Broadway, 2" Floor

New York, NY 10004

Attn: Emil F. Dul, P.E.

City of New York City Planning Commission
22 Reade Street, 4E

New York, NY 10007

Attn: Robert Dobruskin, AICP

Re: Comments on the Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement in connection with the Hearing held on
Sentember 23, 2004

Members of the MTA and Planning Commission:
I have lived in the Clinton District of Manhattan since 1973. It is my neighborhood and my home.

Measured development that includes affordable housing, small businesses, expansion of the Javits Center, and
reasonably sized new structures in keeping with the recreational character of Hudson River Park is fine.

THE PLANNED JETS STADIUM DOES NOT FIT INTO THIS KIND OF DEVELOPMENT.
I have two major concems regarding the impact of the proposed stadium on my neighberhood.

1. A football stadium on the West Side of Manhattan will draw an enormous number of cars from the suburbs and outer
boroughs, which will require a huge commitment of space devoted to parking facilities.

Once these parking facilities are constructed, they will be used 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. Our neighborhood
will cease being a neighborhood. It will become the prime parking location in Manhattan. The avenues and streets on the
West Side are already overcrowded. The resulting air quality is extremely unhealthy, especially when traffic to and from the
Lincoln Tunnel crawls along or comes to a standstill. The parking facilities required by the proposed stadium will make this
situation unbearable, not just on game days, but every day of the year. The Planning Commission should be thinking of
ways to keep cars out of Manhattan, not lure them in.

2. A football stadium will be a magnet for helicopters.

Residents of the West Side who live near Times Square and the Lincoln Tunnel are already constantly besieged by
hovering and circling helicopters. This is not an insignificant matter. Unless vou have lived in a neighborbood whose skies
are inundated by these incredibly noisy machines, you cannot imagine the uncivilizing influence the constant “pop-pop-pop-
pop” sound has on the quality of life. A hovering helicopter can be several blocks away from a residence and still wake one
out of a sound sleep. Residents of the East Side near the UN fought for years to eliminate this menace. We on the West Side
are just beginning the battle to clear the air of noise. A West Side stadium will only make our cause more difficult.

Finally, I am a union member (AEA). I support jobs for union construction workers. But the same number of jobs
could be generated by support for the measured development I mentioned above. Construction does not always have to be
for glamour projects like a stadium which profit only a few and which drain tax monies from the housing and infrastructure
that really need it.

Thank you for this hearing, and for your public service.

Respectfully submitted,

b >
Fredric Sirasky
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ROBERT SEWARD J‘WM’

470 WEST 24TH STREET NEW YORK NY 10011

SEWARD@TKK.ATT.NE.JP

September, 27 2004

Metropolitan Transportation Authority—New York City Transit
2 Broadway, 2nd Floor

New York, NY 10004

Attention Emil F. Dul, P.E.

Subject: proposed Hudson Yards Rezoning and Development Program
Dear Mr. Dul:

I am writing in opposition to the proposed Hudson Yards Plan, which was the subject
of the public hearing on 23 September 2004. T was present and have attended other meetings on
the matter.

While the idea of integrating this west side of Manhattan into the traffic pattern of
Manhattan is commendable, the problem is a stadium (the mayor’s ultimate goal) and the
congestion it brings. The goal is not all that transparent—a stadium for professional sports and
the Olympics.

As a public policy matter these things don’t pay. This is a bait (transpertation) and
switch (stadium and Olympic) trick that cannot be justified on environmental, quality of living
or financial terms.

Citizens in the area are organized in opposition.

After having lived through the mayor’s party for the Republicans, I just don’t want to
have to go through that all over again on a regular basis. The result is disruptive and the
benefits just don’t accrue—no matter how many paid organized labor supporters shout and
intimidate those opposed to the Hudson Yards Plan.

Cost weighed against benefits? The numbers don’t add.

As for the proposed stadium, the quality of life in our adjacent neighborhoods will be

severely impacted. Dumping 60,000 to 75,000 people every other weekend for a Jets game is




unimaginable. Has the planning department ever taken a look at the congestion on 10" Avenue
as it is? The Lincoln Tunnel and adjacent traffic tie-ups, the noise, the glaring lights, the trash,
the added security necessary for crowd control, impacts on parking—at a premium now,
infrastructure requirements, the impact on neighborhood and community life—all of these do
not favor this project. Social costs are great and social benefits are minimal. Manhattan is
simply not the place for such an activity.

The Jets will have a tax break. And what about us New York tax payers. | am against
subsidizing sports teams. The benefits are just not there for us New Yorkers. I imagine, as well,
that my property values will decline.

I am not particularly a sports fan, but being a devotee of sports is beside the point. Ide
know economics and I understand about urban environments: Transportation is just a ruse to

get a stadium that does not belong on the west side of Manhattan. No to the Hudson Yards
Plan.

Sincerely,

cc:
Thomas K. Duane, Senator
Richard Gott%i Assemblyman

Christine Quinn, Councilwoman
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Jenkens & Gilchrist Parker Chapin LLP

AUSTIN, TEXAS
(512) 499-3800

THE CHRYSLER BUILDING CHICAGO, ILLINOIS
405 LEXINGTON AVENUE (;12’ “25;90”
ALLAS, TEXAS
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10174 (214) 855-4500

HOUSTON, TEXAS
{713) 951-3300

LoS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA

(212) 704-6000

FACSIMILE (212) 704-6288 (310) 820-8800
Caroline G. Harmis PASADENA, CALIFORNIA
(212) 704-6434 www jenkens.com (626) 578-7400
. . SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS
charris@jenkens.com (210) 246-8000

WASHINGTON, D.C.
(202) 326-1500

September 27, 2004

City Planning Commission
Calendar Information Office
22 Reade Street Room 2E
New York, NY 10007

City Planning Commission
Environmental Review Office
22 Reade Street Room 4E
New York, NY 10007

Attn: Robert Dobruskin, AICP

Re:  No. 7 Subway Extension-Hudson Yards Rezoning and
Development Program
Comments on ULURP ##040499ZMM, 040499(A)ZMM,
N 040500ZRM, and N 040500(A)ZRM
Comments on DGEIS

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am Land Use Counsel to Jenkens & Gilchrist, Parker Chapin LLP. I head our land use
practice in New York and nationally. We represent national and local developers and
community groups. Formerly, I was Associate Counsel at the Department of City Planning. I
teach in Hunter College’s Master’s Program in Planning, and at the New York University Real
Estate Institute. I recently published an article, “The Zen of Cities,” in the AIA/Journal (copy
enclosed).

The City’s proposed Hudson Yards rezoning responds to the demand for additional

development in the Far West Side. However, the need for an upzoning should not overshadow
the remarkable opportunity we have to protect and improve our environment. We need to

NEWYORK 1008392v] 63590-00001 09/27/2004 "




Jenkens & Gilchrist Parker Chapin LLP

September 27, 2004
Page 2

balance the measurable economic value of developing big buildings with the immeasurable
human value of creating an environment that supports life and generates a sense of community.

We should take leadership in this arena with whatever zoning proposal is ultimately
adopted. Specifically, the Hudson Yards text should mandate that all new developments and
enlargements (residential, commercial, or institutional) in the Hudson Yards area be topped by
eco roofs: specially layered lawns on top of a building that benefit the environment and,
ultimately, the public. At the very least, the law should grant a floor area bonus to any building
that incorporates an eco roof, just as is done in Chicago. (In addition, the state and the city
should authorize tax credits to support the eco roofs.)

The proposed Hudson Yards plan already includes an eco roof on top of the state-owned
Convention Center. The Draft GEIS recognizes some of the benefits of eco roofs, such as aiding
storm water management, reducing the “urban heat island” effect, and lowering energy demands.
Eco roofs also improve ambient air quality and muffle noise. Significantly, they gencrate
additional open space.

The Draft GEIS reports that in the full build out of the Hudson Yards, including the 24
acres of proposed new open space, there still will be an open space deficit. By mandating the
incorporation of green roofs on all new and enlarged buildings, the open space deficit would be
mitigated — perhaps not technically under CEQR guidelines, but in reality. The total lot area for
all projected development sites is almost 2.9 million square feet. Imagine an additional 66 acres
of green open space! The existence of these green open spaces, albeit private, would ease the
demand on the publicly accessible open spaces (most of which are made of hard, inanimate
materials, and contain trees in planters). Environmentally beneficial, the green roofs would be a
social asset, as well, offering a haven from the busy streets and encouraging a sense of
community, whether through community gardening or as a gathering place.

In conclusion, I urge you to initiate a vigorous city-wide eco roof program, beginning
with its incorporation in the rezoning of the Hudson Yards.

Sincerely yours,

@w//ﬂﬁ/ ,

aroline G. Harrifs

CGHijo
<c§r1.~}=‘/c—gﬁgg&=,ll, Chair T /V ° W@‘“Z//ﬁ@%ﬁ/ﬂo/{

G. Miller, Speaker

C. Quinn, Councilperson
Community Board 4
E.F.Dul,P.E.
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ELMER LUKE W cr[], /

470 WEST 24TH STREET 19B
NEW YORK NY 10011-1240
12126917397

26 September 2004

Metropolitan Transportation Authority—New York City Transit
2 Broadway, 2nd Floor
New York, NY 10004

Attention: Emil F. Dul, P.E.
RE: DGEIS for proposed Hudson Yards Rezoning and Development Program

Dear Mr. Dul:

I am writing about the proposed Hudson Yards Plan, which was the subject of the public
hearing on 23 September 2004, and which I was present at.

It's an ambitious plan, and integrating this western side of Manhattan into the larger flow
of city would seem to be based on good intentions. In its sweep, however, the plan seems
to gloss over—"bulldoze” might be a more apt word—other considerations important to
the life of city and its residents. I speak of quality of life, stability of community,
sustainable development, and proper attention to the environment.

In any public policy decision, cost must be weighed against benefits. How beneficial is a
decision going to be, and at what cost? And over what time period? If the cost is too high,
if they go on for years and years, then obviously the benefits are diminished. And then
there is basic matter of who pays for the cost. And who benefits.

Specifically, my concerns have to do with the proposed stadium. First, on a practical level,
the quality of life in adjacent neighborhoods—as well as midtown Manhattan—would be

13




severely impacted by the presence of such a stadium. Imagine the deluge of 60,000 to
75,000 people every other weekend for a Jets game. Consider the traffic tie-ups, the
noise, the glaring lights, the trash, the police necessary for crowd control. Consider the
burden on electricity, water and sewage, roads and transportation. Think about the loss of
parking, the inevitable crime, the mess, the repeated invasion into neighborhood and
community life. The social costs are terrible. Would anyone on the Planning Commission
want a stadium in his or her neighborhood? I don't think so.

On an economic level, the costs are huge. Who will pay? Not the Jets, after they drop their
initial contribution. It will be New Yorkers who will foot the bill, year upon year upon
year—not only for the actual construction but also for the maintenance and repairs and
police and congestion, roadwork, infrastructure. All this outlay takes away from money
that could be better invested in education, which would benefit New Yorkers much more.
The Jets will have their tax break; what tax break will New Yorkers get? This is not
intelligent, sustainable development. Nor can I imagine that my property values will rise
with the presence of a stadium in the neighborhood.

Finally, on an environmental level, a stadium puts dangerous strain on an urban
environment already under strain. A stadium would be an environmental insult—to
neighborhoods, communities, the borough of Manhattan. It will make huge demands on
city infrastructure, electricity, water supply, the sewer system, roads, bridges, and tunnels,
and, I repeat, quality of life. Noise, lights, crowds, trash, the influx of rowdies into
neighborhoods, the loss of already scarce parking spaces. Things will not be better for this
stadium; things will be frighteningly worse. And the costs will only grow year after year.

A stadium does not belong in the city proper. I am a sports fan, but to foist my sports
enthusiasm on an unsuspecting neighborhood that will have to pay for it does not seem
fair or just or socially responsible. Construct a stadium where it is appreciated by all.

Elmer Luke
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TESTIMONY PRESENTED BY
BARBARA ZUCKER, CHAIR
HOUSING AND PLANNING COMMITTEE

(F%Te

BEFORE THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
REGARDING HUDSON YARDS ULURP APPLICATION

DATE:

SEPTEMBER 23, 2004

The Women’s City Club of New York is an 89-year old nonpartisan advocacy

organization concerned with a broad range of public policy issues in New York

City. Our hundreds of members are dedicated to making New York City a better

place in which to work and live. We recognize that the development of Hudson

Yards is a unique opportunity to create a vibrant mixed-use community in mid-

Manhattan fronting on the Hudson River. Because of the scarcity of large

potential development sites in Manhattan, and the major capital investment

involved, it is essential that we “get it right.”

Affordable Housing. One of the Women’s City Club’s long-standing concerns is
the lack of affordable housing in New York City. In June 2004 we published a
report, “New York City’s Affordable Housing Crisis, What Can Be Done?” We

noted that while there are a number of programs with various incentives to

encourage development of affordable housing, these are voluntary and temporary.

We believe that affordable housing must be made an integral and mandatory

element of all residential developments constructed with government assistance,

whether the assistance is in the form of tax subsidies or abatements or Brownfield

cleanup or upzoning.
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Founded in 1915, the Women's City Club of New York is an independent, nonpartisan, nonprofit advocate working
to make New York City a better place by shaping public policy and encouraging citizen involvement in government.




Only 3% of the Hudson Yards area is currently zoned for residential use. The zoning
amendment in the ULURP application proposes that density in Hudson Yards be greatly
increased. If adopted, the Department of City Planning projects that it would result in a likely
30-year build-out of 12 million square feet of residential development, in the form of 12,600 new
residential units. However, not one single housing unit of those 12,600 need be affordable. That
is left entirely up to the developers. Those who choose to build so called 80/20 houses will
receive an additional benefit — greater density through an increased FAR. But it is entirely
voluntary, and the affordability is for a limited period of time. We submit that the upzoning

should mandate that a portion of the housing be affordable to low and middle income residents.

More Flexible Zoning. The major portion of Hudson Yards, some 28 million square feet, is to
be zoned for commercial use. Even taking into account the extended build-out period, some
economists question whether the area can really support this much additional commercial space.
In view of the uncertainty, we suggest that a portion of the rezoning be sufficiently flexible that it

permit either commercial or residential use, depending on future demand.

Financing. The original agreement between New York City and the Battery Park City Authority
provided for payments to the City to be used for affordable housing. Nevertheless, most receipts
have gone into New York City’s general revenue fund. Now the City is proposing to use reserve
funds from the Battery Park City Authority for its share of the infrastructure improvements in
Hudson Yards. We oppose such diversion of funds.

Football Stadium/Convention Facility. The Women’s City Club does not believe thata

stadium belongs in midtown Manhattan where it would create traffic, noise and air pollution.
Moreover, a structure equivalent to a 30-story building would block both visual and physical
access to the Hudson River. There are other possible locations for an Olympic Stadium in New
York or New Jersey. There are no other vacant waterfront locations of similar size in mid-

Manhattan.
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In addition to the very substantial cost of the infrastructure for the multi-use facility, thereisa
quality of life cost for our residents. The proposed financing plan includes sale of development
rights in return for permitting developers to build with greater density. Absent a stadium, a
redeveloped Hudson Yards would likely still include a platform over the rail yards. However,
without a need for $225 million to pay for a retractable roof, the Department of City Planning

might be less generous with density bonuses.

Javits Convention Center. We do support expansion of the Jacob K. Javits Convention Center.

For many years there have been complaints that the existing convention center is too small to
attract large meetings and multi-day events. Conventioneers bring needed revenue to New York
City. With the planned adjacent hotel and more convenient subway access, the expanded Javits

Center should attract additional convention business.

As a State project built on State land, there is little provision for public comment on the
particulars of the Javits Center expansion and little oversight on its implementation. Despite the
lack of input, New York City is expected to contribute $350 million towards the cost of the Javits
Center project. As previously noted, we particularly object to the use of Battery Park City funds
for that contribution since Battery Park City surplus was supposed to be earmarked for affordable

housing.

Transportation. Lack of public transportation has been a major impediment to the development

of Hudson Yards and full use of the Javits Center. We believe that the proposed two-step
extension of the #7 subway line would improve access and is likely to speed up development.
As an interim solution, we suggest the MTA provide more frequent bus service on the 42" Street

corridor, such as bus-only or express bus lanes. And to improve access from the west, we

support plans to increase ferry service from New Jersey.
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484 West 43rd Street #25-K
New York, NY 10036
(212) 594-3593
September 27, 2004

Dear M.T.A. - New York City Transit:

I spoke at the hearing on the 23rd so the comments I made at that time will be in the transcript
of that hearing. There are 2 more points, however, that I would like to add:

First, considering the world in which we currently find ourselves, with terrorists and assorted
mal-contents everywhere whose only goal is to kill as many people as possible - preferably
Americans - is it really wise to gather 75,000 people together in one place from which they
cannot be evacuated quickly? “Dirty” bombs, explosives, biological or chemical weapons
introduced into the stadium’s water supply or ventilation system are all tools that terrorists will
try to use to attack the stadium. How many resources, money and manpower will it take to protect
the stadium? And what are the chances that we will be able to foil every attempt? And if we fail,
just once, and the terrorists are successful? We lost 3,000 souls when the World Trade Center was
attacked; we could potentially lose 25 times that many people as the result of a successful attack
on the stadium.

Second, I would ask you to take very seriously the testimony given at the hearing by Manhattan
Borough President Fields. She has weighed the relative merits of every aspect of this proposed
plan. At the hearing she sponsored on September 21st, she welcomed testimony from all sides
and after thorough and extremely thoughtful analysis, it was her conclusion that the current plans
for the stadium and development of the West Side should be rejected.

We can do better for the people of New York and I urge you to turn down this proposed plan and
hold out for a better plan - one that truly addresses the needs of the citizens of this great city. As
Harry S. Truman once said to a gathering of his advisors, “Let’s not be in too big a hurry to make
our mistakes.”

Thank you for your Kind attention.

Sincerely,

e S

Sheree Sano
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State of New Jersey

James E McGREEVEY OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL PeTER C. HARVEY
Governor DEPARTMENT OF LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY Attorney General
Drvision oF Law
25 MARKET STREET
PO Box 080
TreEnTON, NJ 08625-0080
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VIA FAXSIMILIE TO 646-252-3140

Mr. Robert Dobruskin, AICP

pDirector, Environmental Assessment Review Division
New York City Department of Ccity Planning

‘Room 4E

22 Reade Street

New York, NY 10007

Re: No 7 Subway Extension Hudson Yards Rezoning
and Development Program
Public Comments

Dear Sir:

Oon behalf of the Attorney General of the State of New Jersey
in consultation with the New Jersey Department of Environmental
Protection, we submit the following comments with respect to the
pDraft Generic Environmental Impact Statement for No. 7 Subway
Extension Hudson Yards Rezoning and Development Program (2004)
("DGEIS") :

National Environmental Policy Act

A federal Environmental Impact Statement (“EIS)is required for
"major federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment" under the National Environmental Policy Act
("NEPA"), 42 UsC §§ 4321, &3324€) - A project regquiring the
issuance of a federal permit or federal review would constitute
major federal action requiring the preparation of an EIS. 1d. The
DGEIS and related exhibits and renderings presented Dby the
applicants describe construction of a deck over Route 9A to the
east of the proposed project area and a pier over the Hudson River.
Both of these proposals would require permits by federal agencies.
Construction of a deck over Route 9A would require approval by, at
2 minimum, the Federal Highway Authority, and construction of a
pier over the Hudson River would require approval of the United
States Army Corps of Engineers and as such a NEPA review will be

LQ[&PS Huoses Justics CopLEX * TELEPHONE: (609) 202-4925 * Fax: (609) 202-3508
New Jersey le An Equal Opportunity Employer * Printed on Recycled Paper and Recyclable
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required, The DGEIS makes no reference to review py either of
these federal agencies under NEPA. The DGEIS should explain, at a
minimum, whether the proposed deck and pier will pe constructed
and, if so, whether the required federal reviews have been

undertaken.
|
Water Quality Impacts

The Clean Water Act, 33 U.s,C. § 1251 et seq. was enacted 1in
1972 "to restore and maintain the chemical, physical, and
biological integrity of the Nation's waters." § 1251 (a) . In order
to achieve these goals, § 301(a) of 33 U,S.C makes unlawful the

discharge of any pollutant into navigable waters except as
authorized by specified gsections of the Act. 33 U.5:C. 8 1311 (a) .

