
Community Board 7/Manhattan 

FULL BOARD MEETING MINUTES 
Mark Diller, Chair 
June 2, 2020 at 6:30pm  
 
Community Board 7/Manhattan’s Full Board met on Tuesday, June 2, 2020, via Zoom. Chair Mark Diller called the meeting 
to order at 6:33 pm after the Secretary confirmed the existence of a quorum.  
 
Mark: Let’s take a moment of silence to observe the solemnity of this moment in history and to recognize the losses we’ve 
faced as a community and nation at this time. 
 

Business Session: 
Health & Human Services Committee Catherine DeLazzero and Sheldon Fine, Co-Chairpersons 
1. The horrific murder of George Floyd 

● Robert: The timeliness of this is critical. There is an element in policing that is very dark, but there is an element 
in the police that we have to connect with. To have the top commander and his fellow officers take a knee is a 
great risk for them, and we should support them and the immediate commands we work with, the 20th and 24th 
precinct. It’s important that we make clear that we see them. 

● Ethel: Why do you state that the US AG should engage the indictment? The responsibility is with the state. 
● Shelly: Local officials are responsible, but this requires FBI investigation and US AG involvement to ensure 

something is done. This is a crisis of racism that’s national, pervasive, and dangerous. 
● Ethel: I think if you’re doing this, you should at least say that the state has its process, and they should be going 

through it expeditiously, and not just mention the Federal Government and Attorney General Barr. 
● Richard: I agree with Ethel to the extent that we don’t want to eliminate reference to local prosecutors. The 

second issue I have is that I’ve heard reports that there have been police that have not behaved well. We should 
call upon the police department to look into the incidents where police have overstepped during protests 

● Robert: We already include this later in the resolution. 
● Ethel: I believe the point I made earlier needs to be addressed. I also think we should at least mention police 

misconduct. 
● Mark: Why don’t we amend the first Therefore be it Resolved to include “We call upon the Attorney General of 

the State of Minnesota” in addition to the Attorney General of the United States 
● Louisa: I agree with Ethel, and I think we have to separate out the Attorney Generals.  
● Catherine: William Barr is conducting an investigation on this as well, so he does have an active role in this case. 

We shouldn’t make any claims assuming the majority or minority of officers behave in one way or another. I 
think the reference to the Federal and State investigations are appropriate, but we shouldn’t make claims about 
numbers. 

● Roberta: I agree with the changes and think we should move on. 
● Christian: I think this is devolving into a bit of chaos. We should all know how to use the raise hand function on 

Zoom. 
● Bev: I think it’s a strong resolution. I have a friendly amendment. I was wondering whether it would be a good 

thing to add support to the repeal of 50a of the Civil Rights Act, which keeps the personnel records of police 
officers confidential without their permission. I know the Governor and state legislatures are discussing this and 
maybe the Community Board can have input. 

● Mark: My view is we can discuss this at a future committee meeting at HHS, for example. 
● Robert: We don’t want to encumber the language of the resolution. In committee, we can revisit 50a and draft 

another resolution. 
● Polly: I want to commend the members of the committee for an excellent resolution. It is my position that the 

resolution as written is complete. I don’t think this should be lengthy, because we want to get the message 
across. I’ve always felt like the UWS is a place where everyone felt welcome regardless of background. I think a 
message needs to be put out by the Board that we support legislation being put out by the state to protect 
people being falsely accused like what happened in Central Park. I hope we address this as a Board. 
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● Jay: There’s a concurrent jurisdiction in these things, murder is a local crime, and violations of civil rights are 
where the US Attorney General comes in. It is appropriate to mention both. We should add a few words to the 
paragraph where we applaud the police to also applaud the protesters behaving peacefully. 

● Shelly: Accepted. 
● Rich: I think calling on the Minnesota or US AG is symbolic, so we shouldn’t spend time on it. We should spend 

time on things impacting NYC. We should call on the Mayor and the police to de-escalate the violence. 
● Shelly: It’s important but I’m not sure if we should put it in this resolution. 
● Catherine: I agree. 
● Page: I take a very different view than writing a resolution. A resolution is governmental and business-like. It 

sends the wrong tone and format. We don’t have the power or anything. I think it should be a letter. I would 
prefer that this letter be softer, trying to give condolences to the family, and say that change is needed, and say 
that CB7 wants to stand up and be a part of the change.  a revolution is fine, but it doesn’t hold the personal 
touch of how this has impacted everyone. I also think everyone should sign this letter. 

● Erana: I would first like to say how honored I am to be on the Board. Going back to Louisa’s comment. Maybe 
we move the US AG to one paragraph so the justice department investigation and Minneapolis AG are 
separated. 

● Shelly: I think we can break it up into two pieces. 
● Doug: I keep thinking about the words of Dr. King. I would like us to emphasize that all non-violent protests 

should be supported and all violence should be condemned. 
● Shelly: We will call on the AG of Minnesota to expedite the process and for the justice department to pursue 

civil rights violations. We should also condemn violent protests and support peaceful protesters. 
● Catherine: My vote would be to just stay focused on police brutality and not address the issue of the protests. 
● Audrey: From what I’ve read the protesters have not been violent. I think it’s insulting if we mention our 

opposition to violence in the midst of this resolution.3 
● Robert: I agree with Catherine. The resolution is tight and to the point. Audrey is correct. 
● Lolita: Can we send this to all the Community Boards to have them sign as well. I think that would send a stronger 

message. 
● Andrew Rigie: I suggest we change the word in the last two paragraphs from citizens to people? 
● Shelly: I agree. 
● Jay: I suggested applauding the protesters’ acting civilly and peacefully, and I stand by that. 
● Shelly: I don’t think we should be dealing with the protesters’ issues. They take away from the focus of this 

resolution. 
● Robert: I want to reiterate my position to keep it tight. I don’t think we need to look for anybody to sign onto 

our resolution. I’m not in favor of sending this to other Boards. It would look stronger if we had many different 
resolutions. 

● Shelly: We don’t need to decide that tonight, it’s not a part of our resolution. 
● The resolution was adopted with friendly amendments. The vote was taken using the virtual "raise hand" feature 

of the Zoom platform. In addition, the following votes were duly recorded by those whom the Zoom platform 
did not offer the "raise hand" feature. 

VOTE: 47-0-0-0 
○ Richard Asche, Yes 
○ Mark Diller, Yes 
○ Audrey Isaacs, Yes 
○ Rich Robins, Yes 
○ Doug Kleiman, Yes 
○ Paul Fischer, Yes 
○ Shelly Fine, Yes 
○ Catherine DeLazzero, Yes 
○ Seema Reddy, Yes 
○ Ethel Sheffer, Yes 
○ Polly Spain, Yes 



 

Community Board 7/ Manhattan 

○ Madge Rosenberg, Yes 
○ Peter Samton, Yes 

 
Business & Consumer Issues Committee, Linda Alexander and Christian Cordova, Co-Chairpersons 
Joint with the Steering Committee, Mark Diller, Chair 
2. The potential use of various outdoor spaces by restaurants and other small businesses during the recovery from 
the Covid-19 Crisis. 

● Madelyn: I want to let everyone know that another part of the community that will be affected as well when 
restaurants re-open. Many people are out of work and are hungry and can’t pay rent, and will be bitter that 
people can go out and enjoy restaurants. People in the committee went from low income to no income. When 
you vote for this resolution, you should consider having a conversation about the crime that will happen. I don’t 
want to see the killing of more innocent African Americans. I would like to see an emergency town hall meeting 
on race and economics to find peace in our communities. 

● Mark: Council members have introduced legislation related to our resolution. The Speaker has put in motion 
some of the things our resolution addresses. 

● Andrew: Madelyn, I want to thank you for your comment. I’m a strong believer that so many of our small 
businesses are closed, and the longer it takes for them to re-open, the prospect of them reopening gets dimmer 
and dimmer, as does the chance of workers coming back. If we can bring back some life to our streets, I think 
we’re better off, I hope, then if we don’t. Clearly the points that you brought up are extremely valid. Anything I 
can do personally, as a friend, as a Board member, and in my professional capacity, please let me know. 

● Madelyn: I’m worried that we (NYCHA tenants on the UWS) will get blamed when people get hurt and stealing 
happens. 

● Madge: Is there any way to tie a jobs program in with this. Something very local? 
● Linda: It’s up to the individual owners. 
● Madelyn: This is going to be a time bomb. You have to be creative and get these young kids training and jobs. 
● Sheldon: SYEP has been cut out or cut back, and the city government has to be more creative in adopting 

opportunities to occupy teens and youth.  
● Ira: Madelyn is actually addressing another resolution that’s in the YEL committee. I think we need to keep that 

in mind for the upcoming resolution. 
● Christian: I want to keep us focused on the role of business and restaurants in the economic development of 

this city. If these businesses close, it’s going to be a slow economic recovery for this city. 
● Mark: I want to emphasize what Christian already said. Madelyn’s point about economic justice is incredibly 

important, but is, to a certain extent, beyond the scope of this resolution. There needs to be a broader discussion 
about this. I would urge us to pass this resolution but not to lose the thread that Madelyn and others have 
raised. 

● Ethel: I just want to support this resolution. I thought it was one of the most important discussions in the 
Community Board in a long time. I would support voting on this and deal with Madelyn’s important points after 
this. 

● Peter Arndsten: I would like to note the two young men who lost their lives on 100 and Amsterdam last 
Thursday. Part of what I would like to see with this is a concentration on the vehicle speeds which are now 
building considerably on the avenues and side streets. We need to get that somewhat under control if we’re 
going to have a pedestrian city. Thank you for all your work on this. 

