TESTIMONY FOR NYCHA CHAIRMAN JOHN B. RHEA
UPDATE ON NYCHA’S USE OF CITY COUNCIL FUNDING TO INSTALL SECURITY
'SYSTEMS IN ITS DEVELOPMENTS
COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC HOUSING
THURSDAY, AUGUST 16, 2012 — 1:00 PM
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS

Chairwoman Rosie Mendez, Members of the Committee, and other -
distinguished Members of the City Council, thank you for this opportunity to
discuss the New York City Housing Authority’s (NYCHA) comprehensive
strategy to enhance the security of our public housing communities. I am
John B. Rhea, Chairman of the New York City Housing Authority. J eining
me this morning are Executive Vice President for Capital Projects Raymond

Ribetro as well as other members of NYCHA’s management team.

When I was appointed Chairman of NYCHA three years ago, Mayor
Michael Bloomberg gave me a clear mandate to restore financial stability,
maximize economic opportunity and development, and enhance residents’
quality of life in our developments. Since then, together with the
Administration’s steadfast support, one of our critical priorities has been to
improve resident safety. For over eight years, NYCHA and the City Council
have worked together to further this aim, and it is in this spirit of partnershlp

that I am here today to share our record of progress.

There have been significant strides in reducing criminal activity in New
York City public housing communities. In fact, crime has dropped a total of
23 percent in NYCHA properties over the past 10 years. NYCHA’s over
400,000 residents are safer than they were a decade ago. However, we know

that there 1s more that can and must be done to make the City’s public




television (CCTV) cameras of varying scale installed at 538 buildings
in 105 developments citywide. We installed more than half of those
cameras, a total of 3,497, between 2003 and 2012, to the benefit of
over 87,000 residents. Seventy-five percent of the $42 million in
government funding for camera and security enhancements was
committed over the past three years. While we did hold off on
utiliziﬁg new allocations beginning in 2010 in order to develop a
comprehensive, standardiéed security model, we continued to deliver
on projects that had already started and the number of cameras in our
developments continued to rise citywide.

It was reported that the price tag for putting security cameras in the
City’s most dangerous hoﬁsing developments has gorip up even as
housing officials sat on the money for that installation. The reality is
that in our new security architecture, cameras are now 50 percent
cheaper. The average cost for installing CCTV cameras prior to our
evaluation period in 2010 was $165,000 per building. In our new
architecture, the average cost per building for cameras is‘now
$80,000. Economies of scale, competitive bidding, and more
technology options account for this significant cost savings; residents .
get more security from the City Council’s investment.

It was reported that security camera installation would move forward
only after it. was revealed that $42 million in funding was sitting
unused. The reality 1s that NYCHA’s revised Safety and Security
program was initiated in early 2011 to create a universal platform for
selection aﬁd placement of security enhancements in all NYCHA
developments. This comprehensive approach, known as layered |

access control (LAC), would include modern intercoms, wireless key



After evaluating the existing system, speaking with residents, consulting
security experts, and reviewing 'public housing best practices, the team
identified a number of issues. There was no consistent methodology or
technology platform for CCTV across NYCHA developments, which
resulted in less efficient and effective use of the equipment. The stand-alone
systems were unreliablé, antiquated, and incurred high installation costs.
Additionally, the procurement process to furnish and install cameras was

found to be inefficient and time consuming,.
SSTF Recommendations

Chief among the Task Force’s recommendations was that a three-tier
approach to better secure building entrances would more effectively deter
criminal activity than cameras alone. Equipment will be uniform agency-
wide, and capital costs for the initial camera installation, as well as
maintenance, will be reduced. And the new system will offer greater value
due to technological enhancements like fiber optics, smart cameras, and the
use of network communication hubs known as security operations centers.
‘Also, system standardization and a proactive contracting delivery method

implemented by NYCHA will significantly shorten the procurement process.

As aresult of this innovative, comprehensive approach, NYCHA was
awarded a national competitive grant of $250,000 from HUD for layered
. access control improvements in 2010. With that award, together with

additional funding from Council Member Maria del Carmen Arroyo and



plans on several occasions. Most recently, on June 5" of this year, [
testified before the Committees on Finance and Public Housiﬁg that we
planned to complete all of the City Capital-funded CCTV/layered access
projects by the fall of 2013, and that schedule remains largely unchanged.
Most critically, we developed detailed technical specifications for all of the
components of the new layered access concept, which allowed us to begin
the procurement of several job order contracts in the summer of 201 1;
NYCHA proactively pursued thése contracts, which allow up to $65 million
worth of wori( to be performed in anticipation of any future funding. This
strategy has already paid off, as we were awarded an additional $10 million
in Fiscal Year 2013 funds this past July from elected officials that allowed
us to implement safety enhancements without a lengthy new bidding
process. The contracts also gave us detailed cost information so that
residents and elected officials can clearly understand installation options,

including cost, at each development.

And now I’d like to introduce Mr. Ribeiro, the Executive Vice President for
Capital Projects, who will outline the other important milestones of our

process and the overall status to date.

As Mr. Ribeiro described, the administrative challenges associated with such
an effort are complex, time consuming, and sometimes beyond our
immediate control. There is always room for improvement, and we are
invested in identifying and addressing areas where we can accelerate our
timelines. That said, we remain completely committed to this holistic
approach and are on schedule for all funded work at the 85 properties to be

completed by 2013. Four projects are currently underway and I am also



“Operation SNUG” anti-gang/anti-gun program at select developments. It is

our hope that these efforts will alleviate acts of violence in our communities.
Conclusion

Ensuring that our communities remain safe is a collective responsibility. |
We—NYCHA employees, elected ofﬂcialé, advocates, residents, and the
NYPD— all play a vital role in making neighborhoods safer.

We know that investing in new technology and creating enhanced security
measures will take us only so far without the trust and coopération of
NYCHA'’s residents, as well as the financial support and advocacy of the
City Council. To address our chronic lack of programmatic funding, we
have actively engaged many stakeholders to collaborate with us on
improving the safety of NYCHA families by leveraging their financial
resources and security expertise. But NYCHA cannot do this essential and
urgent work alone. Improving the safety of our 334 developments, 2,600
buildings, and over 3,000 elevators is no small feat. Installing just cameras
would require a $200 million investment. And a comprehensive layered
access control implementation is estimated to cost the Authority more than
$500 million. This new plan offers the opportunity to re-evaluate our
funding strategy in order to take a more holistic approach, examining and
prioritizing our entire portfolio of properties instead of allocating funding by
district. We hope to work with the Council to establish an annual
programmatic funding stream that would promote the most appropriate
allocation of funds. Thdﬁk you, and we weléome any questions that you

may have at this time.
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Davidson/Site 166 Resident Association Inc.