The DGEIS acknowledges that the proposed,project will increase
gewage flows from 1.1 million gallons per day to 8.6 million
gallons per day from the project area. As a result, discharges of
raw sewage into the Hudson River on rainy days will increase in !
frequency and geverity. Each sewage overflow event would have the ‘
potential to result in an increase in the concentration of
untreated sewage and associated pollutants (e.g., TSS, fecal
coliforms) discharged to the Hudson River during combined sewer
overflow (“Cs0O”) events. cSoO water 1is made up of raw sewage
diluted with runoff from impervious gurfaces in urban areas (e.g-,
astreets, parking lote, buildings) . CSO water is characterized by
high concentrations of guspended solids, oxygen demanding oxrganic
matter, coliform bacteria, nutrients (i.e., nitrogen, phosphorus),
trace metals and trace organic substances.

In New York City Sewer regulators are designed tO allow two
rimes dry weather flow into the interceptor. puring high stoxrm
flows twice the mean dry weather flow is directed to the
interceptor, while flow in excess of this value 15 diverted to CSOs
which discharge directly into the Hudson River and other waters
gurrounding New york City. The release of these materials into the
Hudson River can result 1in degradation of the water Iesource,
limiting human use, have deleterious effects on the structure and
function of the ecosystem and cause significant consequences on the
state of New Jersey- The contaminants of particular interest with
respect CLO the New York Harbor area include inputs of nitrogen,
trace substances, particularly mercury and pathogenic bacteria.
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CS0s are a human health concern because they can create the
potential for exposure to disease causing pathogens, including
protozoa, pacteria and viruses. Because CSO discharges include raw
sewage, they contain a combination of untreated human waste and
pollutants discharged by commercial and industrial establishments.
They also have a gignificant storm water component, that includes
pollutants from urban and rural runof £. These pathogens, golids,
and toxics may be discharged directly to the waters of New Jersey
during wet weather events through CSOs. Further, exposure to Cso
contaminanta through direct contact with water (eg. gwimming) can
lead to infectious diseases such as hepatitis, gastrointestinal
disorders, dysentery, and swimmer’s ear infection. Other forms of
bacteria can cause€ typhoid, cholera, and dysentery. Human health

can be impacted from ingesting fish or shellfish contaminated by
CsS0 discharges.

The DGEIS provides no pbasis, other than conjecture, for
asserting the findings of the probable impacts of the development

project. Examples of these unsupported findings are quoted from the
DGEIS as follows:

_the current water quality conditions present
within the Lower Hudson River suggest that it is
reasonable to conclude that occasional CSO events
in this portion of the Lower Hudson River, even if
discharging a higher concentration of sewage than
under current conditions, would result in water
quality conditions that continue to meet the
gstandards and uses established for wuse Class I
waters. (See 13-18)

CSO events that may oOCCur under the Future With
proposed Action Ccondition in 2010 would not be
expected to result in significant adverse impacts
to water quality in the river. As a result, there

will be no significant adverse impacts on aguatic
biota living in the river. (See 13-18)

Further, the study failed to evaluate the long-term fate and
effect of pollutant transport, particularly pathogens and the
potential effect on the peneficial uses of the downstream waters
including, but not limited to, primary contact recreation and
shellfish harvesting.

Increasing the frequency or duration of wet weather discharges
from CSOs or increasing the pollutant concentrations of CSO
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discharges is inconsistent with the National CSO Control Policy-
(See the National Combined Sewer overflow Control Strategy
(National strategy) (See 54 FR 37370 Sept. 8, 1989) and the
National CSO Control Policy (National Policy) (See 59 FR. 18688,
April 19, 1994) . The National CSO Control Policy represents a
comprehensive national strategy to ensure that municipalities,
permitting authorities, water quality atandards authorities and the
public engage in a comprehensive and coordinated planning effort to
achieve cost-effective €SO controls that ultimately meet
appropriate health and environmental objectives and requirements.
The objectives of the National CSO Control policy are: to ensure
that if CSOs occur, they are only as a result of wet weather; to
bring all wet weathex CSO discharge points into compliance with the
technology-based and water guality-based requirements of the CWA;

and to minimize water quality, aquatic biota, and human health
impacts from CSOB.

Major re-development projects, of a magnitude such as this,
should incorporate sewer separation and elimipation of the combined
gewer system and the elimination of CSO Points as a requirement.
The construction of separate ganitary sewers cCan direct all
sanitary sewage directly to the Wastewater Treatment Facilities 80O
as to prevent the chance of discharges through CSO discharge points
without adequate treatment including disinfectiaon. Separate storm
water sgsewer systemg can direct all surface water and rooftop
drainage to the rivers through conduits jsolated from sanitary
contamination. Such an infrastructure arrangement can eliminate
substantial loadings of pathogenic contamination to the New
York/New Jersey Harbor Complex and could reduce discharges of
pathogens that threaten New Jersey's ghellfish beds and
recreational activities.

pDischarges of mercury from xraw sewage can be converted to
methyl mercury through biological processes that occur in all
sediments. Methyl mercury 18 a potent neurotoxin that
bioaccumulates and bioconcentrates through the food chain. Because
of its high bioconcentration factor, a small amount of methyl
mercury can result in substantial exposure to humans and wildlife.
In aquatic ecosystems, methyl mercury causes neurological,
behavioral and reproductive changes, and at extremely high levels
may cause direct death in fish and wildlife (Chan et al,
Schehammer, 1998; Spalding et al 2000; Bouton et al 1999, Heinz
1974, 1979, Barr 1986; Burgess et al 1998; Meyer et al 1998; Nocera
and Taylor, 1998). The biological impacts of mercury pollution
occur throughout the entire ecosystem.
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The higher sewage flows resulting from the project may impact
(1) New Jersey shellfish beds, requiring closings due toO
contamination; (2) New Jersey’s fishing industry; and (3)
recreational and othexr watex uses along the New Jersey Shore. The
frequency and amounts of these sewage overflows cannot be
determined from average daily flows, because the overflows occur
during wet weather conditions, and those overflows are masked by
daily averages.

The DGEIS is deficient in other ways. It fails to address how
often CSOs occur, the locations along the Hudson River where they
occur, how much raw sewage is released into the river when they
occur, the concentration of raw sewage when it enters the river, or
how much the concentration would be increased by the project.
Additionally, the DGEIS fails to propose any mitigation measures to
address these untreated sewage discharges.

Coastal ecosystems are naturally very rich in plant and animal
life. However, since the richness (or productivity) of saltwater
ecosystems 18 naturally limited by the availability of reactive
nitrogen, excess nitrogen can lead to a condition of over-
enrichment known as eutrophication (Ryther and Dunstan 1971; Nixon
1986; Fisher and Oppenheimer 1991; ‘D‘Elia et al. 1992) . According
to a study by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
of 23 estuaries examined in the Northeast, 61 percent were
clagssified as moderately to severely degraded by nutrient over-
enrichment (Bricker et al. 1999) .

Elevated nitrogen inputs to estuaries leads to increased
frequencies of parmful algal blooms, hypoxic and anoxic bottom
waters, loss of sea grasses and reduced fish stocks (valiela and
Costa 1988; Valiela et al. 1990; Hallegraeff 1993; Boynton et al.
1995; Paerl 1988; 1995; 1997) . The over-enrichment of estuaries
promotes the excessive growth of algae. The increased algal growth
can shade-out seagrass peds and other submerged aquatic vegetation
that provide critical habitat for fish and other marine organisms.
Furthermore, when the algae die and decompose, oxygen in the bottom
water is consumed. Low oxygen conditions, known as hypoxia, can
cause fish and shellfish suffocation.

The degree of eutrophication an estuary can tolerate without
adverse effects depends on the amount of reactive nitrogen it
receives and 1ts physical characteristics, such as gize, depth,
volume of freshwaterxr runoff, and tidal flushing. Even with these
many physical variables, the reactive nitrogen input rate is
considered the major determinant of water quality degradation.
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These unwanted eutrophication problems are primarily related
to human-induced increases in nitrogen inputs tO estuaries and are
likely to persist or even expand in the future as a consequence of
increased population growth in coastal regions and 1ncreases in air
pollution (Lee and Olsen 1985; pPeierls et al. 1991; Nixon 1995;
Lapointe and Matzie 1996; Vitousek et al. 1997). A significant
portion of nitrogen inputs to estuaries is derived from atmospheric

deposition (Jaworski et al. 1997; Paerl et al. 2000) .

The DGEIS indicates that there will not be any adverse effects
on water use or ecosystem structure and function as a result of CSO
discharges associated with the proposed action. However, the DGEIS
does not present studies or information that would allow for such
a conclusion to be made. Although we understand that there are at
least fifty (50) CSO events each year precipitated by anly one-
eighth of an inch of rainfall, no information is provided in the
DGEIS on the projected number of such events that occur per year.
Moreover, mno data are presented on the timing and discharge
agsociated with these events currently in the project area OT
projected in the future from the proposed action. No information
is given on the quality of CSO water, although information from the
literature would suggest that concentrations of critical
contaminants are elevated in CSO water, comparable to dilute raw
sewage. The DGEIS further claims, without analytical support, that
any increase 1in water pollution will not affect water quality
pecause the receiving waters currently meet water quality
gstandards.

Limited data are presented on dissolved oxygen and fecal
coliform concentrations in Hudson River/New York Harbor (MTA/CPC
2004) obtained from the New York City Department of Environmental

Protection routine monitoring program (DEP 2003) . Unfortunately,
these data are not sufficiently comprehensive. No water guality
data are reported for reactive nitrogen species (i.e., nitrate,

ammonium, dissolved organic nitrogen), PCBs, mercury Or other toxic
trace substances to asBsSes3 ambient concentrations of loadings.
Information on CSO discharges and relevant contaminant
concentrations are needed to conduct mass balances to quantify
material loading from csos to the River/Harbor. To assess the
effects of CSOs it is also critical to monitor the discharge water
and receiving water during events (i.e., snowmelt and storm events
resulting in CSO0s) for contaminants of interest. CSO events are
transient. In order to assess their impact, CSO events must be
studied with time-intensive measurements. Routine dry-weather
monitoring is not adequate LO a5SESS the impacts of CSO discharges
on receiving waters. Without guch information it is impogsible to
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guantify the supply and effects of thege contaminants to the Hudson
River/New York Harbor area and the impact of CSOs undex current and
projected future conditions following the development project.

We submit that the DGEIS does not provide the necessary
information to determine the geverity of the 1impact of CSO events
on the State of New Jersey, nor does it provide sufficient
information upon which a conclusion can be drawn that there will be
no adverse effects caused by the CSO discharges. Nevertheless, iE
ig clear that the proposal will severely impair the quality of the
Hudson River and thereby impact the State of New Jersey in
violation of the Clean Water Act, 33 U.S,C.,A. 1251 et Beq. and
related Interstate Environmental Commission regulations pertaining
to interstate waters of the Hudson River. (See N.J.A.C. 7:9b-1.5
(b) and 6 NYCRR 750-2.1(d))

Finally, there is an Administrative Consent Order (“ACO")
which resulted from a complaint by the State of New York Department
of Environmental Conservation (*DEC”) against the City of New York
“WCITY*) (See DEC Case # C02-20000107-8) which is of relevance to
the proposal and is not addressed in the DGEIS. The complaint was
brought by DEC as the city was not in compliance with State
pollutant Discharge Elimination System (“SPDES") permits,
particularly with regard to CSO discharges from the City’s fourteen
municipal water pollution control plants. In that ACO, the City
agreed to submit to a CcS0 Control Policy and the abatement of CSO
discharges within specified timeframes.

Without sufficient data provided in the DGEIS to ascertain the
quantity of the additional pollutants contained in the CSOs and the
number of CSO events in the project area, it 1is impossible to
determine if the City will be in compliance with the ACO in
achieving compliance with water guality standards. It ie also
impossible to quantify the extent of the impact the project will

certainly have on the State of New Jersey without this information.

Alr alit acts

The DGEIS air quality assessment that has been conducted to
date is seriously deficient. specifically, the assessment does not
reflect the full short-term or long-term air quality impacts
because it does not account for all project-related activities; oOr
evaluate the cumulative air quality analysis impacts of all
project-related activities. Rather, it merely looks at individual
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sources of potential pollution in isolation. Moreover, the
apgsessment is based on assumptions that greatly understate traffic
- and therefore emissions - from motor vehicles, particularly as

they idle at the tunnels and bridges from New Jersey into New York.

Given these critical deficiencies, the DGEIS can not be
regarded as a complete and accurate characterization of air quality
impacts and the true impact on New Jersey cannot be assessed.

The "Clean Air Act", 42 U,S.C.A. § 7401 et seq, , provides
that the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
establishes national ambient air quality standards ("NAAQS") . To
avoid sanctions, each state must submit a state implementation plan
(rs1p") designed to attain and maintain those standards. Section
110(a) (2) of the Act (42 U.S.C, § 7410(a)) lists a number of
criteria that the SIP must meet to obtain approval from the EPA.
New Jersey and New York have gubmitted respective SIPS for EPA
approval . Although the DGEIS acknowledges substantial increases
in air emissions such that air quality standards will be violated,
it fails to quantify the impact of the additional emissions for
conformance with the New York SIP as well as its contribution to
nonattainment or interference with maintenance status 1in New
Jersey.

The proposed project, as set forth in the DGEIS, will have an
adverse impact on air quality in the State of New Jersey. In the
short term, air quality will be impaired due to construction-
related activities that will generate additional dust and
potentially toxic emissions. These activities include removal,
handling, staging, and transporting substantial quantities of
hazardous materials at many parcels in the project area. In the
long-term, air quality will be impaired due to increased traffic
and idle times at key entry points into New York City. We are
particularly concerned with the project‘s long-term impacts on the
State of New Jersey’s SIP and the attainment of it and/or
maintenance with the NAAQS.

Summary

In summary, the State of New Jersey submits that the No. 7
Subway Extension Hudson vards Rezoning and Development Project will
have a deleterious environmental impact on the property,
environment and citizens of New Jersey. The DGEIS does not provide
gufficient information upon which a conclusion can be made that
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there are no adverse impacts. In addition, sufficient and
appropriate data must Dbe provided so as to determine the full
extent of the impact on the environment of the State of New Jersey.
We further submit that this project must be reviewed by the
Environmental Protection Agency, Federal Highway Authority and the
Army Corps of Engineers pursuant to National Environmental Policy
Act,

For these reasons, the New York City Department of City
Planning and the Municipal Transit Authority should deny the
approval of the DGEIS and should direct the applicant to revise and
resubmit the DGEIS with all necessary data, studies, analysis and
modeling for further public review and consideration.

ubmitted,

PETER C. Y
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF NEW JERSEY

(B4 Metropolitan Transportation Authority
2 Broadway, 2™ Floor
New York, NY 10004
Atten: Emil F. Dull, P.E.

28




R S R

"0CT-04-2004 MON 04:55 PH FAX NO. P. 01/06

F

KA Y N lecrened £ foct
STy Dea/ysonge
2 ;

O

Y
¢ N
Og m3™

MUNICIPAL ART SOCIETY FAX TRANSMISSION SHEET

DATESENT:LO/‘//O 3
FAX#: g2 &6 ~ 252~ 3379

TO: EMI/ D‘J /

ORGANIZATION/COMPANY: MT A

NUMBER OF PAGES TO FOLLOW: S
srom: LM bor /jr M. /ler

OUR FAX: (212) 753-1816
OUR PHONE: (212) 935-3960

COMMENTS: ﬂ#dCAGJ ave cio—  Oomm e As

‘7‘7@ S T St/[ﬂh/a'»u é}#‘énﬁq/]_ //'UJJM
Yol s %ﬁm‘_j Ma/ «béuﬂ/mm!d

H/z_gfa(?zaﬂd b@é/S‘

E MUNICIPAL ART SOCIETY OF NEW YORK 457 MADISON AVENUE NEWYORK NY 10022  TEL (212) 935-3950  FAX: (2170) 753-|R106

TUE
29

—'m




S RRRRRRRRRRRRRrrrrtrmnmimnmnmnmn e e

- '0CT-04-2004 MON 04:55 PH FAX NO. P. 02/06

LE )
o™ r
L R f’(
< = ‘..\"-. ke 4
Lo . ‘ r
- ! LT -
R
G B L R G O
& v, TN
l‘ - V-_m‘ll \
-r ,‘1““.-“: :‘-‘ ‘:- ‘yﬂ)’
INT; O ~

No. 7 Subway Extension - Hudson Yards Rezoning and Development Program
Draft Generic Environmental [mpact Statement

Qctober 4, 2004

The Municipal Art Society (MAS) would like to commend the Department of City Planning and the
MTA for their cooperative efforts on the No. 7 Subway Extension - Hudson Yards Rezoning and
Development Program Draft Genene Environmental Impact Statement (DGEIS). As the planning
process moves forward, the MAS is continuing to study the zoning proposal along with the DGEIS
to better understand its implications. The letter submitted today will address the prionties 1dentified
by our Board and Planning Commiliee, as well as the topics on which we are pursuing additional
investigation.

We address the following five issues:

Opportunity for Public Comment

Moynihan Station as the Development’s Focal Pomt
Open Space and Hudson River Access

Density and Land Use at the Western Fronticr
Strengthening Transit Capacity

LA s O 2=

Opportunity for Public Comment

First, as this is an enormously complex project, encompassing rezonings, transit improvements and
major facility master planning, we encourage the City and its partners at the State to provide ‘
opportunities for the public to review the various project components on a concurrent schedule. The

planning process to date reflects (he comprehensive efforts of City Planning and the MTA. The

approval process for the many projects embedded in this plan, however, scems unnecessarily

fragmented. We urge that 2 more formal process be provided in which the Hudson Yards plan can

be considered in its entirety, including the Javits expansion and stadium. On another note,

modifications to the proposed zoning text under consideration were only submitted and available

for public review on August 30, which means that in a project as complex as this, the allotted time

is inadequate for a full public review. Therefore, we have requested that the ULURP hearing be

continued.

Moynihan Station as Focal Point
The comidor from the new Moynihan Station to the river is the most appropriate location for

high-density commercial development spacc. Each day, over 500,000 passengers from four transit
networks and at least three states use Penn Station, a number that will increase by 30% when the
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new Moynihan Station is completed. This makes the area bounded by 30" to 35 Streets and 9"
Avenue to the Hudson River the ideal location for a trangit-oniented commercial district, an idea
which is also supported by many of our colleagues in the civic and professional worlds as well as
the community in residence.

The proximity to 2 Nnew transit resource as well as the magmficent arrival experience created by
Moynihan Station would make this not only the optimum, but also the most profitable place to
concentrate a dense new conmercial center. Because of the heavy financial burdens associated
with the realization of this plan, the lead agencies should thoroughly consider the increased
benefits that would be associated with shifting an even greater proportion of the density from 1 1%
Avenue and the new boulevard to the Moynihan Comdor district. It is also important to enhance
the experience of traveling in New York by way of the new Moynihan Station by making the area
around it an identifiable destination. We commend the Department of City Planning for explonng
options for a westward entrance 1o Moynihan through reinstating the gnd at 32™ Strect. We
encourage the Department to cxplore additional opportunities to make the passage toward the
river an open, inviting space that can draw the new investment needed to support the program.

To provide for even greater integration of the region’s transportation resources, we also continue
to urge the City to investigate ways 10 connect the No. 7 line to the new Moynihan Station that
would finally connect major Midtown transportation facilities and business districts.

Open Space and Hudson River Access

The Hudson Yards plan represents a significant opportunity to reconnect the city with its natural
environment through the integration of new open space and access to the waterfront in the
existing neighborhood. Although, as stated in the DGEIS, the cumulative total open space at full
build out in 2025 will be a total of twenty-four acres, there are several elements of the open space
and walerfront access strategy that give us pause.