● Catherine: What has been the focus of health concerns related to the re-opening of restaurants. 
● Andrew: There would be specific guidelines including space between tables and chairs, PPE, etc. It is my 

understanding from health experts that being in open-air outdoor spaces is safer than being in indoor spaces.  
● The resolution was adopted unanimously. The vote was taken using a roll call. 

○ VOTE: 46-0-0-0 
 
Business & Consumer Issues Committee, Linda Alexander and Christian Cordova, Co-Chairpersons 
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3. 359 Columbus Avenue (West 77th Street.) New application #2380-2020-ASWC to the Department of Consumer 
Affairs by 8th Hill, Inc., d/b/a 8th Hill Restaurant, for a four-year consent to operate an unenclosed sidewalk café with 18 
tables and 54 seats. 

● The resolution to approve was adopted. The vote was taken using a roll call. 
○ VOTE: 42-0-2-0 

 
Preservation Committee, K Karpen and Michele Parker, Co-Chairpersons 
4. 424 West End Avenue (West 81st Street.) Application to the Landmarks Preservation Commission for window 
replacement. 

● Peter: I think it’s one of the ugliest buildings on the West side. I don’t know why it’s a part of the historic district, 
so let’s get on with it. 

● Mark: I agree. Sliding windows are in no way historic to our neighborhood. 
● The resolution to approve was adopted. The vote was taken using the virtual "raise hand" feature of the Zoom 

platform. In addition, the following votes were duly recorded by those whom the Zoom platform did not offer 
the "raise hand" feature. 

VOTE: 43-0-0-0 
○ Audrey Isaacs, Yes 
○ Peter Samton, Yes 
○ Mark Diller, Yes 
○ Ethel Sheffer, Yes 
○ Shelly Fine, Yes 
○ Joshua Cohen, Yes 
○ Natasha Kazmi, Yes 

 
Directed by the City Charter mandate that Community Boards review matters prior to consideration by the Landmarks 
Preservation Commission, the Preservation Committee reviews the “appropriateness” of proposed changes to individually 
designated landmarks as well as to properties listed within the Upper West Side’s Historic Districts. 
 
Transportation Committee, Meg Schmitt and Howard Yaruss, Co-Chairpersons,  
Joint with the Parks & Environment Committee, Elizabeth Caputo and Klari Neuwelt, Co-Chairpersons. 
5. Enforcement in Central Park. 

● Klari: This was made a joint item with the Transportation Committee last month and there was spirited 
discussion. 

● Elizabeth: The basic logic behind this resolution was for there to be enforcement in general in Central Park. 
● Klari: The Central Park Precinct officers enforce laws on the drive, and the PEP officers are a sub-agency of the 

Parks department, and they enforce the laws other than on the drives. Regular private vehicle traffic has been 
banned permanently from Central Park. In the last couple of years, the signals in traffic lights of Central Park 
have changed away from being manual. At our June 15th P&E meeting, joined with Transportation, we will be 
talking about these issues and what the options are for changing the way signals work. 

● Barbara: This issue arose because there are so many people now using the park. When I brought this issue to 
Transportation, it was meant as a pure safety issue for pedestrians. I was extremely shocked that it 
encountered so much pushback. Earlier today a pedestrian was hit in Central Park and is in critical condition. 

● Susan: Earlier this morning I saw a bike rider hit a woman who was in the park. She is in critical condition. I 
don’t see any reason why we can pass a resolution asking for enforcement of laws that are on the books. I urge 
you to vote in support of this. 

● Klari: While the focus is cyclists and pedestrians, we’ve also seen motor vehicles that are allowed to be there 
(Central Park Conservancy vehicles) violate the traffic laws. 

● Elizabeth: We are well aware of the priorities of our city agencies, but we also feel strongly that items brought 
forward on an agenda should be duly addressed. 

● Ken: My heart goes out to the victim in Central Park. I went out there this evening and spoke to a police officer 
and asked him what happened. The runner was walking in the running lane and there was a Parks department 
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vehicle that was parked or driving slowly in the bike lane. Two cyclists came up behind it. One swerved to the 
right, and the other swerved to the left, into the running lane, when he hit the poor woman. It happened about 
forty/fifty feet north of the crosswalk. The police officer didn’t blame the cyclist. I do blame the cyclist. It’s 
unlikely that the cyclist was going the speed limit (20 mph). My problem with the resolution is the enforcement 
of technical violations of the laws. This cyclist should not have been going as fast as they were going, even if it 
was less than the speed limit. What we really want is a resolution that calls for going too fast given the 
prevailing conditions. We don’t want to call on the police to enforce cyclists going through red lights, because 
the police will go out and do a sting operation on cyclists going through red lights slowly when no one is 
crossing, and that will be the end of it. This hasn’t worked. The definition of insanity is doing the same thing 
over and over again and expecting a different result. My suggestion is to make the resolution about failure to 
yield to pedestrians in the crosswalk. We don’t want cyclists sitting at a light for two minutes when there’s 
nobody around. Pretty much every cyclist is going through the red lights. There are 47 of them, they were put 
there for motor vehicles. We are meeting with P&E next week to talk about dealing with alternative options. 
This resolution will only work if we make it reasonable. 

● Howard: I abstained on this resolution because I defer to the policy, who I view as experts, as to how to deploy 
their limited enforcement resources. Since then, with George Floyd and the civil unrest in our city, I think in 
this environment, for us to tell the police they’re not doing the right thing can seem very parochial and narrow-
minded. I’m going to vote against this because it could undermine our credibility, which is dependent on being 
respectful to the people who keep us safe. 

● Melissa: I’m not comfortable voting for this. I don’t think more policing in our parks is necessary now, especially 
at a time when people have stress on their income. 

● Doug: Something has to happen. It is my belief that there will be many more cyclists, and we need to think 
about safety whether or not we vote for this resolution. With respect to Howard, I understand that we don’t 
want to compel the policy on what to do. I do think we have to do something. 

● Howard: The P&E and Transportation committee have an agenda item in a few weeks that will address this. 
● Michele: I’m in favor of the resolution. To Ken’s point about substituting a fail to yield as opposed to respecting 

the light. It’s easier to get away with that then going through the light. I don’t think we’re telling the cops what 
to do, we’re telling the community what’s going on in Central Park. 

● Linda: Bicyclists should be calling on other bicyclists to follow the rules. I don’t think this resolution is criticizing 
the police, and it’s not untimely. 

● William: This resolution is for the safety of pedestrians. I walk my dog in Central Park every day, and there are 
times when we are standing there for a long time waiting to cross safely. The idea is to protect people who 
don’t jog or cross the street. I don’t think that voting for this resolution is an attack on cyclists. We would like 
everyone to be able to experience Central Park, which shouldn’t be exclusive to healthy people who can get 
around. 

● Rich: Our most important obligation is to keep residents safe, notably seniors and youth and I think we really 
missed the mark on this resolution. Giving a laundry list to the police isn’t smart and works against our 
objective. Pedestrians often walk into the bike lane against the light, but I’m not calling for jay-walking 
enforcement. For us to tell the police how to do their jobs, we’re telling them that they’re not doing their jobs 
in the right way. We would never pass a resolution calling for greater enforcement of motor vehicles on the 
UWS. We try to pinpoint issues that really need to be focused on. It seems that this morning’s crash was caused 
by speeding and wasn’t in a crosswalk. I have a big issue with the first sentence. The park is essential for all 
residents. The police have told us that speeding is not enforceable, because bikes don’t have speedometers. 
We should call for ticketing of reckless behavior. Regular commuters and professional cyclists are not the same, 
and police do ticketing blitzes on the easiest people to catch, who are going slow. If they start ticketing people 
in the Northern part of the park, where no people are nearby, that’s going to hurt our cause. We have no 
imperial data to base this resolution on. I think we have to pass this tonight. We have to call out specific areas 
and times and not make it a basic laundry list. 

● Shelly: I find the argument that this is condemning police to be bogus. Asking for enforcement is a very 
necessary thing. Safety has to be our priority.  
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● Roberta: This is 9:16, we started at 6:30, we have wasted so much time, we are not doing meeting management 
at all. I want to say that we need to manage our meetings a little better. We also need to think about what’s 
happening in the world. I think this resolution should be discussed but in a timely fashion. But at 9:15 at night 
this is not a good use of our time. 

● Erana: Full disclosure, I am a trustee at the Central Park Conservancy.  I have never experienced cyclists 
stopping at a red light to allow pedestrians to get across. I believe that due to COVID-19, more people will use 
the park drive to get where they’re going. I think this resolution is quite timely. Regardless of what’s happening 
in the city, there have to be police in the park to protect us. 

● Ira: Any kind of enforcement is just a band-aid, we need to look at the park as a whole. Can we do that to the 
resolution? 

● Steven: I think we often complicate what are simple things. For me, this is a straightforward resolution about 
pedestrian safety and laws on the books. If you think safety in parks is important, vote for it. We’re not 
criticizing the police, we just want to make a comment on pedestrian safety. 

● Jay: I’ll second what Steven and others have said. I fully support this. To try and characterize this as a criticism 
of the police is an obfuscation. My final comment is that it would be totally inappropriate to reject a resolution 
calling on the enforcement of existing laws. 

● Sara: I think that failure to yield is the most critical issue here. When the cops can just sit at a red light and 
ticket people, it doesn’t necessarily increase pedestrian safety, which is my top concern. I think we have to do 
this smartly. I think that refocusing on failure to yield to pedestrians would be better. 

● Mark: There are a lot of comments in the Q&A. All law enforcement decisions are up to discretion. We’re telling 
folks how to prioritize that discretion in this resolution. That is something I don’t think we should be doing. 