"A New York City Housing Authority’s Development”
From the Office of the President, Erik Crawford
818 Home Street, Apartment 2Y
Bronx, New York 10459
347-391-9853 Tel
erikcrawford2009@live.com

TESTIMONY OF ERIK CRAWFORD

The Council of the City of New York
Committee on Public Housing

Re: Update on NYCHA’s Use of City Council Funding to Install
Security Systems in its Developments

August 16, 2012

Good morning. My name is Erik Crawford and I am President of
the Davidson/Site 166 Resident Association Inc, Vice-Chair for the
Bronx South District Council of Presidents Inc and a Member of the
City-Wide Resident Advisory Board of the New York City Housing
Authority. I would like to thank the Chair of this Committee and it’s
Committee Members for holding this hearing.

Each year, Congress sets aside funds within the Capital Fund

appropriation to fund emergencies and natural disasters. In 2009

through the Omnibus Appropriations Act 2009, [Public Law 111-8] (FY

2009 Act) and 2010 through the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2010

[Public Law 111-17] (FY 2010 Act). Congress appropriated $20 Million

in funding to provide assistance to “public housing agencies for |
= CHICTgency vapital needs, MCIading satety and security measures

necessary to address crime and drug related activity as well as needs ._

resulting from unforeseen or unpreventable emergencies and natural

disasters excluding Presidentially declared disasters.



United States Housing Urban Development Office of Public and
Indian Housing issued a document dated June 28, 2010 which provided
Public Housing Authorities (PHA) guidance for those seeking
Emergency Capital Needs funding for safety and security measures. The
limit per proposal is $250,000.00. Funding Year 2009 the New York
City Housing Authority among others received a max grant of $250,000
Safety and Security Grant from HUD. In addition, NYCHA have
received countless among of earmark funding for developments across
this city for Safety & Security.

Even though NYCHA had access to funds for security they held back

from putting these dollars to use to secure our developments across the
city. It is worth mentioning that the MOU between the City of New
York and New York City Housing Authority of 1994 talks about above
and beyond baseline services, including security of our developments.
No doubt from reports, comments and experiences of residents of the
New York City Public Housing Authority we do not see and receive any
of those provisions within our developments.

Even though NYCHA failed to start securing our developments, my
District Chair of the Bronx South, Mr. John Johnson introduced to the
Bronx South Presidents, Mr. Douglas Frasier. Mr. Frasier at no charged
to the developments; via a small grant he received install Digital Camera
system in developments throughout the Bronx South. Davidson Houses,
818 Home Street being one that provides real time live feed. A resident
can go online via their desktop, laptop and/or Smartphone and view the
public areas of their developments. This system no only provides a form
of security it also avoid anyone coming in direct contact with someone
who is committing a crime. With this system you can go back and view

old recordmgs whlch are stored onlme for access. My residents
1 EVC & SITitar will Iieet the

appt \A.zfaua uu

needs of our developments across the city.



There is no need to quote stats around this city’s public housing
developments, because those we are knowledgeable of, but the ask of
this Committee and your colleagues in the Council is the following:

o Work with NYCHA and Resident Councils to ensure that funds
that are earmark for Safety and Security in your District’s
perspective developments are used for that reason

e Ensure that those dollars are spent in a certain timeframe

e Ensure regular communication to those Resident Councils to
ensure they are aware and-up-to-date with-what’s-geing-on-with
any funding provided for Safety and Security

o The bigger ask of this Committee and your colleagues in the
Council are to provide regular and continuing financial support to
improve the Safety and Security of our developments.

Thank you for your time and we look forward to a working dialogue and
plan of action to address the Safety and Securities in our developments
across this city.

Encl.
Notice PIH-20-10-24 (HA) from HUD Dated June 28, 2010 — 6 pages

Safety and Security Grants by Field Office — 1 page

End.




TN U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
| B Office of Public and Indian Housing
LS
Special Attention of: Public Notice PIH-2010-24 (HA)
Housing Agency Directors; Public
Housing Field Office Directors Issued: June 28, 2010

Expires:  June 30,2011

Cross References: Public Law 111-8, Public Law
111-117, 24. C.F.R. 905.10, Section 9(3) of the
Housing Act of 1937.

Subject: Emergency Safety and Security Funding as it Relates to the Omnibus
Appropriations Act, 2009 [Public Law 111-8] and the Consolidated Appropriations Act,

— 2010 [Public Law 111-117].

1. Purpose: This Notice provides guidance to public housing agencies (PHAs) seeking
Emergency Capital Needs funding for safety and security measures. This Notice provides
instructions regarding the application and funding process for emergency safety and security
funding.

For current information regarding natural disasters see PIH Notice 2010-14, HUD Funding
Jfor Non-Presidentially Declared Disasters, issued April 28, 2010 and now available on
HUD’s website.

2. Background: Each year, Congress sets aside funds within the Capital Fund appropriation to
fund emergencies and natural disasters. Last year, through the Omnibus Appropriations Act,
2009 [Public Law 111-8] (FY 2009 Act) and this year, through the Consolidated
Appropriations Act, 2010 [Public Law 111-117] (FY 2010 Act), Congress appropriated
$20,000,000 in funding to provide assistance to “public housing agencies for emergency
capital needs including safety and security measures necessary to address crime and drug
related activity as well as needs resulting from unforeseen or unpreventable emergencies and
natural disasters excluding Presidentially declared disasters occurring in fiscal year 2009
(and 2010).” Identical language appears in both the FY 2009 and FY 2010 Acts. Thus,
Emergency Capital Needs funding is available for both emergencies and non-presidentially
declared natural disasters,

3. Policy: The Department’s policy with respect to safety and security funding is to ensure
adequate funding availability for unforeseeable or unpreventable emergencies as well as nor
presidentially declared natural disasters, Thus, unforeseeable or unpreventable emergencies

and non-presidentially declared natural disasters will be given funding priority on a rolling

Basis==lho=Beparimentvali=then-und=thocecariotmrd=ga Y \,ulyxg\:llulbb LIdU PO dIl

increased threat to the health and safety of PHA residents on a first come, first serve basis
until the set aside funding is exhausted.



. Statutory Interpretation: Emergency funding may be available to PHAs that require
funding for the following: 1) capital needs related to safety and security measures necessary
to address crime and drug related activity; 2) capital needs related to unforeseen or
unpreventable emergencies. The difference between the two types of emergencies as defined
under the FY 2009 and FY 2010 Acts is as follows. Safety and security emerge ncies include
sudden increases in threat levels posed to the health and safety of PHA residents due to
violent crimes or property related crimes at PHA sites, whereas unforeseen or unpreventable
emergencies include unanticipated or unpreventable occurrences resulting in damage to the
physical structure of the PHA’s housing stock. An example of an Emergency Capital Needs
grant for safety and security measures would be the installation of surveillance cameras
necessary to address a sudden increase in drug related violent crime at a PHA site. A
common example of an unforeseen or unpreventable emergency would be the sudden failure

of a building’s structural or utility system caused by a hidden defect.