First, the plan provides inadequate access 10 the waterfront. At a time when the City and State are
jointly engaged in constructing the Hudson River Park and a new ferry terminal at 39" Street, 2
Javits extension plan that would close 39" and 40" Streets to the Hudson River seems out of step
with the City and State’s established goals. For this reason, the MAS has developed an altemative
to the Javits Center design proposed in the Hudson Yards plan. Our design would achieve the
space and program requirements identified by the Center's management while keeping open these
streets, which provide crucial passages and views {o the waterfront. (See MAS Jawits Center
alternative attached 1o this testimony).

Secondly, we have a number of concerns with respect to the amount and configuration of parks
space. Several of the parks and open spaces proposed as a part of the plan are oddly configured or
difficult to reach, and should be further examined for usability. For example, how would
residents, workers and visitors access the five acres of open space atop the Jacob Jawits
Convention Center? Would increased security threats that have been part of daily life in New
York for the last three years affect the ability of this space to provide 2 reliable open space
resource? Would locating the only proposed active neighborhood park m the new development on
the roof of a tow pound (between 11" 2. 12" Avenues, between 29" and 30" Streets) provide the
community with the type of resource it needs, or would it become another underutilized, above
grade park? It also scems that if open space 1s to be proposed over the Lincoln Tunnel decks
along 9" Avenue, it should be integral to the plan, not dependent on developers. In addition, the
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plan has yet to approach publicly stated goals for the provision of open space. At full build-out,
the ratio would only be .68 acres per 1,000 residents. The City standard established by the CEQR
manual sets as a goal the achievermnent of 1.5 acres per 1,000 residents on 2 Community Board
level, The goal for large scale actions, which make up a portion of this plan, generally are 2.5
acres per 1,000 residents. Although in this high-density area, a 2 5-acre ratio might be difficult to
achieve, additional study should be devoted to understand how park space might better serve the ]
needs of the population. '

Density and Land Use at the Western Frontier

As Manhattan’s western edge 1s the primary approach to its newly revitalized waterfront and the
Hudson River Park, it is important that the proposed development meet standards that will
guarantee sufficient hight, air and life on the streets. With regard to the bulk and massing of the
Hudson Yards proposal, we are investigating whether it would set a new standard for permitted
floor area in future rezonings citywide. Today, the City’s highest density districts permit
structures of approximately 21.6 FAR, generally achieved through density ameliorating bonuses
and transfers from landmarks. If enacted, this district would allow some buildings along 11th
Avenue to reach 24 FAR and others to achieve unlimited bulk with the purchase of development
rights. Questions have been raised about the amount of {loor area and its impact on light, air and
quality of life at the strect level. From our review of the shadow studies presented in the DGEIS
we have particular concerns about the plan’s impact on the proposed open spaces at the time of
build out. These concerns are only exacerbated by the continued problem of uncounted f{loor area
mechanical space, a persistent zoning resolution problem which this project has yet to address.

Particularly along the 11" Avenue corridor, it is important that this new place echo the city’s
traditional zoning vocabulary. In contrast o the attention paid to zoning and urban design
concerns along the newly crealed boulevard, the omission of urban design controls along an
existing street at 11" Avenue is particularly troubling. In the absence of more stringent urban
design requirements mandating retail and streetwall setbacks, the ard 11" Avenue facing Jawvits
today might be very similar to the 11° Avenue of the future, despite all of the proposed
investment in this neglected area.

In recent changes to the proposed zoning text, the City has begun to malce changes that would ;
allow for a more liberal mixing of uses throughout the site, particularly with respect to housing. |
We would encourage even more flexibility on this issue. One of the distinguishing charactenistics

of New York City are its 24/7 neighborhoods, which combine residential and commercial uses.

There is a proven and immediate demand for residential development on the West Side. As it1s

very difficult to predict the nature of real estate demand in this area for a twenty-year horizon, it

is important to allow for the flexibility that will make the plan both financially and socially

viable.

Strengthening Transit Capacity

The magnitude of development proposed m the Hudson Yards Plan makes the extension of the
No. 7 line imperative. Adequale access 1o the Hudson Yards development site will be key to
attracting development Lo the area. Redevelopment will indeed require new transportation and

infrastructure improvements to stimulate private investment.

However, the DGEIS indicates a number of stresses on the region’s transportation system that
will occur as 2 result of the Hudson Yards development and that the No. 7 will not alleviate by
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itself, First, the DGEIS describes a considerable increase in crowding that is likely to occur at
Grand Central Terminal as a consequence of the No. 7 line extension, but it does not propose
effective mitigations or alternatives 10 alleviate this condition.

Furthermore, the extension of the No.7 line by itself will not serve to adequately mitigate stresses
on intersections, parking facilities, and sidewalks, many of which are projected mn the DGEIS to
operate at levels-ol-service D, E, and F. The No. 7 extension must therefore be augmented with
other transit options, thereby creating a multifaceted transportation network that can adequately
meet the transit needs of residents, commuters, and visitors. The DGEIS should consider additional
transit opportunities including expansion of trans-Hudson commuter capacity, expanded ferry
service, and the establishment of a new rail station in the renovated Farley Post Office building (see
discussion of Moynihan Station above).

A key component of this new network should be a 42™ Street light rail line. The MAS belicves that
a surface light rail system that runs river to river along 42nd Street and connect (0 the new ferry
terminal, as opposed to the truncated route proposed in the DGEIS, would be an enormous assct to
the Hudson Yards Plan. The Light-Rail Transit system, or LRT, could offer connections to major
transit centers and destinations including Grand Central Terminal, the Port Authonty Bus Terminal,
the West Midtown Ferry Terminal, midtown hotels, theaters and the Jawvits Convention Center, and
serve to offset the crowding on the No. 7 line stairways and platforms as described in the DGEIS.

The City also has plans to expand the West Midiown Ferry Terminal at West 39" Street and the
Hudson River. It is imperative that the Hudson Yards Plan effectively create pedestrian frendly
linkages between the expanded fermry terminal and the No. 7 line extension, as well as to other
elements of the existing and proposed transportation system. An opportunity for better transit and
pedestrian connections will be lost if the ferry is isolated from the extended No. 7 line. We urge
City agencies to give attention to making these important transportation linkages and to integrate all
of these important transportation projects into the Hudson Yards Plan.
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Clean Air Campaign Inc., 250 West 57th Street, Ste. 1913-A, NY NY 10107, 212/582-2578

October 4, 2004
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA)
Att: Emil F. Dul, P.E.,Principal Engineer

| i
2 Broadway, 2nd Floor f ( / ,7/ @d UH& ;
New York NY 10004
City of New York City Planning Commission (CPC) d / .
Att: Robert Dobruskin, Director, Environmental Assessment & Review Division 4
Department of City Planning '

22 Reade Street
New York NY 10007

Subject: Comments on Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement for No. 7 Subway
Extension and Other Far West Side Manhattan Development Proposals 1

Dear MTA and CPC: !

The City and State Administrations and their public authorities are proposing $7.2 billion
in public spending by 2010 for a stadium, a $2 billion #7 subway line extension to the stadium |
(and beyond), and other capital projects on the far West Side of Manhattan. (Draft Generic
Environmental Impact Statement [DGEIS] p. ES-26.) The $7.2 billion estimate is far too low.

Among other reasons, it doesn’t include such costs as operating the #7 line extension if this
project is completed.

The DGEIS should have included an honest, detailed discussion of where this money
would come from, along with the environmental and other impacts of these public spending
priorities choices, their context, and alternative uses for available public funds. The brief
discussion of financing on pp. ES-7 and ES-8 of the DGEIS is completely insufficient.

Clean Air Campaign Inc. (CAC) opposes both the stadium and the #7 subway line
extension because their fiscal, economic and environmental impacts are likely to be devastating.
CAC also opposes the Bloomberg Administration’s enormously risky and undemocratic plans for
financing these boondoggles with unorthodox borrowing through unaccountable public authorities.
This letter focuses on the #7 line extension because other organizations are commenting
extensively on the stadium.

Even without the stadium, the #7 line extension is a bad idea. It would increase traffic
and pollution by diverting crucial revenue from the existing transit system. The MTA has to
raise fares and/or cut service when it doesn’t get enough revenue to meet its expenses. These
fare hikes and service cuts drive riders out of mass transit and into automobiles, increasing traffic
congestion and pollution and harming the city’s economy. The DGEIS ignores these impacts.

Transit Spending Priorities and Revenue.

Keeping the existing subway, bus and commuter rail system in a state of good repair is
the Metropolitan Transportation Authority’s (MTA’s) top capital spending priority, as it must be,
since New York City’s economy depends on the existing mass transit system. The MTA doesn’t
even have the money to do this now, much less finance the system’s expansion.
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If the transit system is expanded, the top priority should be serving demand that already
exists. The Second Avenue subway will do that, insuring that there will be enough riders to
cover a good percentage of its operating costs. The #7 line extension would have relatively few
riders most of the time, and generate little revenue--far less than its operating costs.

Documents outside the DGEIS imply that the MTA needn’t be concerned with misplaced
system expansion as long as "the City of New York" funds it. This is irresponsible and
misleading. An honest EIS discussion of current, historical and proposed money flows among
the City, State and Federal governments and the MTA and other authorities is needed.

The City Administration is proposing (again, outside the EIS process) to use an
unorthodox and unusually expensive public authority bonding scheme to borrow $1.99 billion
outside of the normal budget process for the #7 extension. (And this is before cost overruns,
inflation and changes.) This scheme ultimately depends on the City’s personal income tax.
Those tax revenues could be used for City payments to the MTA’s Transit Authority to improve
the existing transit system and/or avoid fare hikes and service cuts instead. This alternative for
the use of limited public funds would produce far greater benefits for mass transit, the
environment and the City as a whole. It should be discussed in an objective, unbiased EIS.

There are many sites along existing subway lines throughout the City which are
undeveloped or underdeveloped, including sites in lower Manhattan. Improving transit service
to and from those locations (for example, with faster, more frequent trains) and encouraging
development at those locations should boost transit ridership and revenue without the enormous
financial risks involved in building and operating the #7 line extension.

These are just a few examples of the kinds of financial issues that should be addressed
in a new EIS.

Development Priorities.

The purpose of the #7 line extension is to subsidize new development on the far west side
of Manhattan, and increase the value of speculative real estate there. There is no real evidence
in the DGEIS that this huge and enormously risky subsidy will benefit the City as a whole.

The DGEIS implies that it’s so important to have new development on the far west side
of Manhattan that it’s worth not only borrowing billions for the #7 line extension but also
changing zoning and property and sales tax requirements and exemptions in order to create
incentives to make it happen. Why? DGEIS claims that the City is running out of land for
office space in particular seem to be based on assumptions that haven’t been true since 9/11 if
they ever were true at all.

The only way the massive development contemplated for the far West Side of Manhattan
is likely to occur is by shifting new development from better locations throughout the City with
a combination of carrots and sticks. If this shift in development works, it will erode the City’s
tax base at other locations (again, leaving less money in the City’s treasury available for mass
transit). It will spread out transit ridership and revenue in a way which is bound to diminish
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service along subway lines that already exists today. It will force the City to pay for new schools
and municipal services on the far west side of Manhattan while other neighborhoods are
underserved. It will increase the raw sewage going into the Hudson when it rains far more than
the DGEIS admits, and make it harder than ever for the City to pay for solutions to its combined
sewer overflow problem. These are just a few examples of the adverse impacts of shifting
development to the far west side of Manhattan which are completely omitted or understated in
the DGEIS.

One final point: CAC’s June 2003 comments on the draft scope for the document have
not been adequately addressed in the DGEIS.

Plans for the stadium, the #7 line extension, and their unorthodox and risky financing
should be canceled. If they aren’t, a completely new EIS is essential before they go ahead.

Sincerely,

enstock

Marcy B

Executive Director
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Comments of The Port Authority of New York & New Jersey
On the No. 7 Subway Extension/Hudson Yards Rezoning & Development Program
Generic Environmental Impact Statement
CEQR No. 03DCP031M

October 4, 2004

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey submits the following comments on the
Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement (DGEIS) issued on June 21, 2004. These
comments reflect the agency’s review of the DGEIS and summarize ongoing
consultations with the sponsor agencies and other transportation operators.

Summary

The Port Authority supports major West Midtown redevelopment based on a
comprehensive plan that balances the scale, pace, and location of new development with
progress in ongoing efforts to improve the transportation facilities and services
concentrated in the area. The plan assessed in the DGEIS represents an important
accomplishment, combining urban design, community planning, public-facility and
transportation improvements, and proposing a framework for development that extends
two decades and beyond. The breadth and duration of the effort reflect the strategic
importance of West Midtown development to New York City and the surrounding region.

Under New York City and State environmental statutes, the final scope of work for this
DGEIS does not encompass a full assessment in the analysis years of conditions on
interstate transportation facilities and services that serve the study area and broader
markets in both the states. Based on its reviews of the scope of work and the DGEIS
findings, the Port Authority has advised the sponsors to continue and expand ongoing
interagency consultation specifically regarding interstate transportation facilities and
especially in evaluating the long-term interstate-transportation system implications of the
proposed rezoning. The rezoning also presents some specific issues regarding Port-
Authority-owned parcels, noted below, that the agency will address as appropriate in the
current ULURP (Uniform Land Use Review Procedure) proceeding.

The Port Authority has offered to work collaboratively with sponsors and other
transportation agencies to address these issues through the environmental-review and
ULURP processes and other required approvals. The goal of this effort would be to
assure that reliable and adequate access to interstate transportation services is maintained
as the actions encompassed in the DGEIS are implemented.

Port Authority Role: A Transportation and Development Partner

On June 16, 2003, the Port Authority submitted detailed comments on the draft scope of
work for the DGEIS. The comments cited the significant interest of the agency and its
customers in the issues to be addressed as part of the environmental review and the city




planning process. The Port Authority owns and operates two major regional
transportation facilities within and serving West Midtown: the Lincoln Tunnel and the
Port Authority Bus Terminal, as well as associated infrastructure and parcels used for
transportation purposes.

In addition, the Port Authority is responsible for assessing interstate transportation
requirements within the Port District and recommending to the states initiatives to sustain
reliable mobility for people and goods moving between New York and New Jersey. In its
broader role, the Port Authority has partnered with other public agencies in both states to
enhance facilities, improve service, and create new airport transit services via the Penn
Station New York complex. The Port Authority’s PATH system reaches Herald Square
and its public-private ferry partnerships also involve the agency in promoting commuter
service to Manhattan via private ferry services.

This portfolio makes the Port Authority an active and supportive partner in efforts to
develop and serve West Midtown. The agency has recognized this zone as among a short
list of locations in the bistate region where significant opportunities exist to concentrate
new development where it will make efficient use of available land and will reinforce
transit-oriented patterns of regional development. West Midtown already is a gateway to
the entire Manhattan Central Business District (CBD) for much of the region’s commuter
market, as well as for vital truck-borne goods and services.

In commenting on the DGEIS work scope, the Port Authority noted that the key to
successfully implementing large-scale redevelopment of West Midtown lay in attracting
new development that takes advantage of its superior accessibility, while protecting and
enhancing the transportation services that deliver workers, visitors, and commercial
services to this immediate area and the entire CBD. The DGEIS findings presented this
summer demonstrate that striking this balance will require an intensive, ongoing effort
involving transportation and development agencies at each stage in the evolution
envisioned by the comprehensive plan.

Regional Network Issues

The Port Authority has identified several technical issues bearing on its transportation
facilities and interstate network operations that warrant additional analysis and
interagency consultation as the environmental review and other approval processes move
forward. In addition, other parties have offered formal comments citing potential
implications for trans-Hudson services, which are most appropriately addressed in
consultation with the Port Authority. In brief, the areas meriting such consultations
include --

e Lincoln Tunnel traffic flows including but not limited to the New Jersey
approaches and the Exclusive Bus Lane operations

e Port Authority Bus Terminal operations, including pedestrian flows to and from
. and within the facility;
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» Total interstate Transportation Network capacity and service-level requirements,
especially beyond 2010;

e Potential for displacement of West-Midtown-based commercial operations to
New Jersey, with consequent increases in Lincoln Tunnel bus and truck traffic as
noted by others and acknowledged in interagency consultation with the sponsors;

e Review of construction-coordination plans with regard to maintenance of traffic
and transportation management plans, focusing on trans-Hudson services;

e (Coordination of planning to manage and relocate daytime storage of commuter
buses and charter buses now using locations within the study area that are
proposed for other uses in the rezoning plan, sustaining the ability to provide
efficient bus transit alternatives.

e Assurance of ongoing operating-agency coordination to monitor West Midtown
transportation conditions, refine and augment mitigation measures, and manage
limited available transportation capacity.

Projected growth in trans-Hudson commutation already is recognized as a factor in
regional transportation plans for both New York and New Jersey. Some of the issues also
are being addressed in transportation planning initiatives of the Port Authority and
partner agencies. These efforts are intended to identify potential but not yet programmed
transportation improvements that can help meet growing demand in trans-Hudson
commuter volumes. The concentration of new commercial and residential development in
West Midtown in the proposed rezoning action can be expected to require closer planning
and operational coordination to maintain accessibility as redevelopment proceeds in the
near- and long-term.

Initial Development Phase: To 2010

The proposed extension of the Number 7 (Flushing) subway line, the Jacob K. Javits
Convention Center expansion, and proposed Multi-Use Facility, all to be completed
under the proposal by 2010, are significant investments in themselves that in the City’s
planning vision lay the groundwork for intensive commercial and residential
development in the study area. The DGEIS proposes significant mitigations and
acknowledges the need for intensive management and cooperation by transportation
providers to maintain acceptable levels of service, especially during major events and
exhibitions.

The Port Authority recommends immediate establishment of an operating-agency
working group that can monitor transportation conditions as approved public and private
projects move into construction and come into service. Modeled on the interagency effort
to manage Lower Manhattan redevelopment, this working partnership also can provide a
means of coordinating construction activity, monitoring transportation system conditions,




and assessing mitigation programs on an ongoing basis. The Port Authority’s experience
in working with the New York City Department of Transportation and local community
interests on local issues underscores the value of close and continuous coordination.

The group’s task would be to turn the transportation approaches outlined analytically in
the DGEIS, augmented with attention to interstate transportation services, into an
effective and flexible operating plan. Successful implementation of transportation
strategies for the area during the first redevelopment phase is critically important to the
success of these initial projects, the maintenance of vehicular and transit access to and
through the West Midtown, and to the area’s appeal in attracting future commercial and
residential development.

Port Authority staff and the project team have worked closely together in addressing the
relationship of the alignment for the Number 7 Line Subway extension project with the
Port Authority’s infrastructure and property holdings, as well as the construction plan for
this project. The Port Authority concurs that impacts of the project and its construction on
the agency’s facilities and operations are manageable based on current plans. The Port
Authority has indicated to the team aspects of project management and design that should
be resolved at the early stages of the contracting process.

Issues Bevond 2010

The Port Authority’s comments are based on the June 21, 2004 DGEIS and information
available at this writing regarding the rezoning plan and related transportation analysis.
Statements by City officials indicate that the rezoning plan is being modified. In light of
this information, the Port Authority anticipates further opportunities for interagency
consultation on changes potentially effecting Port Authority facilities or property as the
sponsors work to finalize the plan.

The transportation analysis in the DGEIS assumes coordinated implementation of its
public-sector components and phased emergence of private commercial and residential
development in the area. Mechanisms should be considered to help ensure that the
anticipated sequence of development takes place as assumed in the DGEIS, and that
zoning actions and private development do not prematurely displace current
transportation-related activities nor preclude implementation of significant transportation
improvements.

A specific example is the need to maintain bus staging and storage activity on Port
Authority-owned properties in the area currently leased to bus carriers and proposed for
redevelopment in the City’s rezoning plan. The Port Authority anticipates the continued
need for bus storage at these locations pending the completion of the joint PA-NYC Bus
Staging and Storage Study and the selection, approval, funding, and construction of a
replacement facility or facilities for this purpose.

In addition, while the DGEIS indicates a tentative site for a bus staging and storage
facility physically connected to the Port Authority Bus Terminal, the suitability of this




location and its benefits relative to other candidate sites identified in the Bus Staging and
Storage Study have not been established. Final action on the environmental review and
ULURP package should not preclude the ability to locate needed bus storage capacity at
the most appropriate site or sites. A decision to add such a facility or facilities to the Port
Authority capital program would follow completion of the study and would require
certain approvals beyond the scope of the DGEIS.