● Klari: We’re not asking the police to sit there and have sting operations at red lights. We’re asking them to use 
their discretion. By getting across the point that we want enforcement of pedestrian safety, we convey we 
want enforcement of red lights and pedestrian-only paths, etc. Any pedestrian crossing in one direction who 
has a green light is entitled to a reasonable expectation that they can cross and the other guy is going to stop. 
If the people at Central Park have made the decision that there should be no cyclists on pedestrian paths, which 
should be followed. 

● Elizabeth: We all have opinions on this, but please steer clear of comments on what is considered smart and 
not smart. 

● Howard: I think everyone’s in favor of safety. The question is how we get safety. The Transportation Committee 
is going to have this on the agenda, with the goal of creating real safety. 

● Lisa Orman (public): Every bicyclist is also a pedestrian. We are for safer conditions for all forms of active 
transportation. We are for solutions that work and not solutions that pit two vulnerable groups against each 
other. We haven’t really shifted the use and design flaws of the paths since they became car-free. I wonder if 
you could get data on pedestrian crashes in the park and the capability of the lights and more communications 
with Central Park before our next meeting. 

● Andrew Rosenthal (public): I believe the proposed resolution is discriminatory. By asking the police to enforce 
laws against one group of people while ignoring the laws affecting another group of people. Dr. Cammerman 
was killed because of a lack of safe accommodation for cyclists. As a cyclist, I am frequently threatened by 
pedestrians not following the rules of the road. The last thing the city leads is discriminatory over-policing. 
Please vote no on this well-meaning, flawed resolution. 

● Jonathan Lindenbaum: I resent the implication that bicyclists don’t follow the rules. Conflicts are going to 
continue happening until change happens to the paths themselves. Bollards can help. Central Park drive must 
be accommodated to help everyone. 

● Rich: I have a substitute resolution in the chat. 
● Klari: I’m not fine with the implication that it’s fine for cyclists to disobey the light if pedestrians aren’t crossing. 
● Mark: This is a procedural vote to see if Rich’s resolution is to pass. If not, then we will vote on the original 

resolution. The vote was taken using a roll call. The resolution was not adopted by consensus. 
● The resolution was adopted. The vote was taken using a roll call. 

○ VOTE: 28-2-9-0 
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Transportation Committee, Meg Schmitt and Howard Yaruss, Co-Chairpersons 
6. MTA during Covid-19 crisis 

● The resolution was adopted. The vote was taken using the virtual "raise hand" feature of the Zoom platform. 
In addition, the following votes were duly recorded by those whom the Zoom platform did not offer the "raise 
hand" feature. 

VOTE: 32-0-0-0 
○ Shelly Fine, Yes 
○ Mark Diller, Yes 
○ Louisa Craddock, Yes 
○ Catherine DeLazzero, Yes 
○ Polly Spain, Yes 
○ Richard Asche, Yes 
○ Rich Robbins, Yes 

 
Youth, Education and Libraries Committee, Steven Brown and Blanche Lawton, Co-Chairpersons 
7. FY 2021 and 2022 Department of Education Budgets. 

● Andrew Albert: Would this be sent to the New York Congressional delegation? Since you’re calling on Congress 
and the President that would make some sense. 

● Steven: I agree. We’ll do that. 
● Ira: Steve, do you promise we’ll have a resolution for the July meeting on youth. 
● Steven: We’ll strive for that. I can’t promise, but if everyone wants to do it we will. 
● The resolution was adopted. The vote was taken using the virtual "raise hand" feature of the Zoom platform. 

In addition, the following votes were duly recorded by those whom the Zoom platform did not offer the "raise 
hand" feature. 

VOTE: 33-0-0-0 
○ Richard Asche, Yes 
○ Polly Spain, Yes 
○ Shelly Fine, Yes 
○ Mark Diller, Yes 
○ Catherine DeLazzero, Yes 
○ Rich Robbins, Yes 

 
 
Approval of minutes from the May Full Board meeting 

 The minutes were adopted by acclamation with minor changes. 
 
Community Session: 
We welcome all members of our community (residents, businesses, CBOs) who would like to speak on issues of 
interest to them.  Members of the community are granted two minutes for remarks, and we will also accept a 
written copy for the record. 
 
Joli Golden, US Census 
We are at over 60.5% of self-response nationally. In New York state we are at 55.6%, and in Manhattan at 52.6%. Of that 
60.5%, roughly 49% were online, 10% by paper, and less than 1% by phone. If people don’t respond, the Census will send 
out people in the field to knock on doors in August. This district (UWS) is responding at 15-20% less than it responded in 
2010, so there is plenty of room for growth. The website is 2020census.gov. 
 
Michelle Lee, Riverside NYPL 
I am the young adult librarian at the Riverside Library. All the NYPL locations are still closed to prevent COVID-19 spread. 
The reopening date is open-ended. we’re going to continue updating patrons via our website and our newsletter and on 
social media. All late fees are suspended, please keep late material at home. We are advocating to elected officials that 

http://2020census.gov/
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we are an important resource. We are offering a lot of digital resources; Riverside has a virtual book club meeting coming 
up, we also had a recent virtual storytime for kids (which happens every week), and we’ll be doing virtual summer reading 
events throughout the summer. We have the SimplyE app, and you can get a digital library card there if you don’t already 
have one. We also have free online tutoring for kids. The NYPL has also partnered with WNYC for a radio book club. When 
we do reopen, do you have a preference on which location on the UWS should reopen first? 
 
Ian Clarke 
Riverside Skate Park construction was paused on March 4th at 85% completion and will resume on June 8th. Skate parks 
are closed and won’t reopen anytime soon. Thank you. 
 
Winifred Armstrong 
The bill strengthening lead dust standards that originated from the P.S. 166 issue may or may not be covered by the state 
legislature this session.  
Mark: The next steering agenda will include the bill you’re talking about. 
 
Manhattan Borough President’s Report (Gale Brewer): 
First of all, we’re all supportive of the protesters, but I’m concerned about the store break-ins, which are mainly 
downtown. Second, the open streets, I know you’ll be working with your restaurants to figure out how to move into open 
streets. Third, the Mayor has opened up testing to everybody, which is good. Tracers have been hired. Additionally, in 
terms of food, thank goodness to WSCAH, but there is going to be a long discussion. We are now at 2.2 million people 
with food insecurity. We continue to work with FreshDirect at NYCHA. We worked to get PS75 Kosher. We’re very 
concerned about housing and the moratorium on rent. There’s still $14 million dollars left over from the collegiate 
association. The only other thing I want to say is if you went away, you can still fill out the Census. If you made a mistake 
and used your current address, you can still fill it out again. Thank you very much. 
Reports by Elected Officials: 
 
Assemblymember Linda Rosenthal 
We voted on a series of COVID-19 related bills in Albany last week. One issue was the Child Victims Act, which we extended 
the lookback window for one more year. Another bill of mine was on telehealth. It is a useful tool for people who are 
underserved. The law does not allow people to use audio only (Medicaid, Medicare don’t allow it unless there’s video). 
The agency that deals with substance abuse is not on the committee set up by the Governor for emergency management, 
which could be one of the reasons there has been a spike in overdoses. We also voted on a bill for rent. $100 million 
dollars will be given to people who earn 80% AMI before this COVID-19 disaster and are now rent-burdened. The 
difference between how rent-burdened you were before this crisis and currently will be the amount you receive. HRA will 
pay a person’s rent if they’re about to be evicted, but only if they can maintain it going forward. We need to wait until the 
Federal government gives us a lot more money. NYCHA announced that seniors would be given 10,000 tablets, but nothing 
has happened here. There is now a kosher food site (PS75). Next week in Albany we’ll be meeting. I’ve received many calls 
about the repeal of 50a, which deals with the right of police officers to be shielded from public view. People have been 
addressing this for many years, but since the tragic incidents of George Floyd, now is the time when people are outraged 
and focused to reform law enforcement in this state. I believe we have the votes, and the Governor has said he would sign 
it. The looting is horrible, but it’s not the same people who are peacefully marching. The Black, Puerto Rican, Hispanic, 
and Asian Caucus has developed a whole set of bills and goals, and I’m going to follow their lead. If you need anything, let 
me know how I can help out. 
 
Assemblymember Richard Gottfried 
The Assembly Health Committee is working with the Senate committee to hold meetings on the State’s enforcement of 
quality guidelines in nursing homes. Attorney General James has started investigating the health department, but it is both 
her client and holds a large amount of responsibility for this situation, so I recommend she bring in someone from the 
outside. We are passing bills relating to police reform. People have talked about section 50a, which was wrong from the 
start. I was one of the small number of people who voted against it when it was enacted. I am a cosponsor on the bill to 
repeal it. Violence against people and property is always wrong, but if we want to have peace, we really need to build 
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justice. There is now a major effort for contact tracing. Our state law on the question of confidentiality of contact tracing 
information is almost nonexistent. I’ve introduced a bill with my Senate counterpart to put in place some guidelines. 
 
Councilmember Mark Levine 
I want to thank the Board for the resolution denouncing the murder of Geroge Floyd. I’m really proud of my city right now 
and the people who are out safely protesting. We need to turn this to policy. We have a bill in the Council to ban 
chokeholds once and for all. We’re confronting this when we have a second front: a pandemic which is vastly unequal. We 
have to confront both. We’re still averaging about 4,000 new infections per week. We have to redouble our efforts to 
keep our city safe. We have to ensure contact tracing, isolation, and more. We’re not testing adequately, there is news 
now that anybody can get a diagnostic test for COVID-19 at over 150 testing sites. Contact tracing started yesterday in NY. 
If you test positive, you will get a call from a contact tracer to talk through your case. We need leaders like you to spread 
the word about this. We have to provide economic compensation for New Yorkers who need it. Phase 1 is coming Monday, 
and your resolution regarding business would come into effect in Phase 3. We know that the threat of a second wave is 
real. Let’s do the hard work to continue to keep ourselves safe. 
 