. Applicability: This Notice applies to PHAs applying for and receiving emergency safety

and-security funding:

. Availability of Funds: The Department has the discretion to set aside a portion of the
$20,000,000 specifically for emergency safety and security funding. This amount may be
increased or decreased annually at the Department’s discretion. The initial set aside for
emergency safety and security needs funding will be posted to the Department’s website
annually and may be updated as additional funding becomes available. For FFY 2009, the
Department set aside $5,000,000 for emergency safety and security funding, since there were
no requests for unforeseen or unpreventable emergency and non-presidentially declared
natural disaster funding. For FFY 2010, the Department will set aside $2,000,000 for
emergency safety and security funding. Depending on the number of applications received
for unforeseen or unpreventable emergencies and norrpresidentially declared natural
disasters, this amount may be increased towards the end of FFY 2010. If no applicants
satisfy the requirements outlined within this Notice, the Department has the authority to
transfer the remaining Emergency Capital Needs funds into the Public Housing Capital Fund.
See FY 2009 Act.

. Grant Award Limit: Safety and security funding will be limited to $250,000 per proposal.
The $250,000 award limit is a maximum; a PHA’s funding award will be based on a number
of factors including the proposal’s cost estimate, the number of units identified within the
proposal as well as the severity of the safety and security emergency. A PHA is ineligible to
receive emergency safety and security needs funding if it has previously received Emergency
Capital Needs funding to address the same issue for which the funds are currently being
requested.

. Eligible Uses of Safety and Security Funding: Emergency safety and security grants can
only be used to cover ehglble expenses to correct damages caused by a qualifying safety and

_; \u; BElow—ouch SIATICS TSt oe used 101

Capital F und ehglb]e 1tems that address an emergency capital need. See 24 C.F.R. § 905.10
(b), 24. C.F.R. § 905.10(k) (eligible uses of the Capital Fund). The capital needs must
address the identified threat that the crime and drug related activity poses to the health and



safety of the PHA residents. The intent of these grants is to provide one-time assistance for
emergency items that could not be absorbed within the PHA s Capital Fund budget.

i.  Examples: Emergency safety and security grant funds may be used to install, repair, or
replace capital needs items including, but not limited to the following:

a. Security systems/cameras;
b. Fencing;

c. Lighting systems;

d. Emergency alarm systems;

¢. Window bars;

f.  Deadbolt locks; and

g. Doors.

9. Definitions and Requirements: A PHA faced witha safety and security emergency may be
eligible for funding provided that the PHA meets the requirements set forthbelow.

a. Emergency Capital Needs: Emergency capital needs include “safety and security
measures necessary to address crime and drug related activity as well as needs resulting
from unforeseen or unpreventable emergencies and natural disasters excluding
Presidentially declared disasters occurring in fiscal year 2009 (or fiscal year 2010).” See
FY 2009 and FY 2010 Acts. PHAs that confront a safety and security emergency are
eligible for Emergency Capital Needs funding provided that funding is available and the
specific requirements outlined within this Notice are met.

b. Safety and Security Emergency: An emergency may arise from an immediate need for
funding by the PHA to implement safety and security measures necessary to address
crime and drug related activity. All emergencies must have occurred within the fiscal
year in which funds were appropriated. Whether a PHA’s safety and security needs merit
Emergency Capital Needs funding will be determined by the Department based on
requirements listed below.

c. Submission Requirements: Emergency safety and security grant funds are available to
address safety and security needs that threaten the health and safety of the public housing
residents. The crime or drug related activity giving rise to the need for emergency safety

requesting emergency funds.



PHAs seeking emergency safety and security funding must submit all documentation
listed below as well as the information listed within the subparts. PHAs must submit
applications by scanning and emailing all necessary documents and must also send
the original application through the mail (see contact information in Section 15). The
following forms are available at http://www.hudclips.org

a. Form HUD-50075.1, Annual Statement (only Parts I & IT): Pleasc address
each of the elements listed below within the annual statement.

i.  Documented crime and drug related activity that poses an increased threat to
the health and safety of PHA residents:

1.

The PHA must identify the specific crime and drug related activity that
poses, during the fiscal year in which funds are appropriated, an increased
threat to the health and safety of PHA residents.

The PHA must provide documentation of the crime and drug related
activity identified within the application and must also provide
Justification regarding the increased threat to the health and safety of PHA
residents that such crime and drug related activity poses.

a. Anecdotal or narrative documentation from PHA officials, residents,
boards, or security personnel will be considered; however, such
narratives must be supported by third party data. Below is a list of
suggested documentation; however, this list is not exhaustive.

i Crime data from local law enforcement (preferred);

ii.  Documentation from local “Neighborhood Watch” groups;

iii.  Documentation from local councils (e.g., business council, city
council, etc.)

il.  Third party assessment of a practical plan:

1.

The PHA must submit a third party analysis indicating that the PHA’s
capital needs proposal to resolve the safety and sccurlty emergency is a
viable proposal, likely to immediately address the crime or drug related
condition(s) identified.

The third party analysis must be provided by a professional with expertise
in security strategies as well as defens1ble spaces The credentlals of the
third r}arhz_nrnf‘wn] to-malke.th - o .

be submitted.

a. Examples of such professionals include architects, security personnel,
or consultants with the aforementioned expertise.



iii.  Documented ability to partially finance the proposed project:

1. Describe the activities that will be undertaken to correct the emergency
and the estimated cost.

2. If the cost estimate exceeds the $250,000 cap, the PHA must include
documents indicating other funds, including Capital Funds, are available
to cover the proposal’s excess costs.

b. Form HUD-50071, Certification of Payments to Influence Federal
Transactions.

¢. Standard Form (SF)-LLL, Disclosure of Lobbying Activities. Note: This form
is available at Forms.gov.

10.

11.

12.

d. Form HUD-50077, PHA Certifications of Compliance with PHA Plans and
Related Regulations.

Evaluation Criteria: The Department evaluates requests for emergency safety and security
funding based on the information provided within the PHA’s application as outlined within
this Notice.

a. First Come, First Serve: Applicants that meet the criteria described in Section 9 and
submit the required documentation will be funded on a first come, first serve basis until
the set aside funding has been exhausted. Any remaining applications will be held until
the end of the fiscal year. If additional funding becomes available, applications will be
funded in the order received. Applications will not be accepted until 30 days after the
publication of this Notice.

Process for Requesting an Emergency Safety and Security Grant: PHAs seeking
emergency safety and security funding should submit a completed application, including all
of the aforeme ntioned documents and information described above. Completed applications
will be time stamped as they are received through email. Upon review, applications will be
placed in a queue and funded on a first come, first serve basis, until the set aside funding has
been exhausted. Remaining applicants will be held until the end of the fiscal year, and if
funding becomes available, applications will be funded in the order received.

What to include in the application: An application for emergency safety and security

funding must include documentation addressing each of the submission requirements listed
above in Section 9(c). Please scan and email all documents and send through the mail ail
original, signed coples of the application documents (see contact information in Section 14

~ 7y
helous

13.