Port Authority Property Issues

In addition to bus facility planning, the rezoning plan raises several issues with respect to
Port-Authority-owned infrastructure and property holdings in the study area:

The Port Authority already has begun working with the Department of City
Planning and the development community on direct development and air-rights
transfer opportunities for agency-owned parcels in the study area. The agency
supports additional projects involving these sites consistent with facility
operations and security requirements.

Property or air-rights transfers involving any Port Authority parcels will be
predicated on fair market value return; providing a portion of funds required to
finance Port Authority transportation improvements within and beyond the study
area

Proposals for construction of decks over roadway cuts owned by the Port
Authority and estimates of their cost should reflect design requirements,
construction requirements, security and ventilation standards, and other factors as
appropriate.
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Corporation (“FedEx Express”), a subsidiary of

FedEx Corporation. As was stated at the public hearing on September 23, 2004, FedEx Express
is opposed to the Hudson Yards Plan in so far as it calls for the permanent displacement of the

FedEx Express distribution facility
(the “34™ Street Facility”). As detai
Statement (“DGEIS”) fails to account for the tra

displacement of the 34™ Street Facility will create.

at 528-556 West 34™ Street, between 10™ and 11™ Avenues
led below, the Draft Generic Environmental Impact
ffic and socioeconomic impacts that

The 34™ Street Facility has a service area generally described as 41 Street to the
north, 4™ and 14™ Street to the south and the East and Hudson Rivers to the east and west,

respectively. In addition to the

distribution centers, with service areas as follows:

34™ Street Facility, FedEx Express has three other Manhattan

560 West 42™ Street: serves Manhattan north of 59" Street;

650 12" Avenue: serves Manhattan from 59" Street to 41 Street;

67 Clarkson Street: serves Manhattan

420566.4
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all of Lower Manhattan.

Because all of these facilities are operating at or near capacity, the relocation of
the 34™ Street Facility to one or more of the other distribution centers is not feasible.

The 34™ Street facility was built in 1925 and contains approximately 207,000
square feet in total area, spread equally among a cellar, first, second and third floors, making the
building footprint in excess of 50,000 square feet. The building was originally a United States
Postal Service facility, and as such the building was designed to accommodate trucks and sorting
operations, making it one of a limited number of existing buildings particularly suitable for a
FedEx Express operation. Subsequent to leasing the facility in August 1988, FedEx Express
spent approximately $54,000,000 customizing the building for its operations, making required
structural renovations, upgrades and equipping the facility with sort and other equipment.

Current 34™ Street Facility Functions

1. FedEx World Service Center: customer drop-off and pick-up of packages
2. Loading and unloading:

- Cargo containers from tractor trailers

- Freight and packages onto and from conveyor belts

- Loose freight and packages from shuttle vans

- Pickup and delivery vehicles
3. Sorting: inbound and outbound freight and packages
4. Vehicle maintenance
5. Administrative Offices

34" Street Facility Operations
The 34™ Street Facility operates approximately 22 hours a day, Monday through
Friday, with the building generally inactive from midnight to 2 am. A significantly scaled-down

sort and delivery operation occurs on Saturday and there are no operations on Sunday.

The 34" Street Facility is served primarily by two types of vehicles: tractor-
trailers loaded with cargo containers (“CTV’s”) that deliver cargo to and from Newark Airport
and other distribution centers in the city; and, pick-up and delivery vehicles (“PUD’s”) that pick-
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up and deliver packages from and to the 34™ Street facility and customers.

Currently, approximately 42 CTV’s service the 34™ Street Facility.
Approximately 50% of the CTV’s arrive at the 34" Street Facility between midnight and 4 a.m.,
with the other 50% arriving between 6 a.m. and 8 a.m. Almost all of the CTV’s depart the
facility between 8 p.m. and midnight. All of the CTV’s are loaded and unloaded from bays on
the ground floor which open onto West 34" Street.

When a CTV arrives at the 34™ Street Facility, it is unloaded and the packages are
sorted and loaded onto individual PUD’s. There are 129 PUD’s assigned to the facility. The
sorting and loading time generally starts at 6:25 a.m. and the PUD’s depart (are “launched”)
from the facility shortly after completion of the sorting and loading phase. At the 34" Street
Facility, 75 PUD’s are launched at 8 a.m., with another 44 launched by 8:15 am.

Although there are 129 PUD’s assigned to the 34" Street Facility, many of the
PUD’s operate two distinct routes, one in the morning and one in the afternoon. As aresult, the
facility is responsible for 197 routes each day with 119 in the morning and 78 in the afternoon.
Unlike the mornings, which see the highly concentrated launch of 119 PUD’s in a short time-
frame, the PUD’s return to the facility at various times throughout the day and into the evening.
The PUD’s generally operate within the midtown service area described above.

Upon the return of the PUD’s to the facility, FedEx Express employees unload the
PUD’s, sort the packages, load the sorted packages into cargo containers and load the CTV’s
with those cargo containers. Approximately 80% of the CTV’s depart the 34™ Street Facility for
Newark Airport, with the remainder going to other distribution facilities within the city. As
stated above, typically most CTV’s do not depart the facility until after 8 p.m..

Impact of the Proposed Actions

The DGEIS presumes that the FedEx Express operation at the 34™ Street Facility
can be easily relocated within Manhattan. As of this time, however, FedEx Express does not
have suitable and economically feasible relocation options within Manhattan. The 34™ Street
Facility is a unique building in that it was built with multiple floors to accommodate a truck-
oriented package delivery and sort operation. Furthermore, the 34" Street Facility occupies a lot
of over 50,000 square feet. Lots of this size are not readily available in Manhattan. Those few
lots of this size, or greater, are cost-prohibitive, improperly zoned, already occupied or are
saddled with a combination of these factors.

Based upon its research, FedEx Express has concluded that, if the proposed
actions occur and the 34™ Street Facility is displaced and no suitable and economically feasible
Manhattan location is acquired, FedEx Express will face the highly undesirable situation of
servicing the service area from outside Manhattan. Non-Manhattan location options include the

45

420566.4 10/04/04 08:54am




FISCHBEIN + BADILLO * WAGNER + HARDING

City Planning Commission
Metropolitan Transportation Authority
October 4, 2004

Page 4

Bronx or New Jersey. Because the package and freight volume for the 34™ Street Facility is
serviced via FedEx Express’s Newark Airport ramp operation, a location in New Jersey provides
shorter CTV transit distances and travel time from the Newark ramp when compared to the
Bronx. While PUD’s operating from New Jersey would have to cross the Hudson River, the
CTV runs from FedEx Express’s Newark ramp to the Bronx would be considerably longer. In
addition, PUD’s coming into Manhattan from a Bronx facility would also face hindrances due to
truck restrictions on the FDR Drive and West Side Highway and congested major arterial roads
in the rush hour periods. Each operating PUD makes four daily traffic movements: morning out
and back, and afternoon-evening out and back. Due to the time sensitive nature of FedEx
Express’s business, the importance of being located within the local service area cannot be over-
emphasized. A Bronx location presents very significant operational concerns both relating to
increased CTV and increased PUD times, while a relocation to New Jersey, although not desired
and operationally challenging in itself, presents a less disruptive alternative. It should be noted
that in either event, there are substantial relocation costs to FedEx Express.

Relocating FedEx Express’s operations from the 34™ Street Facility to New Jersey
or the Bronx presents two clear impacts which the DGEIS fails to address: traffic and
socioeconomic conditions.

1. Traffic Conditions

Because the DGEIS presumes that FedEx Express will remain in Manhattan, it
fails to account for the increased number of river crossings and associated traffic a New Jersey
distribution facility would create if a suitable Manhattan relocation facility is not found.
Currently, the PUD’s operate within their service areas and have no reason to use the Holland or
Lincoln Tunnels. When the PUD’s are launched, they are in or near their service areas. The
only trucks from the 34™ Street Facility that use the Holland and Lincoln Tunnels are the CTVs,
which generally operate in the overnight and early moming hours, outside of the peak congestion
times.

Specifically, the DGEIS fails to address the increased truck traffic in the morning
rush hour due to PUD’s having to travel to midtown via the Holland and Lincoln Tunnels.
Currently, there are 119 PUD’s that are launched into the peak morning traffic from the 34"
Street Facility. However, because PUD’s leaving a New Jersey location would encounter
substantial rush hour delays, FedEx Express will need to add more PUD’s for the Manhattan
service area in order to maintain the service commitments for which FedEx Express is known,
and which FedEx Express will maintain. FedEx Express estimates that approximately 45
additional PUD’s would need to be added to the service area. Therefore, a total of 164 PUD’s
would be entering the Holland and Lincoln Tunnels around 8 a.m. The impact of these trucks on
traffic should have been analyzed.

With a New Jersey relocation, the PUD’s would need to return to New Jersey at
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FISCHBEIN * BADILLO - WAGNER - HARDING

City Planning Commission
Metropolitan Transportation Authority
October 4, 2004

Page 5

the end of their routes. As the PUD’s return at various times throughout the day, there would not
be as concentrated a traffic impact in the afternoon and evening, although there obviously would
be a general increase in traffic with a number of the return trips occurring during the evening
rush hour period.

2. Socioeconomic Conditions

The 34™ Street Facility is staffed with approximately 295 employees. Of these
employees, approximately 249 live in the five boroughs and another 15 on Long Island, with
only 22 residing in New Jersey. FedEx Express provides stable employment and benefits for its
employees. Those many FedEx Express employees who are city residents would face extremely
Inconvenient increases in their commutes in order to work out of a New Jersey facility. FedEx
Express anticipates that a number of employees would choose not to make such a commute,
resulting in significant city area job loss and the resulting negative impact on the local economy.
The DGEIS does not account for these lost jobs, or the other socioeconomic impacts that the loss
of a facility the size and scope of the 34™ Street Facility will have on the surrounding
community.

In light of these impacts, the conclusion of the DGEIS that the 34" Street Facility
can be reasonably located has no substantive basis. The DGEIS failed to account for the traffic
and socioeconomic impacts that displacement of the large FedEx Express operation will have on
the surrounding area. FedEx Express accordingly opposes the Hudson Yards plan in so far as it
displaces the 34™ Street Facility.

Very truly yours,
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LAW OFFICE OF
SLATER & BECKERMAN, LLP

61 BROADWAY, SUITE 1105, NEW YORK, NY 10006

TELEPHONE: (212) 391-8045 CAROLE S. SLATER
FACSIMILE: (212) 391-8047 STUART J. BECKERMAN

Delivery bv hand

October 4, 2004

Metropolitan Transportation Authority
2 Broadway. 2" Floor

New York, NY 10004

Attention: Emil F. Dul, P.E.

Re:  ULURP Application C040504 PQM
CEQR No. 03DCP031M
Premises: 355 West 41* Street
Tax Block 1032, Lot 101

Dear Mr. Dul:

This firm is counsel to the owner of the above-referenced premises (the
“Premises™). This letter is submitted as written comments on the Draft General
Environmental Impact Statement (“DGEIS”).

We oppose ULURP Application C040504 PQM (the “Application™) on the
ground that the DGEIS and the ULURP application lack specific information relative to
the Premises. The Application proposes a temporary subsurface easement, at a depth of
between 25 and 130 feet, adjacent to the subway tunnel on 41% Street, for a period of five
to six years during the construction of the tunnel, for installation of rock bolts that will be
detensioned at the completion of construction. Neither the Application nor the DGEIS
disclose the MTA’s specific plans relative to the Premises.

The difference in impact between an easement 25 feet below ground and an
easement 130 feet below ground can be significant. For example, if the Premises were to
be redeveloped, the ability to construct a cellar would be substantially affected by an
easement 25 feet below ground.

Given that the MTA intends to commence construction soon after the City’s
approval of the Application, there is little time left for determining the impact of the
proposed action on the Premises and for determining the extent to WhJCh the use of the
Premises will be substantially affected.
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Metropolitan Transportation Authority
October 4, 2004
Page 2

In conclusion, we oppose the Application based on lack of information. We
would very much appreciate the opportunity to review the MTA’s plans relative to the
Premises.

Very truly yours,
d 7 =~ L
"~ Stuart Beckerman
cc: Robert Dobruskin, CPC

Martin Sanders
Carole Slater
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STATE OF NEW YORK
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION . . :ii«o o
HUNTERS POINT PLAZA
47-40 21ST STREET
LONG ISLAND CiTY, N.Y. 11101

DoOuUGLAS A. CURREY, PE. JOSEPH H. BOARDMAN
REGIONAL DIRECTOR COMMISSIONER

PHILLIP ENG, P.E.
DEPUTY REGIONAL DIRECTOR

October 1, 2004

Robert Dobruskin

Hudson Yards Project
City of New York

City Planning Commission
22 Reade Street, 4E

New York, NY 10007

Subject: NYSDOT comments on Hudson Yards DGEIS

Dear Mr. Dobruskin:

As required by Part 15 of Title 17 of the New York Code of Rules and Regulations, NYSDOT
provides these comments on the Hudson Yards DGEIS.

Since NYSDOT must comply with SEQRA at the time it grants permission for the elimination of
curb bulb outs, construction of auxiliary lanes, pedestrian bridges or other mitigation within the
right of way of Route 9A in the future, NYSDOT will rely on the DGEIS as it will be finalized to
the maximum extent possible, in considering such requests. To the extent that federal permission
must also be granted for any such action, the FGEIS will be relied on to the extent possible.

In 1994, NYSDOT produced an FEIS and Record of Decision for the Route 9A Project from
59th Street to Battery Place which developed traffic volumes generated based on future
development. Comparison with the Hudson Yards DGEIS shows that the traffic volumes and
impacts identified therein are extremely conservative since accelerated development plus
background growth are assumed. Neither of those factors is considered necessary or appropriate
under the traffic generation assumptions used by NYSDOT in the development of our FEIS.
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R. Dobruskin
10/1/2004
Page 2

This means mitigation identified in the DGEIS may not be required as soon as projected in the
document. Thus, we recommend implementation of a monitoring program to most approprnately
plan and schedule mitigation implementation. We generally concur with the mitigation concepts
in the DGEIS, would consider alternative or additional measures, and commit to carrying out a
monitoring program in conjunction with NYCDOT.

Since

Douglas Currey, P.E.
Regional Director

cc: James R. Brown
Hudson Yards Project
Metropolitan Transportation Authority
2 Broadway, 5th Floor
New York, NY 10004
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DATE Oclopar 4,200 4

Robert Dobruskin

City Planning Commission
' 22 Reade Street, 4E

New York, NY 10007

Dear Mr. Dobruskin,

1 hereby submit the following comments on the Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
- (DGEIS) for the Hudson Yards Rezoning and Development Program and the No. 7 Subway

Extension submitted by the Dept. of City Planning and the Metropolitan Transportation
Authority. ' ' ' T

1 live in the Hudson Yards area and am deeply concerned about the erivironmental effects of this
proposal. According t0 the DGEIS, the congestion will be so bad that I will be unable to travel
freely in my own neighborhood. The noise polilution will be so bad that T will be unable to open
my windows. The amount of sewage generated will be so bad that more and more untreated
human waste will overflow into our cherished Hudson River. Perhaps worst of all, the air
‘poliution will be so bad that my neighbors with respiratory {linesses will be endangered by every
breath they take. And all of this :s based on incomplete stucies and overly optimistic predictions.
I believe that an adequate EIS would show pedestrian, traffic, and transit congestion and air,
water and noise pollution to be even worse.

I am also concerned about the ways that this action will harm the character of my nel ghborhood.
Hulking buildings will block my access to the waterfront and skyscrapers will block my views of
the Empire State Building. My neighbors stand to lose 17,000 jobs - many in the theater and
garment industries. New apartments in this working class neighborhood will have luxury price
tags and the new development will encourage landlords to raise rents and squeeze people out of
the neighborhood. The DGEIS dismisses all of these concerns as of no account.. It says my
neighborhood is an ugly slum that is already gentrifying anyway, and it says that anyone in a rent
stabilized apartment doesn’t have to.worry about displacement. This is just wrong. An adequate
'EIS must give a true assessment of the value of the neighborhood as it is and the number and
type of people that live here, and must seriously consider how the loss of jobs and the
development of luxury housing will endanger existing residents and change neighborhood
character. It must also acknowledge that loss of waterfront access and views is not cancelled out
by putting hulking new buildings in our neighborhood.
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The DGEIS mentions many new facilities that will have to be built in our neighborhood. 1t
speaks of. anew elementary school; a new fire house; two nNewW electrical substations; a new
transmission substation; new water and sewer mains; changes to our streets, sidewalks, and
crosswalks; pedestrian overpasses; NEW elevators and stairways in.our subway stations; a Dew
day care center; a new bus layover facility; 130 new MTA buses; 2 ferry terminal capable of
accommodating 8,000 Jets fans in an hour, new demand for as much electricity as is produced by
a mid-sized power plant; and a program to give us all new windows and air conditioning units.
On top of all that, it doesn’t discuss at all how the police are going to protect a new stadium, an
expanded convention center, a new hotel, two new subway stations, several new landmark
skyscrapers, and tens of thousands of new commuters. Where are all of these facilities going to
go and how will new infrastructure and services be paid for? What will be the environmental
impact of all of these new facilities which are an integral part of this plan?
[ am not an expert in traffic or air-pollution or water pollution or anything else, put I know that
Madison Square Garden and an array of environmental organizations NYPIRG, Riverkeeper,
“the Tristate Transportation Alliance, the Straphangers’ Campaign, the Regional Plan Association
and others) have submitted comments on this proposal. I know that they share many of my
concerns and have the technical expertise to really analyze tae DGEIS. I would like to echo all
of the concerns that they have raised about the adequacy of this report. Lhave also had the
opportunity to review the comments submitted by Manhattan Community Board No. 4and]
share all of their concerns. In particular, I echo CB4’s statements about affordable housing, and

the inadequacy of the DGEIS in studying the potential loss of affordable housing units.

1 want to protect my neighborhc)od’s character, my health and that of my neighbors, and our

. environment. Any plan for the development of this neighborhood must meet that standard. 1

want my neighborhood to continue to exist, including a place for children and friends to live.

This plan does none of that, no permanent affordable housing, no plan for traffic congestion, N0

 plan to deal with the overflow from Javits center and the stadum on Sunday afternoons. It
doesn’t even adequately study the issues. Tam extremely concerned that if this plan goes

through, this part of the city will no longer be 2 place I and many others can still call home. I
hope you can help preserve my Qomnlunity. ' |

.Sincefrely, | 'é/v\’\am u% '(‘“’l c/K '
DRSS - Keenan HokieK
351 Wot 24 ) 12€
- New Yk, N-o. 1021
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Testimony against the Stadium on Manhattan’s West Side—June 14, 2004

Good afternoon to all the tenants present and the members of the City Council. My name
is Kernan Huttick. I am a member of the Chelsea Coalition on Housing. We are a
grassroots tenants’ group located in Chelsea dedicated to maintaining safe, affordable,
and integrated housing. We have been serving Chelsea and the surrounding areas for over
30 years. Jane Wood, the founder of the Coalition, recently died and I am bere in her
place to deliver a large stack of letters opposing the Stadium that we have collected at our

tenant center on Thursday nights, including the letter Jane signed several months before
her death. I shall now read you the letter. -

This letter only scratches the surface of the problems associated with a Stadium on
Manhattan’s West Side. Even with all of us here today, we still can’t foresee all of the
many negative impacts the Stadium will bring. Where will the massive power plants go

_ that increase the risk of cancer? Will they go next to the New York City Housing
Authority projects filled with low-income families and the working poor? The increase in

* the number of cars, trucks, and other vehicles will literally choke to death the thousands
of young and old people who live with Asthma. What about the enormous infrastructure
that needs’fo built? Our sewers are already backed up, smelling and not working. Why
should we fund another massive infrastructure project when we can’t even take care of
the ones we already have? What other programs for the poor and disenfranchised, as well

as lower-middle income people, will be cut in order to build this Stadium and balance the
budget? | » A

We hope and pray that if you do build a Stadium, it is in oné of the other boroughs that is
better equipped to handle the influx of that many people and vehicles. They are lobbying

for it and need the development in their largely undeveloped areas. They already have the
transportation infrastructure in place. | |

Let Jane Wood’s 96 yeérs of wisdom be heard. The Chelsea Coalition on Housing

‘strongly opposes building a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed
and congested area for any reason. --

_Thapk you, - W LLWH‘l&i

Kernan Huttick & the Chelsea Coalition on H’ous.ingl
PO Box 1164, Old Chelsea Station, NY 10113

212 243-0544 or janeweeddS@aol com,
CHEALSEA COALITIO
K hy H'IGK & ao l. com P.O. BOX 1164, OLD CI-’IVELOSAE’AHgT‘,ﬁ"Izg

NEW YORK, NY 18113
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing
P.O. Box 1164 Olld Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212j 243-0544

October 4, 2004

Robert Doburskin

City Planning Commission
22 Reade Street, 4E

New York, NY 10007

Dear Mr. Dobruskin,

Please accept these signed petitions as a barometer of many Chelsea residents’
_negative feelings against the proposed stadium on Manhattan’s West Side. Also
enclosed is a letter that I signed addressed to you that brings up evern more reasons
. that we think these projects should not go ahead at this time without the proper

planning and community involvement to include affordable housing as amajor
component of any plan. | ~ ‘

~ Please féel free to contact our organization with any questions, input, or advice for
the responsible planning of this project. It is enormous and will impact our
members whom some live in the areas that will be demolished.