State Senator Brad Hoylman 
We passed a bunch of COVID-19 bills in Albany last week. Cutting down on price gouging, making a potential Covid-19 
vaccine more accessible, protecting tenants from being evicted from their homes, and extending the Child Victims Act for 
another year. Next year we’re hopefully going to address some of the egregious disparities in our criminal justice system. 
I have a bill called the police stat map that would require municipalities to collect data on misdemeanors, who is 
committing them, etc. There is also not the requirement that police officials report to the state whether or not someone 
has died in custody. Also equally important legislation banning chokeholds, repealing 50a, creating an independent 
inspector general for our police forces, and other bills. Please reach out to my office with any concerns or if you need 
assistance. 
 
 
 
Reports by Elected Officials’ Representatives: 
 
Hannah Weinerman, Congressman Nadler’s Office 
The HEROES act passed in the House, we’re waiting on the Senate. Nadler has long supported reforming police 
departments and tactics and there will be upcoming legislation. AG Barr has refused to come before our committee for 
the second time. Nadler will introduce legislation to slash the budget of the DOJ office by $15 million and discuss instances 
of misconduct. We’re keeping an eye to uphold the integrity of our departments of justice. Nadler will be joined by Council 
Speaker Corey Johnson and Assemblywoman Yuh-Line Niou in a town hall coming up. 
 
Nina Saxon, Comptroller Scott Stringer’s Office 
I cover Harlem for the Comptroller (I’m filling in for Mike Scott who’s on paternity leave). I appreciate what the board is 
doing. The Comptroller has a weekly newsletter, I put the link in chat. If there’s anything I can help with, let me know. 
 
Shana Harmongoff, State Senator Brian Benjamin’s Office 
We’re in full support of the lead dust bill and hope it passes this session. The senator is a cosponsor on the bill to repeal 
50a. he also introduced a bill to limit the hate crimes of false reporting of incidents. He also introduced a bill to prohibit 
law enforcement officers from racial and ethnic profiling. 
 
Present: Mark N. Diller, Barbara Adler, Jay Adolf, Andrew Albert, Linda Alexander, Richard Asche, Steven Brown, Elizabeth Caputo, Cindy 
Cardinal, Joshua Cohen, Christian Cordova, Kenneth Coughlin, Page Cowley, Louisa Craddock, Catherine DeLazzero, Robert Espier, Lolita 
Ferrin, Sheldon J. Fine, Paul Fischer, Julian Giordano, Madelyn Innocent, Audrey Isaacs, K Karpen, Natasha Kazmi, Doug Kleiman, Blanche 
E. Lawton, Sara Lind, Ira Mitchneck, Klari Neuwelt, Jennifer Nitzky, William Ortiz, Michele Parker, Seema Reddy, Andrew Rigie, Richard 
Robbins, Madge Rosenberg, Melissa Rosenberg, Peter Samton, Meg Schmitt, Susan Schwartz, Roberta Semer, Ethel Sheffer, Polly Spain 
and Howard Yaruss. Absent: Amy Hyman, Douglas McGowan and Jeannette Rausch. 
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STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES 
Mark Diller, Chair 
June 16, 2020, 6:30 PM 
 

Meeting began at 6:35 PM. 

 

1. Planning for and discussion of a forum to follow-up on Full Board and subsequent conversations concerning 

Equity, Race & Ethnicity and Related Considerations 

● Mark: There were two email threads around Equity, Race & Ethnicity that circulated. There was also a 

desire to have a broader conversation about these. There was a suggestion that we have a conversation 

led by someone other than one of us as a stand-alone event. We have reached out to several facilitators 

about holding such an event. CB8 and CB5 also have an interest in doing this if we want to host with 

them or simply share our experience afterward. 

● Madelyn: Each district is different, it might not be best to meet together. 

● Jay: Should the description of the subject be more focused to relate to Community Boards? 

● Mark: I understand that the purpose is to create mindfulness towards all of the work that we do. 

● Seema: I think we need to be clear about what the purpose of this conversation is. I think there needs to 

be some introduction and common ground and also some focus. 

● Barbara: What is the timing of this? We should defer to Madelyn. 

● Madelyn: I’ve had conversations with Catherine and Shelly about lining people up to speak at HHS. This 

is an issue coming this summer. I was originally anxious for this to happen quickly, but I know this is not 

going to happen immediately. 

● Christian: Thank you, Madelyn. In terms of the broader aspect of this, we want to find out the status of 

the UWS as it relates to race, etc. and how we as a community can work to affect that. 

● Rich: The external is an important conversation to have with our community, but I agree that the 

internal part should be just the Board and should be facilitated. 

● Doug: I commend and thank Madelyn. We should all be looking at ourselves and our blind spots. We 

should look at our district and are injustices happening. 

● Melissa: I think both the inward-looking and outward-looking are important, and I want to make sure we 

don’t lose sight of the latter, in terms of policy recommendations we can produce. 

● Christian: At one point we voted for a Diversity Taskforce that was never enacted, maybe we could 

enact it again. 

● Elizabeth: In order to do something externally we need to look internally first. There’s a need for a safe 

space for this conversation. The facilitator should be completely independent (maybe even from the 

Borough President’s office) to ensure this. 

● Bev: I support this direction, but I do worry that with the policy framework moving as rapidly as it is now 

around the country, we’ll be left behind by staging these conversations over the next months. 

● Audrey: A year ago we created the Diversity Taskforce, and it might be a better place for this 

conversation, although we all need sensitivity training. 

● Shelly: I agree this conversation starts with our Community Board. It’s the outreach we do that’s the 

issue with equitable involvement of our communities. If we want to involve people we have to go out to 

them, posters and websites aren’t enough. 
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2. District Need Statement Planning 

● Mark: Everyone should’ve received a memo from our Budget Chair, Cindy. 

● Cindy: We want to build on committee Chairs taking ownership of the DNS as well as on our outreach to 

CBOs, electeds, and community leaders. In the lens of COVID-19, there will be budget cuts and planning 

for the next year’s budget. We asked committees to pare down the priorities to the most essential. 

We’re asking for some of your priorities by the end of July. If we could bring some to next month’s 

steering that would be even better. 

● Doug: I wonder if we should be monitoring where the expected budget cuts will be coming for each 

committee. Are there any committees that aren’t going to have a DNS? 

● Cindy: I wouldn’t say it should be a committee wide thing, but if we look at specific items we can see 

what is essential and what isn’t. Would this be a good year to expand discussions on police, fire, and 

sanitation to the Full Board? 

● Mark: There may well be a push to reduce funding in certain departments (certainly police) and move it 

into youth programs. But I don’t want to throw out our relationships with these organizations in 

addressing these issues. 

● Jay: This may be the time in our community to single out those absolutely essential human needs in the 

context of what’s happening. 

● Christian: We should lose sight of the processes that go into making the DNS even if we prioritize 

essentials. 

● Catherine: In HHS there are a lot of important issues. In being more concise and focused in our priorities 

I think that’s a great idea. I agree with Christian. 

● Shelly: The meeting on the 25th is so we can do tangible things that will immediately affect the 

community.  

 

3. Committee Agendas 

● Mark: It’s important that we get our agendas put together well in advance, especially now when we rely 

on digital services. There is a part of the community we lose when we don’t have flyers, so it’s even 

more important that our online advertisements are as timely as possible. It is the role of committee 

chairs to determine what is on the agenda for every month. Other than Preservation, there won’t be 

meetings in August. 

● Steven: Youth came up quite a bit in many of the emails, I wanted to make sure that everyone knew that 

we have a meeting on Thursday about youth. Blanche has put this together and we have wonderful 

speakers. We are going to come with a resolution, so if you want to comment we’d love for you to 

come. 

● Rich: We heard from Gale Brewer that SYEP will be saved but I haven’t heard any more details. I’m 

always reminded of the statistic that mortality for those who are randomly selected for SYEP is lower 

than those who are not. This program is very important and we need to save it. 

● Steven: At our last YEL meting Councilmember Rosenthal stated that it will be at least partially funded. 

● Courtney: Going back to the comment about reaching out to communities: We spoke about this last 

year on the Communications Taskforce, and I think that social media is important but we should also 

reach out to influencers so that we can better reach out to communities. 
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4. Full Board agenda order 

● Mark: I’m willing to try another month of putting the Business session first. Although the agenda reads 

on the short side it may not necessarily be a short meeting. 

● Page: There were a few things that disturbed me when I heard the resolution on the New York Historical 

Society in Preservation had passed. The building was one of the first fifty in the year of being selected as 

an individual landmark. The issue is that this is a very special building. The second issue is that the repair 

work done before was done in bronze and that they also created condensation issues by building walls 

in front of windows. We look at the appropriateness, and something that disturbed was that this was 

the first time in my career that I saw an architect include the cost in the report. They’re planning on a 

new $60+ million building when they still haven’t repaired the original. I’m shocked that they pushed the 

Community Board into a corner. I ask that we discuss this before the meeting because this is a very rare 

building. 

● Roberta: Can you tell elected that if they show up, we’ll complete the business session first before we 

hear from them. 

● Mark: Thank you for that comment. 