Managing Emergency Grants: Safety and security emergency grants should be managed in
the same manner as grants provided for unforeseeable or unpreventable emergencies. If the



14.

15.

PHA receives funding in excess of the costs incurred to address the safety and security
emergency, the PHA must notify the Department and return the excess funds.

Paperwork Reduction Act. The information collection requirements contained in this
document are approved by the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 2510-3520). The OMB control numbers are
pending. In accordance with the Paperwork Reduction Act, HUD may not conduct or
sponsor, and a person is not required to respond to, a collection of information unless the
collection displays a currently valid OMB control number.

Contact Information: For general questions, please call Jeffrey Riddel, Director at 202-
402-7378 or Rick Smith, Deputy Director, at 202-402-7652. Please scan and email all
application documents to Rick Smith, Deputy Director, at PIHOCI@hud.cov. Please send
all original, signed copies of the application documents to Rick Smith, Deputy Director,
Office of Capital Improvements, 451 7th Street SW, Room 4146, Washington, DC 20410.

s/
Sandra B. Henriquez, Assistant Secretary for
Public and Indian Housing
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Testimony by The Legal Aid Society

Before the New York City Council Committee on Public Housing
Oversight Hearing: Update on the New York City Housing
Authority’s Installation of Security Systems
August 16, 2012

The Legal Aid Society (the Society) in New York City is the nation’s oldest and largest not-for-
profit provider of legal help for vulnerable low-income children and adults.

Operating from 25 locations in New York City with a full-time staff of over 1,600, the Society
handles more than 300,000 individual cases and legal matters each year. The Society operates
three major practices: the Criminal Practice, which serves as the primary provider of indigent
defense services in New York City; the Juvenile Rights Practice, which represents virtually all of
the children who appear in Family Court as victims of abuse or neglect or as young people facing
" charges of misconduct; and the Civil Practice, which improves the lives of low-income New
Yorkers by helping families and individuals obtain and maintain the basic necessities of life-

housing, health care, food, and subsistence income or self-sufficiency.

With a focus on enhancing family stability and security, through a network of neighborhood
offices and city-wide special projects in all five boroughs of the City, the Civil Practice helps
vulnerable families and individuals with these legal problefns: housing, foreclosure and
homelessness; family law and domestic violence; income and economic security assistance (such
as unemployment insurance benefits, federal disability benefits, food stamps, and pﬁblic

assistance); health law; immigration; HIV/AIDS and.chronic diseases; elder law for senior



citizens; low-wage worker problems; fax law for low-income workers; consumer law; education
law; community develépment opportunities to help clients move out of poverty; and reentry and
reintegration matters for clients returning to the community from correctional facilities.
Typically, clients seek assistance from the Civil Practice after exhausting all other avenues for
assistance. The Society’s Civil Practice is the safety net when all other safety nets fail. During
the past year, our Civil Practice coinpleted work on over 43,000 individual cases and legal
matters, benefiting nearly 100,000 low-income children and adults, with an additional two

million low-income New Yorkers benefiting from our law reform and class action litigation.

The Society is counsel on numeérous class-action cases concerning the rights of public housing
residents and is a member of the New York City Alliance to Preserve Public Housing, a local
collaboration of New York City Housing Authority (NYCHA) resident leaders, advocates and

concerned elected officials.

We appreciate the opportunity to testify before the City Council’s Public Housing Committee
concemning NYCHA's installation of security cameras. Today, our testimony will focus on the
$78 million in annual payments made by NYCHA to the NYPD and our concemns with
NYCHA’s “layered access” security sysiem. We greatly appreciate the leadership of Chair

Rosie Mendez and her commitment to public housing and Section 8 residents.

NYCHA'’s Financial Crisis
On June 5, 2012, in his testimony in front of this Committee on NYCHA’s Five- Year Operating
and Capital Plans, NYCHA’s Chairman, John B. Rhea confirmed that NYCHA faces a serious

financial shortfall and expects a $61 million operating deficit for its public housing program in
2012-2013.

NYCHA has spoken publicly and repeatedly about its escalating need for funding to repair and
maintain NYCHA’s aging 178,000 units of affordable housing. Residents are living with
chronic disrepairs, with frequent elevator outages, heating issues and leaks. In Plan NYCHA,
released in December, 2011, NYCHA states that there are approximately 10,000 apartments with



multiple work orders outstanding and that there is an estimated $6-7 billion backlog of capital

improvements.

$78 million annual payments from NYCHA to the NYPD

Until 1995, NYCHA had its own police force that worked full time in and around public
housing. In 1995, pursuant to a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between NYCHA and -
~ the New York Police Department (NYPD) the NYCHA police merged with the NYPD and, since
that time, NYCHA hlas completely ceded its security responsibilities to the NYPD. .Under the

MOU, NYCHA pays the NYPD approximately $78 million per year for “above base-line” police

services that the NYPD provides at no additional cost to private landlords.
These $78 million of payments each year from NYCHA to the NYPD come at a time when
NYCHA states that it lacks funding to make even lroutine repairs in its public housing apartments

putting residents’ health and safety at risk.

Recommendation:

We suggest that NYCHA terminate the $78 million annual payments to the NYPD by dissolving
the 1995 MOU. The $78 million saved each year could be used to help eliminate NYCHA’s
structural operating deficit and could be spent on providing safety and security and making

necessary repairs to residents” homes.

NYCHA'’s Proposed Layered Access Control System
In December, 2009, a Safety and Security Task Force was established at NYCHA to review the

policies and procedures that guide the relationship among residents, NYCHA and the police.
The Task Force was made up of NYCHA employees, members of the NYPD and NYCHA’s
Citywide Council of Presidents (CCOP). A report was issued by the Task Force in February,
2011 in which recommendations were made by NYCHA, including that a new security system

be introduced throughout its developments.

NYCHA calls the new security system, a “layered access control” system, that includes the

installation of new mechanical door locking hardware with locks controlled by electronic key



“tags and direct call intercoms. NYCHA has highlighted a feature of the new security system that
includes: the ability by NYCHA to activate and deactivate individual users consistent with

security concerns for denying building access.

DHS failure to consider NYCHA’s occupancy restrictions in determining elicibility for

emergency shelter

The City’s Department of Homeless Services (DHS) routinely denies emergency shelter to
homeless families who have relatives in NYCHA apartments on the basis that they have other

housing “available” to them.

These homeless families are not authorized members of the NY CHA. apartment but are being
told by DHS, a City agency, that they should go to these NYCHA apartments in order to avoid
living on the streets with their young children. DHS’ policy could potentially create another
homeless household, in light of NYCHA’s occupancy rules and restrictions.

The Society is concerned that NYCHA’s new security system, which has the potential to more
carefully watch or control the comings and goings of legitimate guests of NYCHA residents,
could lead to an increase in tennination of tenancy proceedings against tenants for violations of
occupancy rules and force homeless families ohto the streets after DHS finds them ineligible for

emergency shelter.