Also enclosed is the testimony we gave at the City Council in June of 2004.

We look forward to hearing back froni you about these critically important issues.
~ Thank you for taking the time to study all the input and listen to the voices of the
community. ' " ) : '

Sincerely, y '
Kernan Huttick & the Chelsea Coalition on Housing.
cc: Governor Pataki '

cc: Assembly Speaker Sheldon Silver

cc: City Council Speaker Gifford Miller
Cc: Manhattan Borough President Virginia Fields
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Chelsea CoalitiOn on Housing

_——— P.0O.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date: ((_3 0.5

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. ’ :

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares ‘and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' ' '

Inevitably, city taxpayer}s will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford if

Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for_ your consideraﬁon in this matter.

Very truly yours, |

Name:  (rac 25'&«/5 S

Address: Ll M adi>One Ao
Mew Y vy MY 1o 9 (1
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Chelsea Coa.liti'on on Housing

— . $.0.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
- City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. Itis unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developrmpt,’lthe area is home to
‘many of your constituents. who value their distinctive neighborhoods. . : '

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood:
" of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up payihg huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.
Th‘ank'you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly youxs,

Name:  fanPoemmerer (e L~

Address: ’3[8 W . !L{‘{i\&r B
N@u\/.ﬂ,&//\]y | ooty
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Chelsea Coahtlon on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date‘: \ /’bg /03

~ Mayor Michael Bloofnbetg
City Hall
NeW York, NY 10007

Dea.r Mayor Bloomberg,

‘I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a ma_]or sports stadium in the Clty s most mtensely developed and congested borough.

Whlle some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Mldtown and the neighborhood

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
* Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
~ housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.
Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

‘Name Q&w\ Qmé\S
4T 6, 30
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AT Chelsea Clo-alition on Hbusing

. P.O. Box 1164 O1d Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544 |

Date:

Mayor Michae] Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

‘While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developmient,”.the area is home to

~many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours, | .

Name: %Zj %4"4/0 ek

awress 3us wut |67 ST FL
NY L NY 000
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall

New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’

s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most

intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. '

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood:
_of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ‘ .

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Name: ﬂ
Mﬁ/}:@/ e
Address: /0% XS 2
Y /W,B
WWW ﬁ
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' Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.0O. Box 1164 0O1d Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall '
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purpose's. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

‘A stadium would bring trafﬁc nightmares and a rise In pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood:

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. |

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it

Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

- Name: }gfrgu, %LLEA/

Address: /29 WEST 75T T

wamuzj A (e 3
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Chelsea Coalition'on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 O1d Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall o "
New York, NY 10007

. Dear Mayor Bloofnberg,

1 am strongly oppdsed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes.‘lt is unacceptable

to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side 1s “ripe for development,

» ” the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

" A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood:

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this

area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city faxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it

Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

S

Thank you for your consideration in is matter.

Very truly yours,

Name: _ 4/
Address: (M #ecis / ‘ﬁf xﬁo/&7
329 2a_ &7 |

ﬁ&%@ | K/\{C//ﬂw//
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Chelsea Coaiition on Housing :

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (2i2) 243-0544

Date: ’a / [3 /03
Mayor Michael Bloomberg

~ City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developmtent,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents Who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would brmg traffic mghtmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadlum in this
. area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Name: §TZYF MiZLER

Address: 77 Z TN A l[./f\ ﬂ/ﬁgﬁ |
sy N (0202
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.0. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date: 'MOAO)'\ 13,200 3

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developmept;f’_,the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. ' '

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhooc
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to puta stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford i
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Very '_cruly yours,

Ngmé:%% QE’”‘JO

Address: QU LO o STHIB -
NY, NY (el
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing |

P.0. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date: WCI/\ 13 /7’003

Mayor Michael Bloofnberg
City Hall *
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg, |

‘1 am strongly 6pposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unaccép‘l'able
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

- While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to-
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and fhe neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ’ |

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordzble
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.
Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
7 q
Very truly yours, : il M

Name:

Address:
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544 .

Date: 3/20 /03

, Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall

New York, NY 10007

‘Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side 1s “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in p(oliution to Midtown and the neighborhooc
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' ‘

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadum. We simply cannot afford 1
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for ybur consideration in this matter.

Very truly yoﬁr's, | 4

Name;: Fér\&p» PM/QL

Address: 34S W 16 2, VYC




Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg

City Hall .

New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Maihattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is .unacceptable
to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developmrent,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. : :

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford 1
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Very tmiy yours, -
Name: ‘p—wd W _

Address: 322 U=t () QM
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2 fﬁ Chelsea Coalition on Housing

A ___— P.0.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. 1t is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for develop'mfent,”,the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and 2 rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoo
- of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put 2 stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordabl
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Very truly

yours, . ’
‘/ - Marrars ViSSEL
Name: T

Address: 46 W Q,Z"‘GP ot F40
NswToek, N ool
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n on Housing
n, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-

Chelsea Coalitio

- p.0.Box 1164 O1d Chelsea Statio

m—

0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall

New York, NY 10007 :
@W %ﬁ/ﬁ  Boteor et

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,
s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable

to a stadium on Manhattén’
intensely developed and congested borough.

-1 am strongly opposed
e City’s most 1
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Very truly yours, ' | '
NameW é\/f; //“& =
Addxess:'jﬁﬁﬁﬂ)( 04
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jon on Housing
113 (212) 243-0544

Chelsea Coalit

— —  P.0.Box 1164 O1d Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg ’
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg, ’ |
1 am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

think fhis part of the We
ents who value their di

st Side is “ripe for developm;ent,f’_.the area is home 10

While some people
stinctive neighborhoods.

many of your constifu

bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhooc
Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put 2 stadium in this
the Olympics. '

A stadium would

of Chelsea, Hell’s

area does not help 0 win support for
We simply cannot afford i

costs for a stadium
could be better spent 00 developing affordable

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge
g neighborhoods.

Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existin

* Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Very tfuly yours,
Name: %&67@@%

Ad&essz/éﬁ/&d\;é?iﬁ
: /07 /{)7/&00/
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

— P.0.Box 1164 01d Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall '
New York, NY 100'07

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to 2 stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”_,.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. o

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a 1ise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put 2 stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford 1
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent oD developing affordable

housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.
Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Very truly yours,

Name: "’/Z W

Address:
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Chelsea Coaliti(m on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date: ’WL% q( 760 3

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. Tt is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. ’

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoo«
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to puta stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford s
Spec@al taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Very truly yours, |

Name: 7&@’(&’\& U\}L/QU&WD\ . -

. ) ST & -. g C ;
Address: 312 kst 2 6/:\- ﬁ‘SE—f NW\/Z“(K\N% el
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ﬁ Chelsea Coalition on Hoﬁsing'

' P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544 .

Date: "yﬂw& oo

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. Tt is unacceptable
to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developmep,t',f’,. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.. S

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the O_lympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford i
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing_affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,
: Name: Sadks s Q { \\.r\ogyv\s

Address: %\')_ ek 2\;7 s 45E
/\fva oav ~NY e U
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son on Housing |
York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Chelsea Coalit

— - P.0.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg

City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,
¢ for any purposes. Ttis unacceptable
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and congested borough.
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Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying
Spec'}al taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

ﬂTha_nk you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Neme: Loy gl

s e ot St G Lo

74




Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.0. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed'to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developrrrept,f’,the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares ‘and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood:s
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. "

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the e_xisting neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

N . . v.7 .
Very truly yours, 7 W D £M

Name: /ﬁ Uy ¢ { P& r /2 ['2’//!—-\_ 4'
'A,ddress: SE5Y UW-es 7[ A f’?’A - M’VY /(50 d/
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date: \\]OU%’,M\)EF 13, 2003

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly op'pdsed to a stadium oh Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable

to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. s - '

A stadium would bring traffic hightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. -

~ Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford i
4 Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Name: (i skophty Wy sty M/WA\)JAA W‘K
| Addre.ss:a’r‘"'w'rgd g‘\' AV}.GF | | : _ |
WY, IDOH | |
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg -

City Hall

New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to

" many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
~area does not help to win support for the Olympics. '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours, V - )
D ozl

Address: <~ ) [/\} \/)(\/v S‘XT _ ;%? \\LL’\J

WO oo
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

——_ p.0. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall |
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

Iam strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. o

A stadium would bring traffic nig’htmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell's Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. o '

Inevitably, city taxpayets will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. '

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours, C)Q&uﬁhﬁ}f & .' E (’ . ﬁ(
Name: Q/\Mb\\\f\ F‘VUV‘E - |

Address: 5 | \{eSt ISHA
Newvfortc NY Joot
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*A EJ Chelsea Coalition on Housing

- P.O. Box 1164 O1d Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date: ) ulﬂ 20,2003
Mayor Michael Bloomberg

City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to 2 stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. L

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown afid the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to puta stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' ,

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly your (9*440 é/ %W

Name:,\}w Eﬂﬁ €Sﬁ54\ |

Address: ) 6 )Oh,.&g/(\ S‘f‘ FloD .
NW L{a’{% oY /[ So¢ O
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Qﬁ Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.0O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:
~ Mayor Michael Bloomberg

City Hall -
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor’ Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
- to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area 1s homé to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares‘ and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' :

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. |

Very truly yours, ,

Address: j/0 WesS T JRTE SLT ﬁ
SN TSN a

NC WY 1200
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

| Date: 7 /0 /0\3

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. Itis unacceptable
to place a major SpOrts stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developmtent,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. :

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' ' '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. :

' Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

-

Name: ga .,a/ /&"" %

Address: s, p ¢/ / (/&;’ yy"%[é
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= Chelsea Coalition on Housing
_ P.O. Box 1164 01d Chelsea Stat’ion, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall '
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

Tam strongly opposed to a.stadium on Manhattan’s West 'Side‘for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. S

A stadium would bring traffic ﬁighﬁnarés and a rise in pollutiori to Midtown and the neighborhood

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. - »

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

ol @ Al M anyy o

" Address: Z%BOO A §{) ér\"z*’\ AQ’\(SM _
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= Chelsea Coalition on Housing

—  P.0.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.¥. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Ma{yor Bloombe-fg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. ' ’

A stadium would bring trafﬁc‘ nightmares and a rise.in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this -
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. R

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

- Very truly yours, | | | |
ame: LAl /4 ?W ’ 7 'S D
I:ddres:‘% m i /@ ) f o ' /2 /5,//\/6[0?%7‘/(4%
s p IS T34
| /}"M%M /f”@/ A
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.0. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall _

New York, NY 10007
Dear Méyor} Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to 2 stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some peoplé think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many. of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. L

A stadium would bring traffic nightx’néfes and a tise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood:
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/ Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put'a stacium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. -
Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying hﬁge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses. that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. ’
Thank you for your consideré_xtion in this matter.
Very truly yours, ' '
Name: Qa\asnlck ngsoﬂ
\,,\r‘ -
Address: \)(g% W O/&x \1 %&4€€¥
o\\ '
N} \( ) N \‘ \O
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date' ' / : [ 03

Mayor M1chael Bloomberg |

City Hall o

New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developmient,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring trafﬁc nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhooc

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olymp1cs

'Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford i
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

fﬁme

nadiess 290 LAY St #EC, N/C— /V)//OO//

Vefy truly yours,
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 O1d Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date: ] )30 ’(93 |

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloorhberg,

I am strongly opposed to 2 stadium on Marnhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While somé people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadiﬁm would bring traffic nightrhareé, and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhooc
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. _

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up payinghuge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Very truly yours,

' Address: yyu3 W LS St 83E
N?.w’ }’a(‘[ﬁ,Ny
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing -

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N Y 10113 (212) 243- 0544

Date: | ) 20 /oj
Mayor Michael Bloomberg
- City Hall

New York, NY 10007
Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly Opposed to a stadium on Manhattan s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadmm in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developmtent,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. ‘

A stadium would brmg trafﬁc mghtmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhooc

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford if
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very t_ruly yours,

Name:

Address: 4/ \g 3
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ﬁ Chelsea Coalition on Housing

L 5 0. Box 1164 Ol Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall ~
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

~ ‘While some péople think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to

many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. o ‘
A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollutiori' to Midtown and fhe neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. o .

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge cOSts for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

une. PHasgpn OV '
Adéress: l{f?’&\) /7/%/7 ‘

Very truly yours,
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 O1d Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Nﬁchael Bloomberg
City Hall :
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. o

A stadium would bﬁng traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium 1n this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' ‘

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying hﬁge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. |

Very truly yours, ' ’ '

Name- % / O

wies: ) 2 /S AT
b Spq /19SS
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T ?‘ﬁ Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall '
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mé.yor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. Itis unacceptable
~ to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. .

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollutién to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this

' area does not help to win support for the Olympics. "

| Inevitabiy, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.

Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Name: \ Mo_, \

Address: AK:?/ e) A e S T
(v C o @D
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Chelsea Coaliti,onA on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

!

Date: W&W; R003 N

Mayor Michael Bloomberg |
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

-Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

I arn~strohg1y opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. ' ‘

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in‘polluﬁon to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours, |

Name: MO%/
Address: /9‘02 72“%(7[% Wﬁ/‘/
| M N 628
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Michéel Bloomberg
- City Hall . '
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developmtent,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood:
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' -

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your co side';ation in th17s matter.
Very truly yours, g/‘ y/idl/i/‘-’ O(@"‘*V&D :
Name: /V\‘:f pl_lJWWI Ll S, . VV
Addréss: AL O W SUHt 37&- Y ¢ /(/j w0!]
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
CityHall =
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

Tam strongly opposed to a stadium on Manh‘attén’s West Side for ary purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. ’

© A stadium would bringr traffic nightmares and a riSe in pollutioﬁ to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Very rly yours, | |
vame: (e (L. ot
Address: 307 [V / s
iy 101
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Oid Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am_strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area'is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. '

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ‘

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.
Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Very truly yours,
. Narne: 8/\%”}’/50( MV/JL/ |
| . Fs
AddIess:O?/L( W'Vzd/; = 4

| %uv 7@5@‘ X;V /JJ//.
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| Chelsea Coalition on Housing

— P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
- Date:

Maydr Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

. Dear Mayor Bloomberg, |

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Si

de for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely

developed and congested borough.

‘While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to

many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. :

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
‘housing and mixed uses that are i scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
% e
Name: : %’\ y
on ntﬁrs \7,@(* '
Address: -

V30 W A3
Wy O SOy N
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4— = Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date: ?\gb’\)ewx ber 13, 2603
Mayor Michael Bloomberg, ‘
~ City Hall.

New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to 2 stadimh on Manhattém’s West' Side for any purposes. Itis unacceptable
 to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developmep,t,f, the area is

home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive _neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightméres and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' v

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up péymg huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.

Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.
Thank you for your consideration in this matter. .

<://7/ ,11652/”///‘/ > |

Very truly yours,

Name! %Wi’w ‘

Addr.ess:‘ ‘% 7/ wc} ? g_{/

96




m%@fﬁ Chelsea Coalition on HouSing

——— P.O.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New Yofk, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date: -

Mayor Michael Bloomberg

City Hall ‘

New York, NY 10007

Dear Méybr Bloomberg,

~Tam stroﬁgiy opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable

to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

‘While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. '

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to ‘Midtown and the neighborhood:
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. o :

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying hugé costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.”

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,
~3 ‘79/ iy AT
v

L

Name: T)C.&WB ;“\4-"\11‘(;{‘)(3\ .

A_ddress: 73 Teek CLagp2

}/’.17»”"’"("27/"‘// Ny 123§
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

'P.0. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

‘Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly oppo§ed to a stadium on Ma.nhattan s West Side for any purposés. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is npe for development ”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollutlon to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inev;tably, city taxpayers will end up paymg huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

e P00 5”&@“’%

Address: 3£ ¢ Wg ‘;2__,@“( w’
’YLU[ C..
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

~ P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date: wm(\}l A00 4
Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall

New York, NY 10007

' Deax Meyor Bloomberg,

Iam strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the C1ty s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development, the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive nelghborhoods

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and arise in polluu'on to 'Micltown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to put a stadium in this
area.does not help to-win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Velytrulyyours K) &) G}/éq
Name: GE@PSE P‘LASM\N OS

ess: 3 — | |
pag 530 S w1 MV‘#“F iy C 100

AR
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Chelsea Coalition on Hbusing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date: “Wgnch Aoo &

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg;

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Marnhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some pebple think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to

many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. - .-

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
-area does not help to win support for the Olympics. '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Name: Ay Nnwi

Address: zlﬂr W, 124 S,

New »Af-‘,w/ loc |




=| Chelsea Cbalition on Housing

— — P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date: -

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall .
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

‘While some péople think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area 1S home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. L

A stadium would bﬁng traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to ‘Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ‘

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We Simply cannotv afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

* housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. -
~ Thank you for your consideration in 'this matter. |
Name; : M
watfrerte Clemenle
Wl Qe doe F 3C

Y\v]c/ ru,(v -(OQl\
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing
P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Majrdr Michael Bloomberg
City Hall -
New York, NY 10007
Dear Méyor Bloomberg,'

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. :

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
" of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. .

Thank you for your consideration in tlus matter.

Very truly you.fs, - 9 /‘

Name: ( CLMW % wﬂ/‘%‘&

Address:&?s_/ l/ //WM |
%wv\-% J J0 e 7
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old' Chelsea Station, New York, N,Y._l_Ol 13 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg, o

1 am strongly opposed toa stadlum on Manhattan’s West Slde for any purposes It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most mtensely developed and conoested borough

While some. people thmk this part of the West Side is r1pe for development,”. the area is home to
- many of your constltuents who value their dlStlIlCthC neighborhoods.

A stadium would brmg traffic mghtmares and arise in pollutlon to Midtown and the nexghborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, -and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the. Olymp1cs ' '

Inev1tab1y, c:1ty taxpayers will end up paymg huoe costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housmg and mlxed uses that are in scale with the emstmg ne1ghborhoods

Thank you for your cons1deranon.m this matter.

Very truly yours,

Neme: ‘A @ '

A_ddress-: _ _ L
235 U™ ST w,u'
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Chelsea Coahtlon on Housmg

P. 0 Box 1164 0ld Chelsea Statlon, New York N Y. 10113 (212) 243 0544 |

Date:

Mayor Mikchael Blodr_nherg '
~ City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg, N

1 am strongly opposed toa stadlum on Manhattan s West Side for any purposes Itis unacceptable .
to place a ma_)or sports stadium in. the City’ s most intensely developed and congested borough

Whlle some people thmk this part of the West S1de is “ripe for development, the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their dtstxnctlve neighborhoods.” '~ e

A stadium would bnng traﬁ'lc mghtmares and a nse n pollutlon to. thtown and the nelghborhoods
- of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olymp1cs |

Ve .

Inev1tably, c1ty taxpayers will end up paymg huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot aﬁ'ord it.
- Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housmg and mtxed uses that are in scale with the ex15t1ng nerghborhoods ‘

Thank you for your con51deranon‘m this matter.