● Madge: Some good news: the Landmarks Commission heard from 361 CPW on 96th street again and 

they approved very amenable changes to the plans. 

● Elizabeth: We had a very good discussion of the P&E resolution last night and it wasn’t as controversial 

as expected. In terms of elected officials, I feel like we should give them time to speak at either the 

beginning or the end and not interrupting the business session unless it’s Congressman Nadler, for 

example. I recommend you reach out to their staffers on this. 

● Mark: I’ll continue to work on this and see if doing something different this month will have some 

traction. I’ve heard there’s been some outreach to media outlets about the P&E resolution so we’ll deal 

with that in terms of meeting management. 

● Michele: To Page, it would have been great to know what you have to say either from you or from 

someone else on Landmark West at the meeting, or at least received an email from you before now. 

● Mark: I will take this offline and this discussion will be had at Full Board. 

 

5. Resolution to support A7635/S5615 in the State Legislature concerning revised standards for exposure to lead 

● Mark: We’ve brought this to the board before, and there has been follow-up work by our legislators to 

deal with the fact that the standards for lead exposure levels are too high and prevent from dealing with 

important issues. The bills would adopt the standards that are the best practices of those at the CDC and 

other researchers. This resolution would help set the table for this bill to be considered in an emergency 

session this summer or when it reconvenes in January. 

● Jay: There can be no harm by reducing lead and other toxic substances so we should support this. 

● Seema: What were the consequences if property was found exceeding the new lead levels? 

● Mark: When work is done on a contaminated property or new construction creates contamination, the 

amount that is considered safe to expose to the environment is the issue. 

● Shelly: As a follow up we should bring to the table that the surrounding areas should also be considered 

for toxic lead (including the school and surrounding properties). If we pass this we should include some 

type of quest for an investigation to make sure people aren’t being harmed. 

● Mark: There is more to do and I’ll be glad to work on that. 

● The motion to approve was adopted.  

■ Committee: 19-0-0-0; Non-committee Board Members: 7-0-0-0. 
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6. Follow-up on the remaining balance of Council Funding of Community Boards in FY2020 

● Mark: There is an additional $42,500 that the City Council committed to each Board. We have a balance 

left. George Janes is being paid for his work and a future presentation with some of this, and we’re also 

planning to use some of it to employ the BetaNYC folks to expand upon and increase data entry for the 

database of relevant information for our neighborhood they set up last year. The recordings of our 

Zoom meeting generate a transcript as well as a video (as required by the Governor’s Executive Order), 

but we are running out of space for these, so we will be working for a forward-facing platform to make 

this publicly accessible. 

● Rich: I’m wondering if we can have other Community Boards chip in so that this database is open source 

and shared with other Community Boards. 

● Mark: I’ll raise that with Noel from BetaNYC. 

● Roberta: Noel and his group have created a database using Air Table, which we used part of for our 

database. It works with all of the other stuff that Noel has been doing through BP Brewer’s office with 

other Boards. 

● Julian: How can this database be used now and who can access it? 

● Roberta: We need to work to complete the database and once it is completed it can be made accessible 

to us and some of it can be shared with the public as well. 

● Mark: This is expense money that won’t be rolled over and we likely won’t receive it next year. 

● Elizabeth: I think BetaNYC is pretty well funded, right? I’m wondering if there are some more immediate 

uses of our money given the impact of COVID-19 on our community. 

● Mark: I think for this year this is the most efficient way to make use of the money we have (which is still 

a small amount compared to neighborhood nonprofit budgets). 

● Klari: One thing that would be really helpful would be for us to be able to research and find our own 

resolutions (a word search or title search). 

 

7. New business 

● Shelly: Two and a half years ago the Transportation committee passed a resolution for a crosswalk in the 

middle of the block on 106th street in front of a senior center. We had a petition to show need, DOT 

came out to see the site, and they have yet to follow up (they were supposed to follow up in March). I’m 

asking the Transportation committee to put it on its next agenda. 

● Mark: Would a letter be appropriate? 

● Shelly: Yes. I think there should be some addressing at the committee. 

● Roberta: We talked with DOT, and it doesn’t meet the standards for a light, so it’s time for the DOT to 

come up with some creative solutions. 

● Meg: I think the most immediate thing we need to do is get a letter out to them before our committee 

meeting in July. 

● Christian: Maybe we can make another resolution supporting a non-traffic light solution. 

● Rich: Over the past week we had a flurry of Board emails to the entire Board. Having the capability of 

emailing each other is essential, especially now. Not all of the emails are substantive, and there are 

many concerns about the volume of emails. I researched and learned that these emails do not violate 

Open Meetings Law as long as we’re not voting. There is an easy technological solution we can do by 

setting up a Google Group that is very accessible, solving both the transparency and the volume 

problem. 
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● Roberta: I think it’s a slippery slope. If I can’t make a meeting because I’m out of town and decisions are 

made that’s not right. If you want to give people a heads up about a meeting that’s okay, but if decisions 

are made it’s outrageous. 

● Elizabeth: It makes sense in theory, but in practice, many of us can’t weigh in real-time so these 

communications aren’t fair to everyone. 

● Julian: I agree with Elizabeth, but think that Google Groups will help. Ideally, we shouldn’t have entire 

Board email discussions, but if we do, the Google Groups will minimize the disturbance and allow people 

to opt-out. 

● Christian: I think it would be good to use Groups if people want to discuss a topic, but I don’t agree with 

giving the public access to it. 

● Catherine: I think the issue is that if some people opt out and can’t participate it is no longer inclusive, 

so we should continue the discussion on this. I think we should think of more ways to open up the 

conversation to be more inclusive. 

● Steven: It is a very specific set of people that are going to respond, and I agree with what Catherine said 

that it’s not inclusive and susceptible to misinformation. Board conversations should not be happening 

in these spaces. 

● Rich: I’m not encouraging more emails. These emails are happening, and they are an intrusion on 

peoples’ lives. I’m not saying we should do this as a means to have more emails, but that we should 

allow it to happen in a transparent way with the option to opt-out. 

 

The meeting was adjourned at 8:40 PM 
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TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES 
Meg Schmidt and Howard Yaruss, Co-Chairpersons  

June 9, 2020 6:30 PM  

 

1. Begin a discussion on MTA updates as well as the impact of potential reduced usage of mass transit (Speakers include 

representatives from: Permanent Citizens Advisory Committee to the MTA; NYU Rudin Center for Transportation; Regional 

Plan Association) 

 

Rich Robbins opens the panel by noting we first and foremost need to support public transit, and also need to explore and 

understand public concerns about transit and what other options should be considered when planning for city re-opening 

 

Andrew Albert, MCB7 Transportation committee member and board of Permanent Citizens Advisory Committee to the 

MTA 

 MTA resumed “full service” yesterday 
o Though the 42nd Street shuttle still not running (major project there – use 7 train) 
o Will also be additional bus priority lanes (such as on 14th St) 
o Technical service is still for phase 1 and essential workers 

 Key to staying safe on subways and buses – wear masks! Volunteers handing them out. 

 Today MTA was distributing hand sanitizers; some stations have 

 MTA requesting employers stagger work hours, and still allow remote work from home 

 Floor markers showing distances to stand at vending machines, booths, on platforms 

 Platform controllers to help manage crowding 

 Overnight closure 1am-5am – never seen subways so clean as now. Testing new cleaning routines. 

 Will speed up installation of OMNY readers; will also eventually work on LIRR and MetroNorth 

 Will be a real-time program that tells you how crowded the next train will be (and timing) – requires in-car 
placement of cameras and sensors 

 New technologies 
o Ultra-violet C light – being tested in cars not in use. Shown to kill viruses, including covid-19. Challenges 

on if people are exposed to lights so working on that issue. Lights to be testing in buses and commuter 
rail. 

o New anti-microbial substance being tested (some observations of keeping virus/germs off of metal 
surfaces for 90 days). 

 MTA cleaning cars multiple times per day, stations at least once and maybe twice per day 

 Sen. Schumer has obtained access to $500m in available funds to bring system to a healthy state 

 Still no answer from Federal government re: the type of environmental impact statement (see resolution on this 
issue later tonight) 

 Interim Transit President noted 92% were wearing masks – needs to be 98-100% 

 Transit system is the economic engine that moves the city, which moves the northeast, which is 10% of nation 
GDP. 

 Emergency bus services put in place were well done for the need but do not replace 
 

Kate Slevin, Senior Vice President of State Programs and Advocacy, Regional Plan Association 

 (see slides) 

 NYC job loss – close to $1m, and a 1/3 of jobs vulnerable in the long run. Those folx more likely to be lower income 
and facing other challenges. 

 Recovery projections – even with some job growth, majority of NYC jobs are not able to telecommute 

 Manhattan has highest rate of jobs that can telecommute (44%) 

 Majority of NYC households do not own cars, need to provide transit 
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 Preliminary recommendations slide: 
o Manage traffic congestion: eliminate placards, HOV restrictions, congestion pricing  
o Increase alternatives to driving: more busways (40-60 miles), protected arterial network  
o Change parking regulations and address freight delivery (including cargo bikes)  
o Equitable fares on commuter rail  
o Fund existing capital programs and create jobs through infrastructure  
o transit operations and capital programs requires federal support  

 Need $4b in federal funding 

 RPA also believes we need a public works program at the scale of that in the 1930s 

 Other recommendations for people to act on: 
o Ask Senta to pass HEROES Act which would und 
o Push for large, national infrastructure program (career potential) 
o Support busways, protecting cycling lanes, and a new approach to parking 

 

Sarah Kaufman, Associate Director, NYU Rudin Center for Transportation 

 The Center is working on a report of transportation impact of covid-19 (March-April 2020), she will share some 
highlights 

 Subway entrances decline 
o In March the drop in Manhattan was 94%, while only ~80something% in the Bronx (who was using the 

subway? Essential workers) 

 Early March – CitiBike ridership increased 67% 

 Shift to micro-mobility (mopeds, escooters, motorized skateboards, first-time bikers, etc) 

 Reflections from past crises 
o People will come back to the subway following covid-19, it’s a question of when/how quickly. Studies in 

Asian cities show that subways are not really responsible for disease transmission 
o Post-9/11 saw about ~10% drop in ridership after event, and people came back to it 
o Superstorm Sandy 2012 

 Resilience and reliance on buses (seeing that now, too) and seeing more interest in buses than 
subway right now. Supports improving bus lanes. 