Recommendations:

We understand that this refusal to constder occupancy rules is not a NYCHA policy, but that of
its sister agency, DHS.

We urge NYCHA to meet with DHS to explain its occupancy restrictions that prohibit
unauthorized persons from residing in a NYCHA apartment and to press DHS to change its
current policy and abide by NYCHA’s rules and regulations governing occupancy, in making

determinations as to available housing,



We support NYCHA’s goals of improving the physical security of its residents, however,
NYCHA must ensure that it installs working and dependable door to apartment
intercommunication systems and that its security records are up-to-date, minute-by-minute in
order that legitimate guests of NYCHA residents are not prévented from entering a resident’s

apartment as a result of the security system deactivating door access.
Thank you again for the opportunity to testify before the Committee on Public Housing.

Respectfully Submitted:

Steven Banks, Attorney in Chief

Adriene Holder, Attorney in Charge, Civil Practice
Judith Goldiner, Attorney in Charge, Law Reform Unit
Lucy Newman, Of counsel

THE LEGAL AID SOCIETY

199 Water Street, 3rd floor

New York, New York 10038

(212) 577-3466
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My name is Madelyn Innocent and I have lived in Douglass Houses for 54 years. I am
also a member and leader of Community Voices Heard and I’m here to tell you of the
concerns of many of our residents regarding security and cameras.

Councilwoman Melissa Mark-Viverito has given us in the past 3 years $900,000 to
Douglass Houses for security cameras, but it feels like NYCHA is holding that money
hostage. Most recently we won additional monies from the recent Participatory
Budgeting community voting, and our hopes are that the money we received will not just
sit but be used to secure our developments. We earned that money as well as need those
things that the money was allocated for. This is our money; it’s time for it to get spent!

Eventually Councilwoman Melissa Mark-Viverito is not going to give us any money for
anything because NYCHA won’t release the funds. Participatory Budgeting enables
NYCHA and the surrounding community to get to know one another to live together
harmoniously. But when you hold money back from NYCHA’s residents and exclude us
from the process you cause resentment. We are tired of being looked at as ignorant, poor
and un-educated. We should be looked at as human beings and not like animals and
NYCHA should be held responsible, accountable and respectful of our needs and the
monies allocated for our developments.

Chairman Rhea stated that they are looking at layered access for the developments, and
residents believe that will help in securing our building but when will this happen. Also
can the Council assist NYCHA with cutting thru various red tape to make sure this
happens quickly? The last concern I would like to ask the council to assist with is to push
for more funding on the city and state level. The Mayor seem to find funding for so may
other things like the various stadiums but can’t seem to find fund to support what he
states is very important to New York, Public Housing. It time for the Mayor to put the
money where his mouth is and I ask the council to make sure that happen.

Madelyn Innocent

Douglass Houses

865 Columbus Avenue Apt 3G
New York, NY 10025
212-866-7647
miinew@aol.com
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My name is Daniel Squadron and I represent the 25th Senate District in the New York State
Senate. My district includes the Brooklyn neighborhoods of Greenpoint, Williamsburg, Vinegar
Hill, Fulton Ferry, Brooklyn Heights, Cobble Hill, Carroll Gardens and Gowanus, and the
Manhattan neighborhoods of Tribeca, Battery Park City, the Lower East Side, Chinatown, the
Financial District, Little Italy, SoHo and the East Village. Thank you for the opportunity to
testify at this hearing and thank you to Public Housing Committee Chair, Council Member
Mendez for calling this important hearing today.

Among the New Yorkers that I represent are the residents of 24 New York City Housing
Authority Developments. The Manhattan part of my district includes the Bernard Baruch
Houses, Marianna Bracetti Houses, Pedro Albizu Campos, East 4th Street Rehab, First Houses,
Samuel Gompers Houses, Rafael Hernandez Houses, Fiorello H. LaGuardia Houses, Lower East
Side I, I, and 1II, Lower East Side Rehab, Max Meltzer Tower, Jacob Riis Houses, Henry
Rutgers Houses, Seward Park Extension, Alfred E. Smith Houses, Two Bridges, Vladeck
Houses, Lillian Wald Houses, and 45 Allen Street. In Brooklyn, I represent three developments:
the Taylor Street-Wythe Avenue Houses, Williams Plaza, and Independence Towers.

My constituents who live in NYCHA developments, like all NYCHA residents, know the reality
all too well: the impact of crimes, large and small, in NYCHA developments is pervasive,
undermining residents’ fundamental right to feel safe in and around their homes. These concerns
are underscored by a 28 percent increase in gun violence within NYCHA developments so far
this year, including a recent incident involving the shooting of a police officer in Seward Park
Extension in my district during a vertical security sweep.

Seward Park Extension lacks security cameras, making the search for the perpetrator extremely
difficult. This building is one of over 2,000 -- 75% of NYCHA's housing stock -- that have yet
to receive security cameras. Of the buildings that already have cameras installed, most use an
outdated system that requires recordings to be retrieved manually, does not allow for
communication between systems {even within the same development), and lack an automated

.notification for malfunctions. Furthermore, in the past, cameras have only been placed outside of
buildings and in the lobby, not in the staircases and elevators where many crimes occur -- such as
a 2011 stabbing in Baruch Houses, where a woman was found dead after being stabbed multiple
times.



The simple fact is that security cameras work. They not only aid the NYPD in its investigations
of violent crime. Cameras have also been shown to reduce crime by 25% immediately after
installation by deterring would-be criminals, while providing residents with greater security and
peace of mind.

There are some success stories: NYCHA and the NYPD have had past successes in
implementing such systems. In 1997, NYCHA installed a Video Interactive Patrol Enhancement
Response (VIPER) unit at the Lillian Wald Houses in my district, with 205 cameras across the
development that are monitored by a police officer 24 hours a day, seven days a week. The cost
of scaling the VIPER program across all developments is prohibitive, but the problems it solves
—~ the ability to rapidly respond to crime, communication between systems, and alerts when a
malfunction occurs — can and must be addressed system wide.

Installing cameras alone is not a silver bullet to solve NYCHA’s security problem. NYCHA has
developed a comprehensive system that both implements the lessons learned in VIPER and
prevents trespassers from entering buildings that it calls “multi-layered access control.” In

-addition to fixing many of the inadequacies of previous camera systems, the plan calls for doors
that will alert a central system when they are propped open, mechanized locks, electronic key
access to monitor exactly who is entering a building, and direct-call intercoms that do not rely on
the phone company. This will solve a multitude of serious problems that NYCHA developments
face.