-Very truly _yours,'

Memi 6\(\0\“1%

;relddress }g [/\)egl‘
% 5 (2 005

Sﬁt Apl éf
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayof Michael Bloomberg

City Hall

New York, NY 10007

DeaI_Mﬁyor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

‘While some peopie think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developmem,"’,the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. '

A stadium would bring traffic hightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for 2 stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses‘that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

- Thank you for your consideration in this rﬁatter.

Very truly yours,

Name: ‘,/ a' “L(m .,Sc;étékié VA

.......
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=] Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
- .New York, NY 10007

Dear Mdyor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan S West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
“to place a major sports stadlum in the City’s most intensely developed and conoested borough.

While some people thmk this part of the West Side is npe for development, .the area is home to
‘many of your constituents who value their dlstmcnve ne1bhborhoods

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to MJdtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olymplcs '

Inev1tably, city taxpayers will end up paying huoe costs for a stadium. We sunply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours o~

Name: % Og/ﬁé/ Z“?\//Z .
Address: 3 (/ C ,}/ ‘gf

NYE (0V1V
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=7 Chelsea Coaliti'on on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

D‘a‘telz [; ~ [p, DLZL

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. .

A stadinm would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood:
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' ' '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Very truly yours,

Name: /1(\.,,,”0\ J\e Q]DN\]/Z

A,ddres-s: RE5L % ;?3“'/@ ' g@—

/vjq/ Ny looo
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A~ Chelsea Coalition on Housing -

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mé_yor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed to 2 stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely devgloped and congested borough. -

- While some péople think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developme_‘n_f,”;me'area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. ‘
A stadium would bring!trafﬁc nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood:

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.

Special taxes and othier funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours, : -
Name: i,\ - /\ PLJ\_/
Address: - L‘SL\ \f i\\:\ou{\,‘

SRR A gx-./m&?
NAC, N ool
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‘Chelsea Coalition on Ho‘usihg

— —  P.0.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
' Date: b / 2/5 W
Mayor Michael Bloomberg

 City Hall -
‘New York, NY 10007

| Dear Mayor Bloomberg, '

- Tam strongly opposed toa stad1um on Manhattan s West Side for any purposes It is unacceptable
to place a maJor sports stadium in the C1ty § most mtensely developed and congested borough

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development .the area 1s home to
many of your consutuents who value then' distinctive ne1ghborhoods

A stadium would bring traffic mghtmares and a rise in pollut10n to Ivhdtown and the ne1ghborhoods
- of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to put a stadaum in this
-~ area does not help to win support for the Olymp1cs
Inev1tably, city taxpayers will end up paymg huge costs.for a stadlum We: 51mply cannot afford 1t
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
‘ housmg and mixed uses that are in scale W1th the ex15tmg ne1ghborhoods

'Thank you for your consideration in th1s matter.

Veryﬁ’lllyyoij;s% Q!/M\\@ o | o
N 230 W) 2y Twm R
S SR (mf R
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Chelsea Coalltlon on Housmg

P O.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Statmn, New York, N Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

. Date

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed toa stadlum on Manhattan s West Side for any pu:rposes It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the Clty s most mtensely developed and congested borough

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,” the area is home to
~ many of your constltuents who value their distinctive nelghborhoods

A stadium would bring traffic mghtmares and a rise in pollutlon to Ivhdtown and the nelghborhoods

" of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to put a stadium in this
- area does not help to.win support for the Olymprcs

Inevrtably, city taxpayers will end up paying ‘huge costs for a stadlum We snnply cannot afford it.
‘Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housmg and mixed uses that are in scale with the emstmg ne1ghborhoods
' Thank you for your con51derat10n in thlS matter

Very 1Iu1y yours, % % 2 2 ’

‘Name: - /SVét: /2 3'””/57‘

Address:” A/WW 7/} é /09 55
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Chelsea Coalltlon on Housmg

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Stahon, New York N.Y. 10113 (212) 243- 0544

- ‘Date :

Mayor Mlchael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

‘ITam suongly opposed toa stadlum on Manhattan s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a maJor sports stad1um in the City’s most mtensely developed and conoested borough

“ While some people thmk this part of the West Side is “ripe for developmen,t,” the area is home to
many of - your cons’utuents who value their dlstmcuve ne1ghborhoods

A stadium would bring traffic mghtmares and a Tise in pollut10n to Midtown and the ne1ghborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to put a stadium in this
- area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inev1tab1y, c1ty taxpayers will end up paymg huge costs for a stadium We simply canniot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds. spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housmg and mixed uses that are in scale with the ex1$tmg nelghborhoods

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.'

| VefYtrulyyours : -
“Name; MW %\j R T l&‘?/.-“
| st reet, Mayee /DO(/;.#/"( |
" Address: Bqu SR r L | / | A
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Chelsea .Coalitio.n on Housing

; " P.O. Box 1164 O1d Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 2_43-0544

Date:
| Mayor Michael Bloomberg | ,
‘City Hall . : '

New York, NY 10007

.Dea_r MéyOr'Blopmb¢rg; |

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Méﬁhaﬁﬁn’s Wést Side for any pmposés. Itis unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for develqpmepf,’ﬁ,the area is home to
- many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. ' '

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this

_area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

" Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying hﬁgé costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it. _

Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. -

- Thank yoﬁ for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Name: gdb( Q’{/q/%/%/d/\ﬂ/\/

'Address: 3¢ /\/ 2./ %T UF

/u‘{ /'z/f /00 77
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Chelsea Coalition on Hmi‘Sihg

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

- Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall -
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg,' o

I am strongly oppbsed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is ﬁnacceptable
- to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this paft'of the West Side is “ripe for dev‘elopmept,ff.thé area is home to

many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods..

A stadium would bring traffic nighﬁnares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. IR

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up 'paying hﬁgé costs for a stadium. We simply cann’of afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. '

Thank you for YOur consideration in this matter. .

| Very truly yours,

Name;‘,A%‘W %W pe0y

"Addreséz 77§\ A
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=3 Chelsea Coalition on Housihg |

P.O. Box 1164 O1d Chelsea Station, New. York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

‘Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall : '
New York, NY 10007 - -

" Dear Méyor Bloomberg,‘ '

I am strongly opposed to a stadium oi; Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for devélopmegt,”_ﬂthe area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive. neighborhoods.: s

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution tb ‘Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. B

~ Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge 4costs for a stadiﬁm. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing nei’ghbqrhoods. '
Thank you fdf your considerétic_m In }this_matter.
Address: \{gq W L{Zﬁr‘ N érq .
W WY p03h

Very truly gyours,

Name:
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Chelsé_a‘Coalition on HouSihg

P.O. Box 1164 O1d Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Michael B_loOmberg
City Hall '
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg,' -

I am strongly oppoééd toa stadiu:ri on Ménhaft;an’s,West Side for any pufrpoSes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some peop‘ie think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the 'arc_aa is home to
many of your constituents who value their disti_nqtive nei'ghbprhoods.' o

A stadium would bring traffic nightmare_s and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
- of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. - ' o :

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium, We simply canriot afford it.

- Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. '

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Ve’_ryt‘rulyyours,‘ | S
" Address: - /6 . %@\w . \ D
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| Chelsea Coalition on Housing a

P.0. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:
* Mayor Michael Bloomberg
CityHall -
" New York, NY 10007
' Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhatt_é.n’é West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people fhink this part of the West Side is “ripe for developme;ilt,.’lthe area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.” i

A stadium would briﬁg traffic nightmares and arise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to puta stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. o o

~ Inevitably, city téxpayers will end up paying ‘huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. B

~ Thank you for your “considération in this matter.

Very truly yours, o | '

Name: %W?,ﬂ ~da '

Address: Qs‘f( W. 9\(/% / 3G : .

)“7'\"1 /00{97
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing |
P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall =~ o

New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyof Bloomberg,

. Tam strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

‘While somevpeopleithink this part of the West Side s “ripe for developmegt,’i.ﬂlé area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. j

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. - B : :

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying hﬁge costs for a stadium, We simply cannot afford it.

Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. v

Thask you for your consideration in this matter.

Ve.r_y_trulyyour.s, _ o |
Name: YL &’%éw .
e V0 2( ST

17




Chelsea Coalition on Housing
P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Stafioh, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

| Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall - »
New York, NY 1_0007’ :

Dear Mayor Bloomberg, .

1 am'strongl_y opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s _West'Side for any purpdses. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is f;ripe for development,”.the area is home to
" many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. o

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the néighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
- area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' o

Inevitably, city taxpayers will énd up paying hﬁge costs for a stadium. We s»imply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. : '

| Th?mk you for your consideration in this matter. '

.Very.truly'y.ours, | | : o o / | :
:Ngméfa’uh._ﬁ"/%-A'__ﬁO/@~ a%w o
Address: L3S Was st -(_DE"N\{’C?N&( (90N
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Chelsea Co_alit'idn on Housing

» PO Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station; New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date: L
'Mayor Michael Bloomberg,
City Hall ‘ '
New York, NY 10007
Dear Mayor 'Bloo’mbgrg,' o

" I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhatt;an’s West Side for any pmpbsés. Itis unacceptable

to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough..

‘While some p"eople"ﬂmink fhis part of the West Side is “ripe for develqpntept,’ﬁ.ﬂle area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. L

A stadium would bring traf_ﬁc' hightinares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
‘of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. - e

! Inévitably, city taxpayers will end'up 'pay'ing hﬁgé costs for a stadium. We simply cannot affofd it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.
Thank ypﬁ for your _consideraﬁbn in this matter.

Very truly yours,

‘Name:

. "A_.ddr_ess: A()\ Con

O
\‘N\D |

A2 wod Sk % o
b o -
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 ‘Old'Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:.

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall '
New York, NY 10007

- Dear Méydr Bloomberg, v |

lam strongiy opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
~toplace a major}sp‘orts stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
* many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. - ' S

' A stadium wdﬁld bring tfafﬁc‘.nightr_llarés. and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
-~ of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this-
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. . T s
~ Inevitably, ¢ity taxpayers will end up paying huge cdsts for a stadium. WeAsi'mply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.
Thank you for your consideration in ﬂllS matter.
Veymiyyows, Joungp (Walomo P
o .Name: | Sﬂ/@/ﬂr (’/ﬁ TAL/ A0 7‘~7>D N
' A.dd_x:éss: 3(_/0 - w 2’&, 5? " f - .' :

M Ny jooo)
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' Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date: | |
Mayor Micha‘él Bloomberg
"City Hall- _
New York, NY 10007
Dear Méy'or Bloomberg,

~Tam stIOngly_oppc)sed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes; It is unacceptable

to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some péopie think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developmep_t,”,thé' area is home to
- many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. '~

,  A stadium would bﬁng traffic 'nig'htmaires and a rise in pdlluti(m to Midtoﬁn and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
- - area does not help to win support for the Olympics. R L ‘
Inevitably, city tax:péyers‘ will end up paying hﬁge costs for a stadium. We siinply’ cannot afford it.
. Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
‘housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. ‘
: Thank you for your consideération in this matter.
- Véry truly yours, :
Neme 0o Dewvy
" Address: S | ‘
s gy WL (6MGF #30
- N0 ottt
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‘Chelsea coaﬁﬁdn on Housing |

. V'P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:
Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall . |
New York, NY 10007
Dear Mayor Bloomberg, =

Iam sfrongly opposed to a stadium oﬁ Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part.of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. ’ ‘

A stédium would bring traffic nightmares and 2 rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this

area does not help to win support for the Olympics. =~ =

o -Inévitébly, city taxpayers will end'up paying hﬁgé costs for a stadium, We simply cannot affofd it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

~ housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. o

Thank yoﬁ for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

o BpOBALA ToNIE
',Agdlygss:v 7/9 % ’}% Mg . - L’[/ o .
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing -

. P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
~ City Hall B
~New York, NY 10007

Dear 'Méyor Bloomberg, -

I am strongly bpposed to.a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any pu:rpdses. It is unacceptable
to place a major_sports»stadiumin the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough. .

- While some people think this part of the West Side is “rip'e' for devélopme;i_t,’}’rhe area is home to
'many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. - .+ -

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollﬁﬁdn to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
~ area does not help to win support for the Olympics. o ' o o
ineVitably; city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We s_imply cannot afford it.
. Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. ' o
' Thank you for ydur consideraﬁon_in this matter.

Very truly yours, ‘ R |
N Qg 27 R

Address: - vj/’zo. w "/5f {Zflll ST .'
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. Chelséa_ Coalition on Ho;us.i'ng

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-05_44 :

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall R
New York, NY 10007 -

" Dear Méy_or Bloomberg,

‘Tam strongly o‘pﬁosed to a stadium on Manhéttnén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough. -
Flre engiu#esSy o bUla UCSS hare noaoSISS HOL .

‘While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. : ‘

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. -

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.

Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
“housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. ~ S

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

" Very truly youfs,

vaimeti %OM‘—’ , e . — B
Address/L/\{/C' - T
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=| Chelsea Coalition on Hdus'ing

—EL 0. Box 1164 01d Chelsea Station, New York, N-Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:
Mayor Michael Bloomberg -
City Hall . "
New York, NY‘ 10007
Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purpdse's. It is unacceptable
to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. .

A stadium would bring tfafﬁc nightmares and a risé in pollutibn'fo ‘Midtown and the neighborhoods
- of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this’
area does not help to win support for the Qlyfn’picsﬁ o ' '
'I,n'evi-tably, city taXpaSIeré will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
- Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
" housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. ‘ .
Thank you for your 'consideiaﬁon in his matter.
Very truly YOurs, | - ;
a ‘Name: \(\Wb ?—LI%’O |
Cadmes 351\ M ek, ek A
WY oo
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A Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea St_aﬁon', New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

‘Mayor Michael Bloomberg

City Hall =~

New York, NY 10007

- Dear M,éyor Bloomberg, |

1 am strongly 6pposéd to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
" to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.
While some péople think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developmegt,’i.fhe area is home to
many of your constituents who value their disﬁncﬁvé neighborhoods. SR

A sfadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to ‘Midtown and the neighborhoods
- - of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
 area does not help to win support for the Olympics. = o '

‘ Inevitably,"city'taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
~ Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in'scale with the existing neighborhoods. - .~
Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours, -

ame: JJonunt for Ot~ I

Address: YA w \'Vm >Y [T B N

N W"l‘/ mg (00\-\
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‘Chelsea Coalition on Housing
i P.0. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Da'te'." %’-‘M‘Q 3-(0/ Q'OD"f .
' Mayor Michael Bloomberg |
City Hall ’ ’

New York, NY 10007

- " Dear Mé.yor Bloomberg, -

Tam 'strongly-opposved to-a stadium on_-Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for develbpmépt,”:;thc area is home to
_ many of your constituents who value their disﬁn.ctive n_eighborhoods.' R :

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this

. area does not help to win support for the Olympics. - -

- Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for 2 stadium. 'We simply cannot afford it. |
Special taxes and other funds spent on the’ stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. '

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. .

_Ve,fy‘tru.lyYours,’ ,—_' o - .» ‘.

‘iAddfeS.s.’: | S\C\M ~”%S+'/ ;};};53 -
Ay N
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S| Chelsea Coalition on Housing

T P.O. Box 1164 Ol1d Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
 Date:

| Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall - -

New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Blobmbérg; }. o

" 1 am strongly opposed to a stadium on Méﬁhattén’s West Side for any purp’osés. Itis unacceptable
_to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some peopl_e"-t,hin_k this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. * '~

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares anda f.ise'i in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods

- of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a sta jum in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' o o

o Inévitably, c'.ity taxpajzers will end up ‘paying‘ hﬁgé costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. '
Thank you for your considération'i_n this matter.

Very truly yburs, ‘ ¥
Name: WW? ' - . ' o
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243—054;4
Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg

City Hall - o

. New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bl”oomberg',

1 am strongly dppdsed to a stadium on Manhétt.an’ereS"c Side for ai}y purposes. Itis unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

‘While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for devélopmept,’ﬁ,t}le area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.. -

- A stadium would bring Vtrafﬁcln‘ightmavr‘es' and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a-stadium in this

~ area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ) S S '

* Inevitably, _cit'yv taxpayers will end up péying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
‘Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. - =
Thank you for your consideration in this matter. .

Very truly vyovurs',' o o

| M 5T (25 S
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Chelsea Coalitidn on Housmg -

——""E= " P.0.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg

. CityHall' .

New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg, o

" 1 am strongly opposed to a stadium on Maﬁha_ttén’s West Side for any pmp'osés. Itis unacceptéble
“to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. IR :

o A_stadiun‘i would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the ,neighborhood's
~ of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' ' SRR

. Inévitably, city taxpayers will end up Apaying: hﬁgé costs for a stadium. We simply éanhofc afford it. _'

Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and'mixed uses the_it are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. o

Thank yoﬁ for Sfoﬁi consideration in this matter.
Very truly yours, -

Name:Pc,sg_ ™. \OKQES . o v
f}Adc‘iress:gO&)_‘)jgs*’gO‘\"\r\ 6’&‘(’66‘& B |

~ NS-NYa0004

- )"_.
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 old Che]sea_Staﬁon,‘NeW York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date: |

Mayor Michael Bloomberg

City Hall o

New York, NY 10007

" Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

Tam strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
~ to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for de&elopme_m,”,the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. o

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put 2 stadium in this
-~ area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' o

" Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up pay.ing' Huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.

Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. ‘ :

‘ Thank you for your c.ons'ideration in this matter.
| Ad‘d.re.ss:l> 20"' g U '7 % L "ﬁ'_b[ }
o /\)Yf;,'zoo.l.l -
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Chelsea Coahtmn on Housmg

P. O Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N Y. 10113 (212) 243- 0544

Date

' Mayor Mmhael Bloombero
CityHall

: New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadmm on Manhattan’s West Side for any pu.rposes It is unacceptable
- to place a maJor spoxts stadium in the C1ty s most mtensely developed and congested borough

‘While some people thmk this part of the West S1de is “ripe for development _the area is home to
many of your constltuents who value thelr distinctive nelghborhoods

A stadium would bring traffic mghtmares and arise in pollut1on to M1dtown and the netghborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to put a stadium in this
- area does not help to win support for the Olymplcs .

. lnevxtably, cfcy taxpayers w1ll end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housmg and mixed uses that are in scale with the ex15tmg nelghborhoods ,

Thank y‘ou for your cons1derat10n in this matter.

. Very truly yours,

Name: R ?\d&w
Address: /qu’ \’\) \GYS/S/
| NN \0O}] a




-ChelSea.Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New- York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
" Date: -
~ Mayor Michael Bloomberg:
City Hall = "
New York, NY 10007 -
 Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

‘Tam strongly opposed toa stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadlum n the C1ty s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people 'thm.k this part of the West Side is “ripe for developm:ep,t, .the area is home to
many of your constituents ‘who value their distinctive neighborhoods. : '

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to puta stadlum in this
area does not help to win support for the Olymplcs

- Inev1tab1y, c1ty taxpayers w111 end up paying huge costs for a stadlum We sunply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developmg affordable
housmg and mlxed uses that are in scale with the ex15tmg nelghborhoods

Thank you for your con31derat10n in thls< matter.

| Very truly yours,

Name: Al Srda-

.}Address V}Y \A) Dg“‘( Xﬂ’ 3 /L
\M VUV [09" |




ChelSeé Coalition on-~H0i1Sihg |

P.O. Box 1164 O1d Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
- Date:

. Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall o ,
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méy’or Bloomberg, ,-

1am sttongly oppdsed to a stadium on Manhatté'n’s West Side for any pufpos)es. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough. \

‘While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for deVelopme;it,;ﬂ.thé area is home o '
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. - R

| A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a nse in pollution to 'Mi__dtown_ and the neighborhoods‘
- of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this

area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up 'paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing nei'ghbqrhoods. -

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. |

Very truly yours, ' . o |

xme T b QUbentey |
e .
\¢ Aess )’ : ! CU,\,_,.,\{,.\) Sy ﬁ){(l\ /\,7/\,7 /00)7
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Chelsea C'Qal‘itioni on Hous'in"g’

" P.0.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

| Mayor MJchael Bloomberg

City Hall - . 7 o . o
‘New York, NY 10007 - :

Dear. Mdyor Bloomberg,

. Tam strongly opposed toa stad1um on Manhattan s West Side for any purposes It is unacceptable
to place a ma_)or sports stadium in the City’s most mtensely developed and congested borough

‘While some people thmk this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,” the area is home to

- many of your constituents who value their d1stmct1ve neighborhoods.