 Intro to telework – will be interesting to track this as reopening continues 
 Bikes proving to be a resilient mode – during Sandy cycling went up around 30%, and we see that 

more now. Do need a continuous bike network throughout the city. 
o New safety guidance – likely to see more partnerships between different modes (and partnerships with 

private companies/ride sharing etc) 
o The micro-mobility sector is growing and we need to protect them from vehicles, and protect vehicles 

from them 
 

Q&A 

 What modes of transit have capacity to absorb folx  
o Andrew: vast network of commuter rails within Bronx, Queens, Brooklyn within boroughs but those are 

already at capacity 

 Q: Bridging tech companies and micro-mobility 
o Sarah Kaufman: 

 NY has been leading in terms of requiring data from companies, generally 
 In terms of REVEL, they do provide a service to general public that’s good for public that don’t 

want to or don’t ride bike (or trip is too far); would rather see someone riding a REVEL than to 
drive a personal vehicle if they don’t need to 

 It’s the City’s job to require all tech/transport companies to require access to data. LA is deep in 
this fight right now. 

 Q on equity issues in accessing subways/transit: 
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o We saw in RPA’s presentation that Manhattan had many more jobs that were possible remotely/via 
telework 

o Sarah Kaufman: Essential workers either on transit or personal car; while wanting to shift away from 
personal vehicles, need to make room for different populations moving around the city in different ways 

 Q re: whether any of this research includes looking at what people would do with existing cards/where to put 
them if planning for any of the recommendations put forward by speakers this evening 

o Not currently – needs to be part of any specific discussion/planning 

 Q re: capacity of roadways for additional personal vehicle usage 
o Kate Slevin: if transit fails, people will see all of the roadways also fail. The roadways are basically already 

at capacity. See report called Preventable Impacts 
o Andrew: if gateway fails, transit from Boston to Miami will be disrupted 

 Q: re: public perceptions of mass transit 
o For the NY Stock Exchange to tell its employees not to take transit was the wrong thing to do 
o Agree there needs to be communication about all the safety procedures 

 Q re: are buses fee: 
o For most, in practice, but random spot checks re: paying bus fares are primarily focused on black and 

brown people – comes back to where enforcement is focused 

 Sarah Kaufman – thinks transitioning from street space from outdoor dining back may be challenging 

 DOT opportunity to comment: 
o Kimberly notes that yesterday Mayor announced 20 miles of new bus lanes this year – at this point none 

of those on UWS. In Manhattan the 14th st busway permanent, and extending lanes to Ave C. Looking 5th 
Ave btw 57th-34th St 

o And 184th St. between Broadway and Amsterdam 
 Temporary protected bikelanes as part of Open Streets – 9mi, looking to add more in coming 

weeks and months. None announced thus far are on UWS. 
 Ongoing efforts to expand CitiBike in existing service areas and now others 
 Working on pedestrian sidewalk extension possibilities in areas with sidewalk congestion 

o Open Streets – 45mi in a short period of time 
 Challenges – maintenance, barriers being shifted out of place 
 No statistical feedback yet on how it’s going 

 

2. Facilitating the Environmental Impact Statement Process for Congestion Pricing 

 Andrew Albert introduced draft resolution 

 Congestion pricing was supposed to be implemented by Jan 2021, but Feds are blocking the EIS process by not 
clarifying what is needed 

 Congestion pricing funds are for an over $50b capital improvement program for signal systems, trains, accessible 
stations, new LIRR and Metro North cars, new technologies to fight covid-19 

 No changes were made to the draft resolution prior to voting 
Committee: 12-0-0-0. Non-committee Board Members: 3-0-0-0. 

 

3. Additional revenue source for MTA and other infrastructure improvements 

 Andrew Albert introduced draft resolution 

 No changes were made to draft the resolution prior to voting 
Committee: 13-0-0-0. Non-committee Board Members: 3-0-0-0. 
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4. District Needs Statement process 

 MCB7’s Budget & Strategy Committee developed a memo to committee chairs on the DNS process and it was 
circulate to Transportation committee members yesterday. Key points: 

o The DNS would be for FY22 but we’ll also need to discuss/consider impending FY21 budget shortfalls as 
they become clear 

o Committees will be expected to identify 2-3 most important aspects of rebuilding and look at immediate, 
mid-term, and long-term district needs 

o DNS will be discussed more at next week’s Steering Meeting, all are invited 

 Ken Couglin comments this DNS discussion seems like we’re conceding defeat on raising revenues (billionaires tax, 
pied-a-terre, police dept, up Vision Zero, etc) – is there space within DNS to advocate for revenue raising as oppose 
to only noting essential projects? 

o Budget & Steering Committee Chair Cindy Cardinal and MCB7 Chair Mark Diller both note there may be 
multiple avenues to advocates otherwise and directly with elected, in addition to what committees/CB7 
decides to put into DNS. 

 

5. Future agenda items 

 July meeting will include more time for brainstorming – needed to ensure this June meeting included the panel of 
speakers but also the resolutions that need to get to the July FB meeting (otherwise they would’ve waited until 
Sept FB). 

 

6. Status updates on past business 

 CPW protected bike lane is still incomplete – DOT notes covid-19 delays. DOT has the incident reported related to 
the cyclist that was hit by a vehicle at CPW and w103rd St. Committee members commented that completing this 
should be considered part of urgent work to improve safety during this time, especially with more people on bikes. 

 Curb use study – DOT has no update on status amidst covid-19. 
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BUSINESS & CONSUMER ISSUES COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES 
Linda Alexander and Christian Cordova, Co-Chairpersons 

June 10, 2020 at 6:30pm 

 

Business & Consumer Issues Committee of Community Board 7/Manhattan met via the Videoconferencing application 

Zoom. The meeting was called to order at 6:30 pm by Co-Chairperson Christian Cordova. 

 

The following matters were discussed: 

 

New Unenclosed Sidewalk Café: 

1. 50 West 72nd Street (Columbus Avenue.) New application #2064-2020-ASWC to the Department of Consumer Affairs 

by CPW Rest Corp., d/b/a Lilly’s Cocktail & Wine Bar, for a four-year consent to operate an unenclosed sidewalk café 

with 8 tables and 16 seats.  

  

Presenting for the Applicant:  

 Phil Alotta, owner. Cadent2@outlook.com  

o Mr. Alotta was one of three owners of the restaurant for several years. The application is for a transfer of 

the license to operate a sidewalk café after taking over as sole owner. The plan remains the same as the 

original although he understands the spacing and number of tables and seats will have to be adjusted to 

conform to the new rules. 

 

CB7 Comments: 

 Barbara Adler wanted to know if he had posted notices. Mark Diller said the notice was posted on the CB7 website, 

only, per current guidelines, and that street postings were suspended for the time being. 

After due deliberation the resolution to approve was adopted 

Committee:  7-0-0-0; Non-Committee Board Members: 3-0-0-0. 

 

2. New business. 

 Ofer Keynan, manager and Erica Abarca, manager, Café Lalo, cafe@cafelalo.com, came to speak about a plan for 

the restaurant to use the side street and curbside for outdoor seating. 

o Seema said D.O.T. has a plan for street seats  

o Barbara asked if there were available plans 

 

 Andrew Rigie reported on meetings with city regulatory agencies. In addition, he presented an overview of 

negotiations with the NY City Council and the Mayor’s office for outdoor space for restaurants. He added there 

are plans to expedite the process to help restaurants quickly make arrangements. SLA is also trying to work out 

where liquor may be sold. He said restaurants opening sidewalk cafes may be happening during in Phase 2, which 

could be as early as June 22nd. Employees will need to wear masks, as will customers who may temporarily remove 

masks while eating. In addition, restroom facilities will have to be arranged for customers. There is a long list but 

there have been discussions on temperature checks for employees. For the sidewalk cafes, even if an operator 

does not have one, they will be able to have one. 

o Architect Steve Wygoda represents McDonald’s and wants to be able to have sidewalk cafes, too 

o Doug Kleiman asked for confirmation on whether restaurants can serve drinks now. 

o Mark Diller asked Andrew about curbside and street use for sidewalk cafes. Andrew replied there might 

be “as of right” curb space in the new guidelines. 

mailto:Cadent2@outlook.com
mailto:cafe@cafelalo.com
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 Linda Alexander presented an offer from Jacob Hadjigeorgis, Pickle People Corp., who would like suggestions and 

contacts for community participation and donations. 

o Doug Kleiman offered his support. 

o Madelyn Innocent suggested incentivizing more minority business owners to come to the UWS. 

o Columbus-Amsterdam BID Directtor Peter Arndsten pointed out several minority-owned businesses in his 

BID.  

o Doug responded and said there may be more minority-owned businesses on the UWS due to reduced 

rents. 

o Barbara Adler asked Doug if he could estimate how far rents have been reduced in the neighborhood. 

o Andrew Rigie suggested youth programs. Madelyn is working already working on youth programs with 

HHS and may have some suggestions soon. 