Despite the dire need for widespread implementation of security cameras, it is troubling that the
over $42 million dollars in funding allocated by my colleagues and me toward CCTV or “layered
access” remains unspent. NYCHA has committed to using these funds to install cameras at an
additional 80 developments, including some in my district. But without a detailed timeline to
expeditiously spend this money and a plan that includes specific benchmarks and deadlines, there
is no way to ensure accountability and the protection that NYCHA residents need and deserve.
NYCHA must make publicly available and easily accessible to its residents where exactly each
development is in the upgrade process and continually update this information in real time.

To be clear, the burden of providing safe and secure housing is not one that NYCHA should have
to shoulder alone. The NYPD, elected officials, community stakeholders and residents must
come together to help provide NYCHA with the funding and resources it needs to truly serve its
residents. I'm proud to work with the agency, my colleagues in city, state, and federal
government, and advocates to address NYCHA’s funding issues. In 2010, I was proud to sponsor
and pass a bill to “federalize” city-and state-owned developments, allowing NYCHA to draw
nearly $75 million a year in new operating funds, forever, as well as hundreds of millions of
dollars for capital improvements. Additionally, working with Assemblyman Brian Kavanagh,
Councilmember Rosie Mendez, this hearing’s chair, Good Old Lower East Side, and more than
100 other elected officials and community groups, we built the SOUND Housing Campaign, a
broad-based coalition formed to support public housing and address NYCHA'’s long-term
financial needs.

Both federalization and SOUND Housing are important examples of the ability to make real
improvements and move NYCHA toward a stable and sustainable financial footing through
broad-based collaboration. That collaboration is critical as we continue to work toward the
security NYCHA residents deserve.



NYCHA has estimated that it will require $200 million to fully fund its security upgrades. As we
work together toward finding creative ways to implement these solutions, and even with the
agency’s current funding challenges, there are ways to improve the lives of NYCHA's hundreds
of thousands of residents within the agency’s current means. To start, NYCHA must set forth a
detailed plan for putting the $42 million in unspent funds to use.

Since 1994, NYCHA has had a unique burden to give payments to the City for “special police
services” and due to inflation, these payments have now risen to $70 million a year — money that
could be used to help fund these security upgrades. I am concerned that NYCHA is the only
landlord in New York City that is required to pay for its own policing services, though NYCHA-
assigned officers are often redeployed elsewhere. The time has come to renegotiate this
agreement and remove NYCHA’s unfair burden. This would allow NYCHA to focus not only on
the state of disrepair of its developments, but also on the safety and security of its residents.

I would again like to thank Council Member Rosie Mendez for hosting this hearing, and all of
my colleagues for their tireless work on this issue. We remain committed to working with city,
state, and federal government to help NYCHA protect all of its residents and put it on a path
toward fiscal stability.

Thank you for the opportunity to testify today.

ALBANY OFFICE: 515 LEGISLATIVE OIFICE BUILDING, ALBANY. NY 12247, (518) 455-2625
MANNATTAN OQFFICE: 250 BROADWAY, SUITE 2011, NEW YORK. NY 10007, (212) 295-5565
BROOKLYN OFFICE: 209 JORALEMON ST. ROOM 310. BROOKLYN, NY 11201 (718) 875-1517

o



PELHAM PARKWAY RESIDENT COUNCIL, INC. '
2250 Wallace Avenue, Apt. 3A, Bronx, NY 10467
Email Address: pprci@aol.com

Ms Herma Williams, President

NYCHA’S USE OF CITY COUNCIL

FUNDING TO INSTALL SECURITY

SYSTEMS IN PUBLIC HOUSING
PELHAM PARKWAY HOUSES



Good Afternoon City Council Members of the Committee on Public Housing;:

" My name is Ms Herma Williams. I am an original resident, born and raised in Pel-
ham Parkway Houses more than 55 years ago. From 1992 to present, I have volun-
tarily served as President of Pelham Parkway Resident Council, Inc., the duly
elected resident-based organization recognized as the official entity representing all
residents of Pelham Parkway Houses by the New York City Housmg Authority
(‘NYCHA’ )

For the record, I serve as one of the nine (9) District Chairs representing the Bronx
North Association of Resident Councils, Inc. and as the 1** Vice-President for the
C1tyw1de Council of Presidents, Inc.

" I appear before the Commiittee today on behalf of the residents I represent not only
in Pelham Parkway Houses, but citywide as well. I could not stand before you to
- address resident safety and security measures for just one public housing develop- -
ment when [ fully acknowledge and understand that what happens in one housing
. development has already happened in others across this city. As residents of pub-
lic housmg, we unfortunately share this common bond in our NYCHA communl—
ties.

Comprlsed of 23 -6 story buildings, Pelham Parkway Houses is a scattered site
NYCHA property with 1266 units. It is located in the Northeast Bronx and has a
diverse population and culture of approximately 18,000 residents including: sen-
iors, smgle parent households, workmg families and persons with special needs.
Considered to still be one of the premier NYCHA properties to live in, many resi-
dents like me choose to stay because of its convenience to public transportation,
neighborhood schools, local stores, businesses, places of worship, and most of all,
its relatively low crime rate. -

During the past 7 years however, Pelham Houses has seen crime and criminal ac-
tivity increasingly on the rise. From drug related shootings, gang activity, rob-
beries and vandalism to the still unsolved home-invasion and brutal murder of my
neighbor Ms Evelyn Shapiro, the 88 year old senior resident who lived alone less
than 60 days ago. | | |

In light of this most recent tragic event, residents, elected officials, police, various
community groups and even the victim’s family have all asked the same question,
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“would security cameras had made a difference if they were installed in or on
the buildings?” Residents are eagerly waiting for the conversations to begin with
our respective elected officials, NYPD and NYCHA representatives regarding in-
stallation of a new layered access security system for Pelham Parkway Houses.
They feel there is a sense of urgency at this point in time for security cameras to be
installed and for better security measures to be put into action by the residents
themselves for a multitude of reasons.

Robberies against females, both seniors and teens at gunpoint in broad daylight for
cell phones or other expensive electronic devices have increased recently. Parents
have expressed their fears of allowing their children to play outdoors during hot
summer days or even after school in our parks and play areas after 4 pm because of
gang fights and open drug sales or the use of same. Violent crimes have occurred
all over the city claiming the lives and/or wounding residents of all ages. Random
shots fired at any time or in any place, especially in a NYCHA public housing de-
velopment has an adverse impact on that entire community when our innocent ba-
bies, children and seniors are the victims.

Thanks to the recent allocation of funds made possible by Council Member James
Vacca for the installation of security cameras in Pelham Parkway Houses and other
NYCHA properties within his District, residents in those developments will feel a
little safer when entering or existing their buildings and elevators. It is our hope
that the installation of new security cameras will provide better security for those
who live and work in our NYCHA public housing communities.

With the understanding that NYCHA does not provide funds for the installation of
security cameras, it'is imperative that each and every one of our city, state and fed-
erally elected officials representing NYCHA public housing residents appropriate
the funds necessary to install security systems in our developments. The invest-
ments made today to allocate future funding to install up-to-date security measures
in NYCHA developments will not only serve as a deterrent to those who want to
engage In unlawful activities; but will improve overall resident safety citywide.