A stadium would brmg traffic mghtmares and a rise in pollu’aon to Midtown and the nelghborhoods
- of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to put a stadmm in this
area does not help to win support for the Olymp1cs

' Inewtably, city taxpayers will end up paymg huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developmg affordable
.housmg and mixed uses that are in scale w1th the emstmg ne1ghborhoods
Thank you for your cons1derat10n in this matter.

'Very truly yours, ' - o
v g0 111 € Og ASTRo
Address: Z[QZ?L V\/ ZZ 577
- me oo/
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing |
——— P.0. Box 1164 O1d Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

| Date:i

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
~ City Hall I
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méjforl_'Bloombcrg; 4 :

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Maﬁhattén’s'West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
“to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely develop‘ed and congested borough.

- While some. pec}pie think this’paquf,the West Side is “ripe f_of developn’rep,t,’i,the area is home to
‘many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. S

, A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollﬁti‘c‘m to '.Midt0wn_ _ahd the ncighborhoods
_ of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ™ - I

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up .paying hﬁgé costs for a stadium. We simply canriot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. -

* Thank you for your consideration in this matter. )
Very-trulyyours,. : . N K
antulo Qurw 7
Name: ‘ -
- Address: - . o : o o
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Chelsea 'C’Oalitidn on Hdusing

~ P.O.Box 1164 O1d Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:
‘Mayor Michael B}oomberg, :
City Hall L
New York, NY 10007
Dear Mayor Bloomberg, "

" 1 am strongly opposed to a stadium on Maﬁhéttén’s West Side _fdr any pﬁxp’osés. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports. stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

‘While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to |
many of your constituents who value their distincﬁve neighborhoods. .

A stadium would bring traffic ni‘ghtixlaxes and arise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. S :
- Ineilifably, city taxpayers will end.up vpaymg huge costs for a étadium. We simply canmot afford it.

Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

“housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. '

Thank you for your'con_sider,ation in this matter.
Verytmlyyows,
| Namé:_'@"/‘/;\m__ N

‘Address: . R

WMLy ool
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 O1d Chelsea Station; New York, N.Y. 10113 212) 243-0544
Date:

'Mayori Michael Bloomberg

CityHall .

New York, NY 10007 - -

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Sidéi for any pv,urpos}es. Tt is unacceptable

to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some peopie; think this part of the Weé"c Side is “ripe for developmept,_”;,t_h‘e 'arga is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.: -

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
- of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
" area does not help to win support for the Olympics. S - -
Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up -pay'mg hﬁgé costs for a stadium. We simply canriot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. o

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours, - T
address: 235w ST, W/ o
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=i 'Chelsea Coalition on Housin‘g )

' vP‘QT Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayot.MichaeI Bloomberg
‘City Hall A -
' New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the C1ty s most intensely developed and congested borough

While some people think this part of the West Slde 1s npe for developmrent,”. the area is home to
many of your constltuents who value their dlstmctwe nelghborhoods

A stadium would bnng traffic nightmares and arise in pollutlon to Midtown and the nelghborhoods
~_.of Chelsea, Hell’s K.ltchen/Chnton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to puta stadmm in this
area does not help to-win support for the Olymplcs

lnewtably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadmm We sunply cannot afford it.
‘Special taxes and other funds- spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
-.housmg and rmxed uses that are 1n scale with the emstmg ne1ghborhoods
| Thank you for your con51derat10n 1‘n this matter.

Verytrulyyours S '
"v_,Name gz(wl// /@34;
Address: (;L%Wt/‘ 2/ W#%
L M o
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=| Chelsea Coalition on Housing

—— P.0. Box 1164 O1d Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:
| Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall ,
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to 2 stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. Itis unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developntent,”.the area is home to
many of your cpnstitucnts who value their distinctive neighborhoods. L

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
' area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' :

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods..

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly you;s,

Nam/ez/ﬁ’ﬁ G, At |
Addresst ™12 (o VA 545&@2‘ "W?wq g voou
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 1011»3 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall '
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadmm in the City’s most mtensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this pa.rt of the West Side is “ripe for development,” the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

- A stadium would bring ‘Jafﬁc nightmares and a rise in pollutlon to Midtown and the nelghborhood;
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to put a stadium in this
‘area does not help to win suppon for the Olympics. .

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
‘Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housmg and mixed uses that are in scale with the emstmg neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yoms . -
Name: ),Q/WLA, & @m
Address: 9‘-{(/ /

7746/ Ud/d
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Ch elsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall .

New York, NY 10007
Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed to 2 stadium on Manhattan’s West

A Side for any purpoées; It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think tlns part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods: o

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a ﬁse in pbilution t0 Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ‘

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly youis,
wame: fobotn o /L

Address: é-/(/_(.) ' /2, VS L//I;g_ Prq/t # [2 '/é/
’ %
ped Yok, AV 100 )
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

S P.0.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
- Date: /m/ 2H2 004

Mayor Michael Bloomberg

' City Hall B

‘New York, NY 10007 - -,
-'.Deax Méyor.Bloomberg,' : o

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on M'anhattén’s.West Side for any puipdSes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested horough.

- While some .peoplc ﬂunk this part of the West Side is “ripe for developmient,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. SEEIR

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a ise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods

~ of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' o L

~ Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up 'paying hﬁge" costs for a stadium. We simply canriot afford it. |
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. -

~ . Thank you for your consideraﬁon‘ in this matter.

Very truly yours, .

Nare: ﬁnd{%w %ﬁn@ér" o

address: 2 o gk 9% Shhee]

New York, WY Jooll




Chelsea Coalition on Housing

— 0. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
- Date:

" Mayor Michael Bloomberg

. City Hall .

New York, NY 10007
Dear Méy’bf.Blobﬁlberg,'- '

Iam sﬁrohgiy opposed to a stadium on Maixh_attén’ s West Side for any pﬁrpoSeS. Itis unécceptable
to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

- While some people'thir_xk this part of the West Side is “ripe for developmeplt,”,thé area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. .~ e : -

A stadium would bring traffic nightmareé and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neigllborhoods

- of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in-this -

area-does not help to win support for the Olympics. - S T - S

~ Inevitably, city-taxpaygrs will end up Apaying hﬁgé costs for a stadium. We simply canriot afford it.

Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

. housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. o

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

" Address: ,;'U’{,W./.{(a gf .
o aye (f o

Very truly

Name: .
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing |

——y

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

. Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable

to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some péople think this paﬁ of the West Side is “ripe for devdoprri‘:ep,‘c,fithe area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. :

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
‘of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
- area does not help to win support for the Olympics. B :

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the _exis’a'ng neighborhoods. -

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. |

Very truly yours, Cfé‘\ W

~ Name: //0)@ C/%?@??ZL .

Address: //? 9)0/\ W, 2@/’35
Ve, W-Y- ey
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Chelsea Coalition on Hous’ing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date: °

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
' City Hall

'New York, NY 10007
Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Si

| de for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely

developed and congested borough.

~ While some people think this part of the West Side 1s “ripe for develo

pment,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. ‘

_ A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood:
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up'payihg huge,'costs‘ for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours, | | <

Name: | Jg 442 j// Uhand |

Addres '.. 6[ . | [ '
D0 it 19" st

» | -G
Moy e, T
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fIﬁ_‘ Chelsea Coalition on Hdusing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

—

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg -
City Hall

New York, NY 10007

Dear MAYOI Bloomberg,

Tam stfongly opposed to a stadium‘on Manhattin’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major' spoxts stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

- While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development ”.the area 1s home to
many of your constituents who value their d1stmct1ve neighborhoods. :

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kltchen/Clmton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to put a stadium in this
area does not help to wm support for the Olympics.

Inewvitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the emstmg neighborhoods. .

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Name;

Address:

7 /00//147




‘Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.0. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date: “anch Aood”

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
" City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

1 am,suongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for anyv purposes. It is unacceptable
‘to place 2 major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. .

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper. West Side. Proposing to puta stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' : -

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end upbpaying huge cbsts fora stadiufn. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and othier funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. -

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Name ngx Melea—
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date: -

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed toa stadiﬁm on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ﬁpe for developmient,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. '

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhooc
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. '

Inevitably, city taxpayers wﬂl end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
‘housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

—— P.0O.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
, Date_: .

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall '
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. Itis unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested_borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side 1s “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. ' -

of Chelsea; Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. : '

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developng affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. '

Thank you fdr your con.sideration. mthls matter.
" Very truly yours,

Name: M /A/—

Addreés: 3',‘2//; WZ;{/ //C; ] :/:]é‘
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544 -

Date: NOJP/W\bér B/ 2005

* Mayor Michael BloomBerg
City Hall.
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

lam strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developmen,t ” the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their dlstmcnve neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring trafﬁc nightmares and a rise in pollution to l\/hdtown and the nelghborhood
‘of Chelsea, Hell’s Kltchen/Chnton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
‘area does not help to win support for the Olymplcs

Incwtably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We sunply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

* Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

‘Name:

Addrss /57 é@m ,Zf“
VW/&- /0(9/5/
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing
(212) 243-0544

——_ p.0.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N-Y. 10113
Date:
Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall _
New York, NY 10007
Dear Mé.yor Bloomberg,
s West Side for any purposes. Tt1s unacceptable

d to a stadium on Manhattén’
loped and congested borough.

City’s most intensely deve

1 am strongly oppose€
. to place a major Sports stadium in the

le think this part of the West
s who value their distinctive I

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a tise In pollution to Midt
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/ Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to puta
area does Dot help to win support for the Olympics. '

Side is “ripe for developmem,’_’,the area is home 10

While some peop
many of your constituent eighborhoods.
own and the neighborhood

stadium 1n thas

annot afford it

sts for a stadium. We simply ©
g affordable

ers will end up paying huge c0
uld be better spent on developin

funds spent on the stadium €O

Inevitably, city taxpay
in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Special taxes and other
housing and mixed uses that are

Thank you for your

Very truly yours,

Name: ﬂﬂﬁ %ﬂﬂv

address: 533 O /7{A St 3 L
i tpe V710

consideration in this matter.
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=| Chelsea Coalition on Housing

— P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg

City Hall . |

New vYork, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly oppoéed to a stadium on M'anhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

‘While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripé, for develoﬁI@EQt,’i,me area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. -

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution td Midtowﬁ and the neighborhoéd
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city tax‘p‘ayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

NmﬁWﬁw@o
Address: A3 -9A4re
N -y Ny oo




“Chelsea Coalition on Housing

=~ p.0.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall '
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed to 2 stadium on Manhaftén’s West Side for any purposes. Tt is unacceptable
to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developmept;f’:;ﬂle area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. s
A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put @ stadium in this
area does not help t0 win support for the Olympics. '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up payihg huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. .

Thank you for youf consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Name: Kaﬁf%’ ‘ ‘ S
Address: 557' %lsf S’IL @(FQL @>
C Kaw Yok, R 100 /

154




Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall '

New York, NY 10007
Dear Méyor- Bloomberg, |

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadlum in the City’s most intensely developed and conoested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
~ many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. - .

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housmg and mixed uses that are in scale with the emstmg neighborhoods.

. Thank you for your consideration i in this matter.
" Very truly yours,
Name:

'AddressM %L\«_ |
1 N VD S L Ny

/U~\7 '/_\/\/ [ M‘//'

i £
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing.

P.0O. Box 1164 O1d Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date: 8/2_ 3 /oa
Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall

New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloombérg,

1 am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’ s West Side for any purposes. Tt is unacceptable
to place 2 major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some péople think this paft of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. .

A stadium would bril,lg:trafﬁc nightmareé and a rise i pollution‘to ‘Midtown and the neighborhood:
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' )

Tnevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and othier funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. ' ‘

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

' Very truly yours,

Name: 'JJ\S CCW/@ / (C/\ |

Address: 25> WeST (§TFhST dKE MKc (00




Chelsea Coalition on HOUSing

P.O‘.i Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113-(212) 243-0544

" Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall ' _
New York, NY 10007
Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadiu’m on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the Wesf Side 1s “ﬁpe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. - :

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' ,

~ Inevitably, city taXpayersbwill end up pé,yin'g huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Name: MARI2 l_fJ/"/"l/S’A/

Address: 270 ~R7%
AV NY /00//
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

—_ P.0.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

~ Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall '
New York, NY 10007

Dear M&yor Bloomberg,

Tam strongly oppoSed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

“While some people think this part of the West Side 1s “ripe for development,”. the arca is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. L

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood:
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West gide. Proposing to put 2 stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. '

' Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
- Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

e fishents N5

Address: LflQ W\({S—}’t N%C/ 100//
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" Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.0. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall .
New York, NY 10007
Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

‘While some people thmk this pan of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their d15tmct1ve neighborhoods. =

A stadlum would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollunon to Midtown and the neighborhood:s
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kltchen/Clmton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olymp1cs

Inevitably, c1ty taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadmm We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housmg and mixed uses that are in scale with the exxstmg neighborhoods.

Thank you for your cons1derat10n in this matter. .

Very truly yours,

‘Name: Mga% |
dtrss 3;@ u/%;f%;@/
| C/ /\,/(7 /‘oo//
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" Chelsea Coalition on Housing

: P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Mich_aellBloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

I am strongly oppdsed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any' purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most mtensely dcveloped and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for develo_pme_n,t,’_’; the area is home O
many of your consﬁments who value their distinctive neighborhoods. .

A stadium ,would bring trafﬁb nighﬁnares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to puta stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' :

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed.uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. : '

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly youis,

~ Name: ©5 R F\Gh\f e o

s 312 W A& By et 2

Wen md\ \D@ \
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing
~ P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
- Date: | I50103 »

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall o
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood.

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this -
area does not help to win support for the Olympics,

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other fund i

S spent on the stadium could be better Spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Very truly yours, I )

o ;'7 Ly
Name: (*/a/v;‘ : terdd

E 287 M Yrske. /0003
C (7 |

s

Address: 22 C}/
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date: | [3© | 03

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to 2 stadium on Manh_att‘an’s'West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadiurh would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. '

Thank you for your consideration I this matter.

Very truly yours, 7

Name: %M%M 747/ 8&
Address: 3 /ﬂ
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing
P.0. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date: |- 30 - 03

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall o
New York, NY 10007

. Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am sfrongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some pebple think this part of the West Side is “ripe for deve'lopmen,t,ff..the' area is home to
many of your constituents who value their disﬁn¢tive neighborhoods. o

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and thé neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. - '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying ﬂuge costs for a Stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Very truly yours,
o
. ¥ ~
Name: CaRL @S 12 IAZ

. B4T W /é SREET— L0
Address: -’7} ,';w %7‘05?45 Cn—j‘ M. leot]
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4% Chelsea Coalition on Housing

: P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall ,
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

' I am strongly opposed to 2 stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for-any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part'of the West Side is “ripe for development,f’:,ﬂlé area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightmaies and a rise in ponuﬁon to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/ Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' ‘

Inévitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a.stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours

Name-

-

Address: 4/ 5)’ ' a/

ST e
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 2A43-0544
Date:

Mayor Michaél Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg, |

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes.' It is unacceptable
~ to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

e ‘wwwﬂw

Address:
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

g i P.0. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyo‘r Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely develpped e_md congested borough.

‘While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for develdpmep,{,fi,ﬂle

area 1s home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. ‘

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown aﬂd the neighborhood:

* of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. -

Inevitably, city taxpéyers will end up paying huge costs for a stadiuin. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your co‘nsideratioh in this matter.
~ Very truly yours, , :

Name: (j) SN w}\ B
Address: L . %
”D;»Q\’Y&\vé N e
NECN\ODR S b\\
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Chelsea Coahtlon on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Statlon, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for-any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the néighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposmg to put a stadium 1n this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. ‘

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

—

Y .
i . ‘
Name: KJO/V\DL\W

Address: )*{5? , Av@ |
| New- mﬂe,NV [OOH-
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| Chelsea Coalition on'H0usAing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

‘While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for develqpment,f’;,ﬂle area 1s home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. ’

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' ‘

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,
Name: £}//[/Son D%
~ Address: 7. . , %7—

2FY T cast 5ﬁ( S #e
New BrE, /W/ 027
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
/] | |

Date: “;/)'\ an ¢ L 200¢

Mayor Michael Bloomberg

City Hall
New YQrk, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for developme_nt,_”fthe area 1s home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. o

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yburs, , N |

Name: D Catore

Address: 59 (0. 37Th \_X‘YZ"I H# < N
Jpeo Vo 1, NY /oo i/
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2253 Chelsea Coalition on Housing

' P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date.

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
. City Hall _
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’ s West gide for any purposes. It 1s unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. . .

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhbods

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ’ ‘

Inevitably, city taxpa‘jers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,
Name: ;l;(% ’(L . —i) o

Address: | 4o - A

MYC NY
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Chelsea Coahtlon on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall -
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It 1s unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

Whiie some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. '

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford_ 1t.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Address:

4*“‘ w%\\
0|

aReng
st”%
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Chelsea Coalition on HOusihg

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
pate: November 13, 2003

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. *

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this

area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge ¢
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium ¢
housing and mixed uses that are in sc

osts for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
ould be better spent on developing affordable
ale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration n this matter.
Very truly yours, : '
Name: st Gi .\C"':i OI

Addfess:

Ja2 w.gnd & Apt.GF
NY, MY 1potl




,jﬁ@ . s Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg

City Hall '

New York, NY 10007
Dear Mayor Bioomberg,' o

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Marhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
 to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

‘While some people think this part of the West Side 1s “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. :

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pvollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the.Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. -

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying hugé costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. :

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours, ' '
Name: /{ [ HRIO ﬁﬁ/ﬂ &~

Address: ’7‘;4@/- W XG J'/ .-
Ny v .
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

S " 5 0. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg, |

I am strongly opposed‘to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable

to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

‘While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. ‘

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge co

‘Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

sts for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Name.:/./ék .

Address: 275 W21 (s

RN
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall ’
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposeé. 1t is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

* While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
 area does not help to win support for the Olympics. .

Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Inevitably, cityr taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford 1t

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours, ‘

Name: cy/ ?W

Address: 354 W'. 7757/#24@
Mg pg ool
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=| Chelsea Coalition on Housing

42— P.0O.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date: ?/) g'/o 3

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed to & stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any p

urposes. It 18 unacceptable
to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this parf of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. '

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a sta

dium. We simply cannot afford'it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

NMﬁﬁ%)é%me/

Address:v |
90 | CroTm A Pojc. Aeftv
buori, 1 19457




Chelsea Coalition on Housing

—  _ P.0.Box 1164 0ld Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg

City Hall

New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed to 2 stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. "

A stadium would bring traffic ightmares and 2 rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/ Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put 2 stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up payihg huge costs for a stad

jum. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours, a@é{ '
Néme: ﬁ ﬂ MC ’

L, c loo/
Address: 22 A {é S /V7 °f/
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.0.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date: CZL/Z, '74/ 03
Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall

New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. Itis unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up ﬁaying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford I
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Name: f@o@(@m%ﬂ#ﬁl |

Address: vy WLt 2@% SW)' AﬂTZ/U//l/7/U% o
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

x __—— P.0.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg |
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly oppoéed to a stadium on Manhattén’ s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

‘While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. '

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. .

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge COSts for a stadium. W

e simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours, '
Name: 6 ‘ ) S C ),\,waaj?