 

 Christian Cordova discussed Landmarks Preservation Commission survey for restaurants and retail that want to 

use unusual space.  

o Seema Reddy suggested it will be difficult for restaurants to make temporary adjustments. 

o Michele Parker concurred. 

o Architect Steve Wygoda said minor window adjustments are relatively simple and may be done 

economically without impacting LPC standards.  

 

Present: Linda Alexander, Christian Cordova, Barbara Adler, Joshua Cohen, Madelyn Innocent, Doug Kleiman, Paul Fischer, 

Seema Reddy and Andrew Rigie. Board Chair: Mark Diller. Non-Committee Members Present: Michele Parker and Robert 

Espier. 

 
 
The meeting ended at 7:35 PM. 
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PARKS & ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES 
Elizabeth Caputo and Klari Neuwelt, Co-Chairpersons 

Joint with the  
TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE  
Meg Schmitt and Howard Yaruss, Co-Chairpersons 
June 15, 6:30 PM 
 
Meeting started at 6:32pm 
 

Agency representatives present: 
 Colleen Chattergoon - DOT 
 Kimberly Rancourt,- DOT 
 Chris Nolan – Chief Landscape Architect at Central Park Conservancy, Central Park Administrator 
 Geoff Martin - Riverside Park 
 Matt Genrich – DPR, District other than Central and Riverside Parks 
 Margaret Bracken - DPR, Riverside Park Landscape Architect 
 Caroline Greenleaf - Central Park Conservancy 
 Asha Harris - PEP 
 Edwin Rodriguez - PEP (Joined later in meeting) 

 

Joint with Transportation Committee  
1. Discussion of signaling and other traffic control issues on the Drives in Central Park, considering current conditions 
and needs. Joint with the Transportation Committee. 
Klari Neuwelt opened with comments about how we got here. 
Klari passed to Ken Coughlin. Ken C provided background on signals on the Drives. NYC added traffic signals because of 
accidents, plus cross walks. At point when cars were officially banned from CP, the traffic lights have remained. Ken 
notes it superimposes traffic lights on recreational space. Ken noted conflicts associated with the issues. Ken is a part of 
the Recreation Roundtable, which is a Central Park user group. This brings us to CB7 resolution at FB this month which 
called for more police enforcement of traffic regulations in CP.  
Klari N noted, we have lights at pedestrian crossings. You’re instructed to press button; is it actually activating a change 
in lights? What is current story of how intersections are governed and are there 47 lights in CP? 
Chris Nolan noted that DOT would have to answer if lights are activated by pressing button. Also, the control buttons are 
being updated and not universal across park yet. It’s all part of DOT infrastructure. The modernization is not universal 
yet. General speaking the signals govern and correlate the cross walks. 
Kimberly Rancourt – 47 signal lights. 6 controlling vehicle crossings, 41 controlling pedestrians only.  
Klari N – what has been done with automating signals, and what is left to do? 
Chris N – the Signals are automated. The pedestrian activated signal is a DOT multi-phased project. 
Howard Y – the current situation isn’t working for pedestrians or cyclists. Taking a system designed for motor vehicles, is 
outdated. The current system doesn’t have value. 
Meg Schmitt – would like to hear from DOT about what is in the plans. 
Colleen Chattergoon – DOT hasn’t committed to doing anything yet, if they are planning to make changes, then will 
share with CB7. Nothing has been finalized yet, but in discussions with Conservancy now. 
Jay A – agrees with Ken and Howard that system was designed for another era and it should be looked at. If DOT is 
already in process of project to update/revamp the infrastructure, what is the purpose of looking at it at all? Has DOT 
already made decisions? 
Collen Chattergoon – DOT has started the conversation but not made any decisions yet. 
Kimberly Rancourt  – distinction between infrastructure and timing. 
Chris Nolan – modernizing the infrastructure allows for more controls and sophisticated timing control. 
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Klari N – if this turned out to be desirable, would it be possible to turn some or all signals blinking yellow and overridden 
when a pedestrian signals for a walk sign? A: Yes. 
Doug Kleinman – really excited about starting from scratch on this. Will DOT have the ability to augment it as traffic 
conditions change (weekend, late nights, etc)? Can emergency vehicles override as they come through? Will they be 
staggered? On the hardware, are these particular lights subject to preservation restrictions? 
Chris Nolan – Yes, they are subject to preservation restrictions. But the lighting feature is the same. From an exterior 
perspective, it hasn’t changed – just been automated. 
Colleen Chattergoon – we can modify flow via computers. 
Barbara Adler – the reason the pedestrian item passed overwhelmingly at this month’s Full Board meeting is because 
pedestrians are terrorized when they cross the Drive. The bikers and the pedestrians don’t interact well. The truth of the 
matter is that the bikes just don’t stop. They just don’t stop. Wants to point out that between 2008 -2009, the CP 
Conservancy did a survey, when the cars were still in the park, the bikes were just under cars as the most annoying 
things in the park. The bikes have replaced the cars and they don’t stop. Maybe grooving pavement or bumps to calm 
traffic, other than lights. 
Caroline Greenleaf – wanted to add that original modernization of the lights received very strong support from cyclists 
and pedestrians… to eliminate synchronization of the lights.  
Klari N – where there is a sign for pedestrian to press button to cross, does it work? 
Caroline Greenleaf – yes, those are in service. We have talked to DOT. Please call 311 if signal is not working. Should go 
right to DOT as a request. 
Natasha Kazmi – echos what was said about cyclists not obeying the traffic lights. Has any usage of the park survey been 
done recently = overall usage study? What usage is on days of week, weekend? Not only I have seen a lot of cyclists, but 
also more and more electric scooters, very hazardous. Seriously consider enforcement for electric vehicles or ban them. 
Plus electric assisted cycles. 
Chris N – last comprehensive user data was 2008/9 collection and compiled into a report published in 2011. We are 
currently in the process using modern technologies to redo a survey. 85% passive recreation, 15% active recreation. 5% 
decrease in active recreation. Massive increase of passive use. No regulations that address the issues. 
Rich Robbins – agrees with those who are pedestrians, that it is complete chaos. We really need to understand the chaos 
so we address it the right way. Noted there is gray area between electric and no electric, and the concern is the question 
of how fast people are going. The issue is the design and we should work to eliminate conflicts.  
Howard Yaruss – we’re all here because the 47 lights aren’t working. The goal should be to increase safety for 
pedestrians and cyclists. What is a better system which encourages bike compliance and pedestrian safety? 
Erana Stennett – Central Park Conservancy manages the park for the Parks Department. This is a city park and the city 
manages the Drives. The Conservancy can be brought in in consultation. 
Chris Nolan – there seems to be competing information. There is a control device for cross walks. It still comes back to 
fundamental issue of bikes not stopping at red, but maybe will stop at flashing yellow. This is not just an issue of design, 
but also use and how people use the designed infrastructure. Nothing we can do to govern personal conduct. 
Collen Chattergoon – agrees with Chris N. Compliance is key. 
Ken Coughlin – all we’ve done with the red lights is create an unreasonable expectation for the cyclists and then get 
upset when they break the rule.  
Hindy Schachter (public) – as was mentioned, on Aug 3, 2014 a cyclist came into pedestrian lane and killed Irv –her 
husband. I have come to 2 conclusions: 1. Redesign will create a safer park. 2. Redesign has to work for everybody. This 
is not about 2 antagonist groups. We have all types of vehicles in the park. My advice is to come together and think 
through how we can totally redesign a car free park. There is nothing peculiar about electric bikes. Can we have a park 
that works for everyone? 
Neile Weisman (public) – I am the public relations coordinator for NY Cycle Club. We developed a cycling protocol for CP. 
NYC has 800k cyclists. No recreational areas not shared with pedestrians and runners.  Groups encouraged to ride at low 
pedestrian usage hours. 
Lisa Orman (public) – With Central Park Advocates, who are solutions oriented. Make culture of park welcome, safety 
and respect. First we need more info.  
Ian Clarke (public) – agrees with protecting unimpeded cycling around Drive loop. Agrees with culture as key. 
Ira Gershenhorn (public) – really sad that there isn’t a velodrome outside of Queens. 
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Ellen Azorin (public) – distinguish between recreational and transportation use of park, There has to be a way for 
transportation users to go from east to west and west to east across the park. 
Howard Yaruss – I think we should call for a resolution? DOT and other parties should  
Mark Diller – suggest that we create a statement, and then circulate drafts in advance of full board meeting before 
meeting. 
Collen Chattergoon – noted having something in writing is always helpful for DOT. 
Susan Schwartz – the Board put a lot of time and effort into the last resolution. She is concerned that we would be 
sending a different and separate message. Compromise is we take this discussion back to the Transportation Committee 
with Parks Committee in attendance.  
Erana Stennett – It might be more effective to write a letter. 
Elizabeth Caputo – it appears many board members are looking for more info before moving with a resolution. 
Roberta Semer – thinks we need to create a new process to create a better program where bikes and pedestrians know 
where they need to be. 
Kimberly Rancourt – we started conversations with the Conservancy, but have not yet commissioned a study. COVID has 
impacted our workload and priorities. We don’t have a study initiated at this point.  
Colleen Chattergoon – agrees the car design is not working, and it includes signal questions. We understand a study is 
required and it will need outside funding. Pedestrian, Cyclists in separate paths so there are no conflicts. And Signaling. 
Rich Robbins – we’re not going to get to the right place unless we change the culture. We also need to address the issue 
holistically. The culture encourages cyclists to break the law. 
Mark Diller – doesn’t hear consensus. We should continue conversation in appropriate place. 
Elizabeth Caputo – if we don’t have consensus, then we should move on and put this on the agenda for July 
Transportation Committee meeting. 
Klari N – if we put this on the July agenda, is there more we expect as information? 
Kimberly Rancourt – we need to do more study before we can come back to the committee. 
Mark Diller – if there are factual questions we want answers to, then we don’t need a resolution, we can just ask the 
factual questions. Put the questions in Chat. 
Email Chairs and/or put in Chat the questions. 
 