Through its collaboration with NYPD, NYCHA has worked over the past 2 years
to improve the Resident Watch Program which was formerly known as “Tenant
Patrol”. Resident Watch Volunteers are considered as the "eyes and ears” in their
-respective buildings; however, the numbers showed that a majority of active partic-
ipants involved in the Program were seniors who live in senior-only designated
NYCHA properties.




As Co-Chair of the Safety & Security Task Force sub-committee that addressed
resident concerns regarding the effectiveness of the Tenant Patrol Program, it was
clear that certain modifications would need to be considered to make it a more via-
ble security program. As discussed with NYCHA staff and NYPD representatives,
modifications in certain key areas including outreach, recruitment and training had
to be made in an effort to improve interaction and sharing of information between
police, NYCHA staff and residents, and that implementing these changes would be
necessary to attract residents to serve as new volunteers.

- By changing outreach and methods of recruitment, qualified NYCHA residents re-
quired by law to perform community service hours are contacting the Property
Management Offices to volunteer to actively participate in the Resident Watch
Program. In addition, NYPD has developed a new pilot training program for resi-
dents to better understand the goals of the Resident Watch Program and how to
handle safety concerns in their public housing development. The interaction be-
tween police officers and resident-volunteers during this pilot training program al-
so served as a Way to improve communication between both groups. '

Any further enhancements to the Resident Watch Program would be to consider
the following recommendations:

1. Provide Security Guard/Officer Certgf‘ cation Training to select groups of
qualified Resident Watch Program volunteer participants;

2. Provide advanced training to.the certified Resident Watch Security Offic-
ers on procedures used by NYPD Officers assigned to monltor security sys-
tems in public housing developments; and -

3. Permit qualified District Councils to establish resident-owned and operated
businesses that could hire and train Resident Watch Security Officers to
monitor security systems installed in NYCHA developments within its re-
spective districts in the future (self-sufficiency through job creation for un-
employed resuients)

With the understanding that police officers currently assigned to monitor security
systems. in operation throughout NYCHA, very seldom is on a 24-hour bases.
Based on news reports of recent shootings in various NYCHA developments, resi-
dents know that many of the antiquated security cameras (e.g., CCTV Systems) in-
stalled are non-functional and are no longer monitored by NYPD officers. How
effective are security cameras that are no longer operational or useful to NYPD
when crime happens in our developments as was discovered in Bronx River Hous-
es after a 15 year old was shot on the basketball court recently?
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Trained Resident Watch Security Officers could be assigned to monitor security
systems instead of police officers who should be assigned to conduct foot patrols in
public housing developments. Resident Watch Security Officers could also be
trained to troubleshoot the equipment and to immediately report any malfunctions
with the security cameras to the appropriate parties when necessary. This type of
enhancement to the Resident Watch Program would serve to further strengthen the
interactions and lines of communication between residents and police if put into
practice.

Residents of Pelham Houses like other NYCHA development citywide no longer
receive the benefits by having NYPD Housing Bureau Community Police Officers
(“CPOs”) in our developments like they did years ago. As a direct result of the
lack of active foot patrol and consistent police presence, the distribution of drugs
as well as increased gang and criminal activities have spiked over the years. It also
contributed to an increase in the number of quality of life complaints residents call
each of your respective District Council Ofﬁces about in an effort to get help with
certain situations.

Residents citywide agree that designating Community Police Officers to physically
patrol buildings and actually walk around our housing developments on foot patrol
during different tours does make a big difference in public housing developments,
especially to our parents, children and seniors. Community involvement and posi-
tive interaction between residents of public housing and police is crucial to our dai-
ly quality of life; not just when something awful happens in our neighborhoods.
It’s not about ‘stop and frisk’ or issuing quality of life summons; its more about
police officers getting a better understanding of a NYCHA housing community and
its people. Therefore, it is respectfully requested that special consideration be
made by NYPD to deploy and assign dedicated Housing Bureau Community Po-
lice Officers to foot patrol in public housing developments citywide to help the
most vulnerable residents, young and old, feel safer and more secure again.

To answer the question previously asked regarding whether the installation of se-
curity systems in public housing developments would have made a difference in
the murder of Ms Shapiro or the 4 year old child shot to death on a basketball court-
in Forest Houses? Many residents believe that yes, it would have made a differ-
ence in assisting NYPD to possibly identify the person or persons responsible.

For the record I must remind those who do not live in public housing developments
but do most of the criticizing and commenting on what they believe is best for
those of us who do pay rent to keep our NYCHA apartments, our homes are our

5



safe havens and as NYCHA residents to be constantly readmg in the newspapers
what we know to be inaccurate accounts of our living conditions is disturbing and
doing more harm than good. To the residents, resident leaders and housing advo-
cacy groups who believe that the issue of funds approved by the City Council and
other public officials for installing security cameras in public housing is'something
new and that the current NYCHA: Chair and Members of its Board are solely re-
sponsible for the climate and conditions that have beseeched our housing commu-
nities need to understand that these problems were created more than 10 years ago
under a former Mayor and his then-appointed NYCHA Chairperson. There was no
accountability or transparency. Funds approved more than 5 or 10 years ago for
the installation of securlty cameras has gone unspent for reasons known only to the
NYCHA staff persons who are responsible for negotiating and awarding the con-
tracts. Therefore, let’s not find fault by blaming the current NYCHA Chalr and its
Board members for the. transgressrons of its predecessors o

In closing,I pray that .all of us -i-:a; .our respective positions. can work together as
elected officials and resident leaders representing public housing communities in
New York City to'move forward, find the best solutions to the situations presently
before us, and make a firm commitment to resolve our current state of affairs and
protect our NYCHA homes in the future. Thank you.
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Bronx Borough President Ruben Diaz, Jr.

December 16, 2009

Ms. Herma Williams

NYCHA Bronx North District Chair

Pelham Parkway Houses Resident Association
2420 Bronxwood Avenue

Bronx, NY 10469

Dear Ms. Williams:

Please join us for the next Bronx NYCHA Task Force meeting which is scheduled for Wedhes‘day,-,
January 13", 2010, at the Bronx Borough President’s Office at 11:00am, located in the Rotunda of the
Bronx County Courthouse at 851 Grand Concourse, Bronx New York.

At our last meeting it was requested that you submit a “wish list” of ideas and topics you.would like the
task force to take up. If you have not already done so, please bring your list with you as it would be one
of the topics of discussion.

Enclosed you will find a petition for the Save Our Underfunded NYCHA Developments (SOUND) -
Housing Campaign, a coordinated effort to ensure that the New York City Housing-Authority gets its fair
share of the State and City funding and that funds are properly spent on basic maintenance. Please

- distribute.amongst the tenants and return completed petitions to our office before the December 30‘h

deadline.