* Address: | 5 Yz w. f S S'}"

NFc M;f 160 1




Chelsea Coalition on Housing

—__— P.0.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y; 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed to 2 stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. -

A stadium would bring traffic nightméres and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stad

jum. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable

housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.
Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Very truly yours,

Name: AQU’Q A\ QUQ/T\-eV’D. By | \
Address: 22— L/Q)(‘/;(r Z ‘57 5’7‘}-@(’76 l' 5D

s ok, Y 10211
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing
P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date: lywa\bh 2013@05

Mayér Michael Bloomberg
City Hall _
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

Tam stron'gly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for dévelopmen_t,”,the area 1s home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood:
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly Yours,
e: A - )
Address: :

ST~ £ E/Qf HME an/f
740, NYL Ry 2C
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=A== Chelsea Coalition on Housing
P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date: 3 /2_o /63

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

Tam stroneg opposed to a stadium on Mahhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

‘While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. '

A stadium would bring traffic ﬁightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this -
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. '

Tnevitably, ’city‘ taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

| Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

e e >

Very truly your

QUIS;-
S

~ Name: Q-M—:—i’
Address: %j?/ ’J. )Zy/ff'/ /%
B /y/g S0/ -
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Chelsea Coalition on ‘Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

Iam strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium i in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development .the area is home to
many of your constituents who value thelr distinctive ne1ghborhoods

‘A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhooc
~of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford i
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,
Name: A
Address: 44—6 w. 192 »

2 e 10017
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

——— P.O.Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date: 2. / |3 /03
Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall

New York, NY 10007
Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

Iam strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattém’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable

to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ’ '

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Address: ) /Z‘//)/W /ﬂ/\’/(/
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date: & [ 13 /03
Maydr Michael Bloombefg

City Hall
' New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most mtensely developed and congested borough.

‘While some people think this part of the West Slde is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
~ many of your constituents who value their d1st1nct1ve neighborhoods. :

A stadium would bring traffic mghfmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

o Inéwitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it

Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Very truly yours

Address:

> 7024
| V@@DS)D@W 1%7)
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

{ _ A
A p.0.Box 1164 0ld Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 212) 243-0544
Date:
Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall , '
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg, .

" 1 am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. Itis unacceptable
to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While so’rhe people think thls part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. ' '

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhdod
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/ Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to puta st_adiuni in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. :

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford 1
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent o1 developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for yoﬁr consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours’\ . . \7 ‘I 4;-—67 o\a te ” :e/ ‘/)2 (W
VA :

Name: - . .
e mﬁ/‘s V[@C}wu) Sf?(mam
Address: |

3044/ . a0 1 ‘/U/c/»_v/ﬁa// ar




Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall '
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. ' '

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution"to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this.
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' .

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford i
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Very truly yours,
Name: A/O_Q'/(,f/\,

Addresss /o7 VWO 294 s 7 DY S A bt /

187




Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.O. Box 1164 Ol1d Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544

Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall , :
New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed‘ to a stadium on Manhattén’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable

to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

~ ‘While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. -

A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this

~ area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford 1f
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours

e .

Address: Qg}ﬁ 4 [hﬂﬂf
(3¢ Ocean

%@7
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Chelsea Coalition on Housing

‘ P.O. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date: J ﬁW\UO”'a_ 20, 2003 -

Mayor Michael Bloomberg

City Hall

New York, NY 10007

Dear Mayor Bloombérg,

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
‘to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

While some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”. the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods. L

- A stadium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in bollution to Midtown and the neighborhood

of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods. '

- Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Name: d‘{mb ('(\up\@\-\c.,\

Address: LS [ Jeat (C’(W Sk . B |c

e éu\_\.c.

MM ool

" N




Chelsea Coalition on Housing

P.0. Box 1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544
Date:

Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall '
New York, NY 10007

Dear Méyor Bloomberg,

1 am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattéﬁ’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
- to place a major Sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

_ While some people think this part of the West Side 1s “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their d_istinctive neighborhoods. e :

A stadium would bﬁng traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhood
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this

area does not help to win support for the Olympics.

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We siioply cannot afford it
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Very truly yours, /4 Ao T/W -
Name: Mg fon " LonK U
ass 365 Welk 25HA
, o . 0
N e




UE mle g Chelsea Coalition on Housing

— P.O. Box.1164 Old Chelsea Station, New York, N.Y. 10113 (212) 243-0544 |

Date:
Mayor Michael Bloomberg
City Hall

New York, NY 10007
Dear Mayor Bloomberg, S

I am strongly opposed to a stadium on Manhattan’s West Side for any purposes. It is unacceptable
to place a major sports stadium in the City’s most intensely developed and congested borough.

Whilé some people think this part of the West Side is “ripe for development,”.the area is home to
many of your constituents who value their distinctive neighborhoods.

A stédium would bring traffic nightmares and a rise in pollution to Midtown and the neighborhoods
of Chelsea, Hell’s Kitchen/Clinton, and the Upper West Side. Proposing to put a stadium in this
area does not help to win support for the Olympics. ' ’

Inevitably, city taxpayers will end up paying huge costs for a stadium. We simply cannot afford it.
Special taxes and other funds spent on the stadium could be better spent on developing affordable
housing and mixed uses that are in scale with the existing neighborhoods.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours, .

Neme: Sl e Jecobs _
gt e

Address: A QO G A a0
‘)\}Ylg_, (N 00| o
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Friends of

311 West 43™ St, Ste 300 .

New York, NY 10036

Tel: (212) 757-0981
Fax: (212) 757-0985

www.fohrp.org |
info@fohrp.org

Co-Chairs:
Douglas Durst
Ross Graham

Treasurer:
- Ben Korman

Secretary:
William J. Zwart
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Richard Dadey

Mark Davidoff

John Dosweil

Tom Fox
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Vingent M. McGowan

Stephen M. Ross
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Douglas-E. Sarini
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David A. Tewksbury
Tim Tompkins
Robert S. Trentlyon
Chase B. Welles

President:
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Administrator:
Phillip Baumgartner

Hudson River Park

September 30, 2004
NYC City Planning Commission
22 Reade Street, 4E
New York, NY 10007

Attn: Robert Dobruskin, AICP

Re: Comments on Hudson Yards DGEIS

Dear Sirs/Madams:

Friends of the Hudson River Park has reviewed the Draft Generic Environ-
mental Impact Statement relating to the Midtown West/Hudson Yards proposal and
respectfully submits the following comments on it. All of our comments relate to
the impact of the proposal on Hudson River Park.

1 - Competition for funding - The original plans the Hudson River Park anticipated
that funding for Hudson River Park would be generated by the appreciation of
inboard real estate values and a special tax district on the inboard. Projections of the
revenues this district would generate ranged from $80 million to $100 million. The
Hudson Yards proposal envisions its own tax district, a significant part of which
would overlay the contemplated Hudson River Park special district, but none of the
revenues from the Midtown West District would go to the Park, rather being used to
help pay for the new Sports and Convention Facility and other improvements fore-
seen in the Hudson Yards proposal. This will have the consequence of delaying
completion of Hudson River Park, possibly by many years, denying the public the
benefits of the Park for that period. Moreover, to the extent other public funds that
might otherwise have gone to Hudson River Park are diverted to construct the Sports
and Convention facility, the public will again suffer from the delay in completing, or
possibly the loss of, the Park. Finally, operating revenues to support the Park that
might have come from the Park special tax district will also be lost.

2 —Increased traffic on Route 9A and in the Park. With the expanded use of the
proposed Sports and Convention Facility for convention activities, concerts and
other public events, there will obviously be increased traffic on Route 9A at the time
of these events. This will impact the Park, especially in the evenings and on the
weekends when the Park is most heavily used. There will also be increased
pedestrian traffic in the Park as well. The DGEIS includes a complex analysis of

traffic impacts, but the consequences to the Park are not detailed. We think they
could be significant.

3 - Competition for space on the esplanade. The proposal appears to narrow the
Park in front of the new Stadium to a width of 30 feet, which raises concerns about

"~~~ bicycle/pedestrian interaction in such a narrow space.
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City Planning Commission 2 September 30, 2004

4 - The usability of the berm to the west of the Sports and Convention Facility. If the
most recent design of the Sports and Convention facility is followed, it appears that the
berm to west of the facility will be quite steep, making it difficult to grow plant material,
increasing erosion and decreasing its usability. If the berm proves to be more decorative

than useable, a taking of parkland could be involved, particularly because the Park is very
narrow in this area. '

5 - Impact of new structures in the water. The DEIS does not address the impacts of new
structures in the Hudson River that may be built in conjunction with the Hudson Yards
rezoning and redevelopment. This is presumably because no such structures are being
proposed at this time. Yet earlier plans for the Sports & Convention Center did include
_new piers, and it therefore seems likely that they will st be a part of the future
redevelopment. Indeed, they may be essential to moderate traffic impacts to acceptable
levels and should, at the least, be viewed as a mitigating measure with respect to traffic
impacts. This would seem to require the analysis of the impacts of such new structures
on the Hudson River habitat as an essential part of the Hudson Yards proposal.

6 — Impact of waterborne transportation on the Park. It is not clear whether waterborne
transportation to the Stadium will be operated from the new pier that has appeared on a
number of documents or from the new Midtown West Ferry Terminal at West 39th
Street. If waterborne transport to the Stadium is via the new West 39" Street Terminal
there could be significant impacts from pedestrian traffic in this portion of Park before
and after games and other events scheduled for the Stadium which will be on Weekends
and in the evening. This will be exacerbated by the removal of West 39™ Street (see # 9).

7 - Consistency between the environmental impact statements for the proposed project
and that of the Park. A number of elements of the proposed redevelopment plan, such as
the pier, berm and West 34 Street stairway, do not appear in the Hudson River Park
Environmental Impact Statement and may require a supplemental EIS for the Park.

8 - Impact of the pedestrian connection across 34th St. The proposed plan includes a
stairway connecting the elevated West 34th St. platform with the Hudson River Park. It
appears as if this will require the taking of parkland. In addition, it appears that West 34
Street will be the primary access to the Hudson River Park for the tens of thousands of
the office workers and residents who will live in the commercial and residential develop-
ment anticipated with the Hudson Yards expansion. Perhaps we have missed it in the
DEIS, but we do not find analysis of these impacts on the Park.

9 - Removal of West 39th St. access and view corridor. The proposed expansion of the
Javits Convention Center, combined with the Sports & Convention Facility if it is built,
will create a largely unbroken wall along the River and the Park from 30% to 42 Streets.
This will have a significant effect on the Park, both in terms of those using it and those
trying to access it. If the Convention Center were instead to expand southward, westward
or eastward, the adverse impacts could be reduced. '
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City Planning Commission 3 September 30, 2004

10 - Ambiguity about the proposal for Pier 76. The Hudson Yards expansion plans all

include something on Pier 76 yet there are no details regarding this use and its potential
impact on the Park.

The proposal to redevelop Manhattan’s far West Side is called “Hudson Yards.”
Friends of the Hudson River Park wants to be sure that the redevelopment plan respects
the Hudson River for which it is named and helps to capture this once-in-a-lifetime
opportunity to create a truly magnificent Hudson River Park that will be a legacy for all
New Yorkers. This can only be assured if decision makers have before them the full
consequences of proposed actions, both positive and negative. The EIS is one of the key
documents in assuring the requisite understanding and consideration. We are not
persuaded that the DEIS fulfills this function adequately with respect to Hudson River
Park. We hope our comments will help.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Albert K. Butzel Z
President
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Glenn S. Pasanen, Ph.D.
377 Rector Place, #12i

. New York, NY 10280
QOctober 3, 2004

New York City Planning Commission

. 22 Reade Street, 4E

New York, NY 10007 RE: Hudson Yards DGEIS
Attn: Robert Dobruskin, AICP

|

u’t:”:f““ An

Dear City Planning Commission:

A Tpyg -
L TV

[$5e
L3

I would like to register my profound opposition to the Hudson Yards Draft Generic . -
Environmental Impact Statement (DGEIS). Most importantly, the city of New Yerkso o
Hudson Yards proposal is full of unacknowledged fiscal dangers. The DGEIS fails to <
consider these dangers by ignoring the fragile economic assumptions of the city’s plan

and therefore encouraging the city’s shaky capital commitment.

The city’s west side financing plan for the Hudson Yards, #7-line subway extension,
Javits Center expansion, and Jets stadium is really a series of segmented, undemocratic,
and unsound actions designed to minimize public comment, disguise the shakiness of
revenue assumptions, and obfuscate state and city accountability.

The financing relies on the use of several public-benefit corporations (or public
authorities), including the Battery Park City Authority, the Javits Center Convention
Center, and the proposed Hudson Yards Infrastructure Corporation. All of these entities,
controlled by Governor George Pataki and/or Mayor Michael Bloomberg, work outside-
normal democratic processes. The mayor and governor don’t want public participation.

'The New York City Independent Budget Office, in its recent “West Side Financing’s
Complex, $1.3 billion Story” (http://www.ibo.nyc.ny.us/), has shown how unnecessarily
expensive the city’s current financing plan for the Hudson Yards project is. In my own
writing (http:/ oothamgazette.com/article/finance/20040915/8/1112) T have summarized
that IBO study and other problematic aspects of the mayor’s west side financing plan.

The Metropolitan Transportation Authority has, like the city of New York, long-term
fiscal problems that demand close analysis of any new commitments. For the MTA to
assume the city will be able to take on the (probably low-balled estimate of) $2.1 billion
costs of the #7 subway extension only ignores and endangers other priorities, such as the
Second Avenue subway and maintaining the city’s subway fare.

I urge you and the mayor to re-consider the Hudson Yards proposal as currently designed
and financed. : '

Sincerely,

)d»)}.?wv
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HELL'S KITCHEN LS 2
NEIGHBORHOOD I
\(ASSOCIATION J TR ntm
Robert Dobruskin _;9 @
Director EARD, NYCDCP =
City Planning Commission
22 Reade Street, Room 4E
New York, NY 10007
October 1, 2004

Re: EIS comments- Hudson Yards Plan

Dear Sir,

Most people think of the Far West Side as empty: indeed the last time Mr Bloomberg came to -
the neighborhood for the republican convention, the avenues were closed and there were 5
officers at each intersection on 9th avenue (at an enormous cost to the city) ! '

‘Hudson Yards is unique in the city because of the massive impact of the Lincoln Tunnel traffic,
the bus terminal and the concentration of delivery companies on the Traffic situation

Today The Lincoln tunnel processes at peak hour 6000 cars and 700 buses. It has no spare
capacity. We experience every day massive back ups honking and understaffed intersections:
In fact 42 and 9 is the most dangerous intersection in Manhattan for pedestrians and cyclists
and the nearby Holy-Cross school is the most dangerous for children going to school in

Manhattan.

The DEIS agrees that today, there are extreme levels of congeéﬁon at both morning and
evening rush hours. They identified 48 intersections as overly congested and 38 intersections in
the middle of the day. This is the equivalent of 15 blocks on 3 avenues. ’

¢ Today the situation is in fact much worse. The DEIS has not taken recent changes in account
like the concentration of long trucks rerouted from the Holland tunnel, the closing of streets for.
security and the change in flow toward the Lincoln tunnel, all having a very negative effect. .

With the proposed plan The DEIS predicts that the proposed office development will create

unconceivable levels of congestion _ .
“Up to 135 intersections would have significant adverse impacts through out the day” This _

is equivalent to 35 blocks over 4 avenues “
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e “Every smgle parking space on the West Slde of Midtown will be filled on an average
workday “

And this is before even considering a stadum ..

With the plan in fact the situation will be much worse because the DEIS is making a series of
factual errors:

« DEIS assumes that thousands of New J ersey workers will come into Penn Station via rail.

However NJ TRANSIT ’s own projections show the rail system full by 2009. So the DEIS has
faulty information. Commuters will have to come by cars.

e The DEIS ignores the largest cause of traffic in our naghborhood the Lincoln Tunnel and the
Port authority bus terminal . The DEIS assumes that there will be no back ups from increased
traffic in the Lincoln tunnel! The Lincoln tunnel has no spare capac:lty today and there is already
a minimum of 10 blocks back up everyday! The DEIS failed to take in account the impact of the
largest cause of traffic in our neighborhood. There will be massive back ups

The DEIS assumes that one clogged intersection with 5 minutes delay has no effect on the next!
(What is called a cumulative analysis) The DEIS methodology is erroneous and gravely distorts
its conclusions: it has not analyzed the back up effect that 138 severely impacted intersections
will have on the adjacent intersections! This plan will result in gridlocks much worse than

represented. Our own analysis predicts a complete gridlock everyday form 14™ street to 70
street from 12 to 5™ avenue

And this is again before we consider a stadium.

However the DEIS tell you not to worry: we can mitigate!
Our neighborhood committee has been talking to DOT and the port amhonty for over a year

and they are unable to mitigate today, understaffed and without budget and the volume 1 is
simply too much.

We beg you to reject the proposed office density which will compete with Lower

Manhattin development, generate massive gridlocks everyday in Manhattan and will
adversely impact all businesses throughout the city.

. And as far as a stadium —

AT a recent show at the Javits Center, with an attendance comparable to the events considered
for the stadmm, the nexghborhood experienced a gridlock from 11 in the moming to 11 at
night. From 37% street to 65™ street, spread over five avenues.

It was taking 2 hours to go from Central park to 37 street, a 22 blocks dnve

The next day, the head of the local fire station on 38 street indicated that he had called his

headquarters and notified that he was trapped in gridiock and could not attend to any
emergency!
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How many traffic controllers will it take to manage such a disaster more that 100 times a year,

in overtime ... and how much wills it cost? These cost are certainly not included in the city
business plan. ‘ ‘

As we say in New York. Fuggetaboutit!

We beg you again to reject this plan as proposed and take the time to consider the
financially sensible alternative plans which have been proposed with the good of the
larger community, the business and all of the new Yorkers in mind.

Respectfully, :
Christine Berthet |

HKNA- Treasurer and Co Chair of the traffic Committee
Resident of Hell’s Kitchen for 25 years
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For Immediate release — July 2004

CITY’S PLAN TO ADD 7500 CARS AT PEAK COMMUTE TIME
IN HELL’S KITCHEN SOUTH/ LINCOLN TUNNEL ENTRANCE,

Holy Cross School (43™ Street between 8® and 9 Avenues) is identified in DOT’s
‘Walk to SchooP’ initiative as the worst school in Manhattan. Already in 2001 this
intersection was the most dangerous in the city for pedestrians and bicycles. Yet, in
the last six months the traffic on 9* Avenue, Hell’s Kitchen’s major artery, has gotten
steadily, dangerously worse — with little relief in sight. A large concentration of long
trucks and buses contributes to trap emergency vehicles in gridlock.

Hell’s Kitchen South includes the proposed Jets football stadium, and the increased office
_ density of NYC’s Hudson Yards Plan. The city’s plan proposes to add 7500 vehicles at
afternoon peak commute hour to the area. This on the top today’s backup from the

Lincoln Tunnel, which negatively impacts this neighborhood and its pedestrians and the
adjacent Garment District 24/7,

Kathleen Treat, Chair of HKNA, states that; “By the City’s own admission (in its current -
EIS) Hell’s Kitchen suffers from an enormous over burdening of traffic, from buses,
trucks, commuters: Diesel exhaust (carcinogenic) levels exceed the EPA maximum. The
EIS states that noise here is much worse than anywhere else in the city.

We are appalled that, with this knowledge, the City contemplates an overwhelming
increase in office/single car commuter density here. The Lincoln Tunnel already
operates at maximum capacity.” According to the EIS, ten intersections in the Garment
District will be severely impacted, and the entire island will be adversely affected by

increased commuter traffic on Second and Third Avenues, Park Avenue, the Queensboro
Bridge and cross-town arteries. '

'New York State Senator Tom Duane said, “We’ve been attempting to solve traffic and
air quality problems in the area, with its completely unique infrastructure needs and
challenges, for years now. New traffic routes must be implemented and serious, detailed

mitigation strategies must be explored before a single additional vehicle is brought to this
neighborhood.”

The EIS indicates that City’s mitigation proposals have not been thoroughly studied.

HKNA urges the City to implement the following measures: IMMEDIATELY
relieve 9 Avenue Lincoln Tunnel traffic by sending commuters to less populated 1 "
Avenue; AND before office construction begins build a PATH to bring the 50% of

Northern and Western New Jersey commuters who use their cars because they do not |
have rail access to the city
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The Hell’s Kitchen Neighborhood Association (HKNA) is a community organization
formed ten years ago to advocate for its citizens and businesses. HKNA has developed an
alternative plan to the City’s Hudson Yards Plan.

cc: 34™ Street BID, Garment Center BID, Transportation Alternatives, Rep. Jerrold
Nadler, NYS Senator Charles Schumer, NYS Senator Hilary Clinton, NYC Assembly
Members Richard Gottfried and Scott Stringer, Manhattan Borough President C. Virginia
Fields, City Council President Gifford Miller, City Council Member Christine Quinn,

DOT Commissioner Irish Weinschel, PA President Charles Gargano, Walter Mankoff,
'Chair, CB4 v
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