Parks & Environment Committee 
2. Enforcement of dog leash laws in Central Park 
Elizabeth Caputo – our parks are for everyone.  Let’s think of equity and inclusion as part of the discussion. The context 
of the last couple weeks and years, I believe very strongly in leash enforcement in Central Park. 
Edwin Rodriguez from PEP joined the meeting. 
Klari Neuwelt – put on the agenda tonight.  Susan has proposed a draft resolution.  Co-chairs are not offering it as a 
committee resolution at this time. It is a topic of increasing publicity. 
Susan Schwartz – turn over to Chris Cooper first. Focus on the conflict between the different users. 
Chris Cooper – had no intention of violating protocols. Thanks for considering Susan’s proposal. This is not about a race 
issue. It is about a conflict between a birder and a dog walker. Susan can advocate for this. 
Elizabeth – thanks Chris for bringing this issue to the Committee before all the publicity. 
Susan Schwartz – I really love dogs. CP is a shared resource. Only 14% are first time users. 17% of park is regulated for 
dog usage. There are specific protected areas. 
Molly Adams (public) – advocacy outreach coordinator for Audubon Society. Chris Cooper was advocating for the 
Audubon mission. Asking CB7 to ask for increased funding. 
Edwin Rodriguez (PEP) – it is PEP responsibility to issue citations for unleashed dogs. NYPD can write any summons. But 
PEP enforces leash laws. 
Klari N – is enforcement in CP done by PEP or does NYPC do as well? 
Edwin R – it is mainly done by PEP. 
Ken Chaya (public) – Urban Naturalist.  It’s never been clear to me who is responsible for this enforcement. Why is PEP 
failing at enforcing off leash dog rules? The solution should be simple – issue a summons to everyone who breaks the 
law for 2 wks. 
Barbara Adler – support what Ken Chaya said.  
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Doug McGowan - Just wanted to note that I support the resolution as a dog owner, a parent of young kids, a not often 
but sometime enjoyer of birding, and a regular user of Ramble and other parts of CP. At its base, this is about a culture 
of following the rules. The bird watchers, the parents with small kids, the pedestrians, the dog walkers as well…. We all 
have an interest in following these rules for a host of reasons and I can recite a reason for each group of which I’m a 
member. As a dog walker, I enjoy walking my dog on leash through these areas and watching birds. As a parent, I enjoy 
walking quietly with my children in these areas. I’m a user of the dog runs…. And I don’t run my dog in these areas, 
because it is the wrong thing to do. 
Natasha Kazmi – question about Dog Runs being closed. When will they be opened? 
Geoff Martin – no target date to open the dog runs. 
Matt Genrich – the decision comes from the Mayor. 
Elizabeth Caputo – important that we don’t assume causality between closing dog runs and instances of off leash in CP. 
 
Erana Stennett – how many PEP officers are assigned to CP? Are they just assigned to CP? 
Edwin R – two units; total of 4 officers per each of two shifts. They move about the park. One pair in south end and one 
in north end. In vehicles. Mounted Unit will put 2 officers in park. 
Erana Stennett – can we consider how to deploy the PEP officers appropriately, a friendly amendment. 
Ken Coughlin – we have situation where we have 4 PEP officers and 700 acre park. We’re once again, the spirit of the 
resolution is fairly punitive. The law is a blunt instrument. We should first remind people.  Not in favor of using the blunt 
instrument of the law. 
Erana Stennett – the Rangers can assist with the education.  
Mark Diller – will be abstaining as he doesn’t believe CB7 should be telling PEP how and what to enforce 
Geoff Martin – Parks Department has changed from “dogs” off leach to “pets” off leash. You may want to change the 
wording to Pets off Leash, not Dogs off Leash, because of Service Dogs. 
Klari Neuwelt – this falls in category of little to no enforcement of “quality of life” violations. We hope that R rangers. 
Would Susan consider changing and not criticizing the two enforcement agencies? Therefore paragraph, PEP is a part of 
DPR, so should be rephrased. 
Susan S – willing to make the Erana changes. 
Elizabeth C – put it as a friendly amendment 
Ken Coughlin – Propose another friendly amendment. For the second time in two months we’re calling NYPD to enforce. 
I’d like to remove NYPD reference and limit it to PEP. 
Rich Robbins – would second it as a resolution, but he is not a committee member.  
Ken offered an unfriendly amendment that wasn’t seconded by a committee member. 
Elizabeth Caputo – we have an obligation to vote up or down. We can vote now or amend it now. 
Erana Stennett – Chris Cooper came to us a week before the issue. We can’t keep putting enforcement in hands of park 
users. 
 
Question is called for resolution. 

Friendly amendment – remove sentence that criticizes PEP and Central Park Police. …. Take out PEP Working 
together with (list of groups)….. towards education and existing dog leash requirements.  (Mark put the 
amended language on the screen for everyone to review prior to voting.) 

Roll call vote,  
Committee Members: 

 Elizabeth Caputo  
 Klari  
 Cindy  
 Ken  
 Natasha  
 Susan  
 Doug  
 

Non-Committee Board Members: 



 

Community Board 7/ Manhattan 

 Erana Stennett 
 Doug Kleiman  
 Madelyn Innocent  
 Barbara Adler  
 Rich Robbins  

 Mark Diller (Abstained) 
 

KEY:     = Yes  |   = No  |    =  Abstained 
 

Resolution is adopted:  
3. Reconstruction of Riverside Park perimeter sidewalk at intersections of Riverside Drive and 95th and 97th Streets. 
Margaret Bracken – folks are developing bad habits in Riverside Park because dog runs are closed, doing serious damage 
to park landscapes. 
Klari Neuwelt – are Riverside Park staff bringing this info up to the Mayor? 
Margaret Bracken – not personally aware of any influence we have on this.  
Geoff Martin – I ask people to leash their dogs. The closure of the dog runs is not permanent.  
Margaret Bracken slides: West 95th and 97th Streets intersections with sidewalks on Riverside Drive. PowerPoint 
Presentation.  No resolution is needed.  Routine review at LPC.  Project is funded by a private donor through the 
Riverside Park Conservancy, and it will start in the next few weeks and take about two months. Doug McGowan: POI on 
ADH ramp being put in across the street. 
Rich Robbins – asked to ensure there is pedestrian access while work is ongoing. 
 
4.  Update on committee discussions. 
 
5.  Future agenda items 
 
Present: Elizabeth Caputo, Klari Neuwelt, Cindy Cardinal, Ken Coughlin, Natasha Kazmi, Douglas McGowan and Susan 
Schwartz. Transportation Committee Members: Howard Yaruss and Meg Schmitt, Co-Chairpersons; Jay Adolf, Barbara 
Adler, Andrew Albert, Elizabeth Caputo, Ken Coughlin, Julian Giordano, Doug Kleiman, Sara Lind, Richard Robbins, and 
Roberta Semer.  
Board Chair: Mark Diller. Non-Committee Board Members: Paul Fischer, Madelyn Innocent, Ira Mitchneck. 
Erana Stennett 
 
Meeting adjourned at 9:54PM 
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PRESERVATION COMMITTEE MINUTES  

June 11, 2020 
 

Present: Co-chairs K. Karpen and Michele Parker. Committee: Jay Adolf, Josh Cohen, Madge Rosenberg, Peter Samton, 
Susan Schwartz 
Non-Committee Board Members: Mark Diller, Doug Kleiman, Melissa Rosenberg 

 

MASTERPLAN FOR WINDOW REPLACEMENT AT THE NEW-YORK HISTORICAL SOCIETY, 170 CENTRAL PARK WEST 
In 1966 the building was designated a landmark because of its beautiful architectural detail and great dignity and 
grandeur." It is in a landmark district. 

 
Scott Duenow, Architect, PBDWArchitects: 

 

• Double glazed windows with aluminum thermally broken frames factory painted color of bronze will replace second floor windows 
on 77th Street and lower and side windows on Central Park West and the windows on 76th Street. These will match the 
replacement windows within LPC Guidelines on CPW and 77th Street that were installed in 2008. 

• In the technical analysis aluminum cut heat loss 61%, and measured best in U-Factor performance. The new windows will be LL97 
compliant. Stainless steel, while efficient, is far more expensive and needs maintenance every two years. Aluminum windows 
have a 20 year warrantee. 

 
Margi Hofer, Vice President of the N-YHS: 

 

• The windows need to be replaced because moisture was leaking from them into the galleries and causing condensation and 
damage to surfaces and the collection. 

•  When temperature dipped to five degrees in 2018, gallery walls were wet and an exhibition had to be closed. Interior storm 
windows failed to stop leaks. 

• Replacement will take about nine months in two phases so that two sidewalks at a time will be coved with scaffold rather than 
three. They will try to minimize impact on Macy's Thanksgiving Day Parade. 

 

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE WINDOW MASTER PLAN 

 

Committee members: 7-0-0-0 

Non-committee board members: 2-0-0-1 
 
NEW BUSINESS 

 
What needs to be done in a landmark building to facilitate restaurant and other small business tenants opening for 
temporary outside service during COVID? 

 
 