If you have any questions and to confirm your attendance, please contact Betty McCray at 718-590-6033. -

Have a Happy Holiday and a Prosperous New Year.

RD:bmw

Office of the Bronx Borough President . 851 Grand Concourse, Suite 301 . Bronx, New York 10451 . 718.590.3500



NYCHA TASK FORCE
Wish List: January 13, 2010

° Andrew Jackson Houses:

Security Cameras
New Water Pipes
New Gas Lines (785 Courtlandt Avenue A & H hnes)

Black top replaced on Basketball Court
Replace Basketball Hoops
- Better system on Appliance replacement

N

- Boston Road Plaza: -
1. Lobby door secured —no automatic button to let wheelchalr through

2. Working Elevators
3. Additional Workers
4. Better Extermination = . -

Bronxdale Houses:
1. Security Cameras :
2. Better lighting in hallways
3. Mole/mildew removal
4. Cleaning of the crawl space

Butler Houses:

1. Security Cameras
Employment for residents
Bathroom needed in tenant’s association room
Need adjoining room for after school program
Basketball court needs to be renovated

RN el A



-Claremont Consolidated:

Security Cameras

Intercom System

Major plumbing work

Roof leaks .

Painting apartments

Additional staffing

Better tenant selection screening

N W

Gun Hill Houses:

I. Security Cameras

2. New Fencing (do away with chain & post)
3. Additional staffing to maintain grounds

4. Heating problem throughout development

Highbridge Gardens:
1. Adequate Heat and hot water
2. Better weekend & holiday schedule for NYCHA workers
3. Better policing
4. No Dog Walk

Millbrook Houses:

Security Cameras

Elevators

Additional Caretakers -

Additional cleaning supphes for Caretakers

Enforcement of the pooper scooper law for residents with dogs
Make over the playground

Paint stairwell

Repair Sidewalk

Better screening for new residents

0000 N OV B W



 Morrisania Air Rights:

090N OV R W

‘Upgrade Security Cameras

Police Coverage

‘Sidewalks repairs

More staff

Removal of graffiti in stairwells
More supplies for workers ’
Intercom repairs

Enforce pet policy

Better screening for new residents

Murphv Houses:

I. Security Cameras

2. Working Elevators

3. Sufficient Caretakers

4, Working Intercom System
5. Adequate Heat & hot water
6.
7
8
9.
|

Proper lighting

. Programs for Community Centers
. Jobs for residents

Screening of new residents

0. Gymnasmm for community center

Patterson Houses:

1.
2.

Additional staffing
Security Cameras

Pelham Parkway Houses

1.

NO L R W

Security Cameras

Steel Bar Fencing

Dog walks

Roof Repairs/Replacement
Resurfacing of grounds -
Replacement of wooden benches
Exterior Lighting upgrades



“January 25.2010

J,

Bronx Borough Office
Mr. Reuben Diaz Jar ,
Bronx, New York 10467

Dear Mr, Diaz:

We tenants at the Pelham Parkway Pro;ects are in need of a camera in our. stairwell. We
12 tenants collectively went to our housing manager on January 25" and spoke toaMs.
Williams about several drug trafﬁckmg incidents in ojr bulldmg

We asked for a camera in our stairwell and we were told by a Ms ‘Gloria Finkelman, Dir.
of Operations.at 250 Broadway, N.Y. that: the monies: for camera comes from.the
‘Borough Presidents” Office. Other projects have a camera in or outside the projects, why
we here at Pelham Parkway projects do not have one? We all agreed that having a camera
‘installed will help in eliminating any crime activity goiag on iii the sta1rwe]l There are
small children and elderly that live in the building and by having a camera installed will
help in proving the necessary safety for all. There has been recently found syringes on -
the steps whereby children sometimes play or walk down the stairs. Thisis a dangerous
unhealthy sxtuatlon for everyone. : :

i thmk this is one issue that must be looked-into. senously We as tenants ablde by all the
'ruIes set forth-by New York City Housmg Authority. And many of us have been living in
this building for over 20 years or more. We are concerned citizens. askmg for help in this
- matter, I hope this issue will be addressed assoon as possible because we at 2385

Williams bridge Road take pride i in our building. Please follow-up with Ms. Glotia
Finkelman, Dir. Of Operatlons at the main office and with Ms. Williams at the
'Bronxwood_ Office. Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

Tengrll<_ »25s W, B AD,



NEW YORK CITY HOUSING AUTHORITY

MEMORANDUM

To: Ms. Herma Williams
District Chair
Bronx North Association of Resident Councils

From: Patrick O*Hagan -~
" Director '{

Date: 7 June'18,2012

Subject: Senior Development Security ‘

Thank you for the opportunity on June 12, 2012 to discuss the security issves raised by
the Senior Development Resident Association Presidents in your district: In addition te
the proper enforcement of residency requirements for our senior buildings, (which will be
* handled by the Property Management department), the Office of Security will address the
following; service issues with the security guards assigned to our senior developments
and will develop recommendations for the improvement of physical security measures at
these Jocations.

To correct the service provided by our contract’ guard company, the Office of ‘Security
will complete the following tasks:

. Perform unannounced supervisory Inspecnons of the subject loca‘uons to verify’
performance and to identify staff that is meeting the performance standards of the
contract.. .

» Meet with the leadership of the vendor to share findings and- Tequest. removal of
personnel not meeting the standard. In addition, new’ supervisory inspection
requirements will be establlshcd for these locations. ‘

e Review the post orders for each location, to ensure they are accurate.

As there is a tieed to assess and enhance the physical security measures in place at the
senior developments, the Office of Security will complete the following tasks:

e In conjunction with the RA President of each location, conduct a thorough site
survey to identify the concerns of each resident leader.

1:28:37 PM 6/18/2012



» Submit a report documenting the concerns of each leader and offer solutions to
- correct each deficiency. :

~th

1 would like to meet the week of August 13" to review the progress made on each item,
please let me know your availability at your earliest convenience. '

Thank you and please let me know.if you have any questions.

1:28:37 PM 6/18/2012



Luther TARI Stubblefield

_ Bernard Baruch Houses
- " 595 FDR Drive #2B  New York, N.Y. 10002-2041
) ' Cell: 212777 78397 .

>>>TESTIMONY <<<’
Security Gameras for NYGHA neuelonments
Council, Rosie Mendez
. Rugust 16, 2012 2:00 pm.
-250 Broadway 16" Floor New York, N.Y. 10007

NYCHA MEMBERS OF THE BOARD
NEW YORK COUNCIL MEMBERS

My name is Luther TARI Stubblefield and | have been a Community Advocate and Volunteer for the
New York Lower East Side for fourteen years. | served as Vice President for the Baruch Tenant
Association for nine years. As a volunteer | worked for NO PAY not even a stipend to cover my
expenses. | proudly do this because [ am thankful that 1 have a home that | am allowed to afford and
to give back is my pleasure...

However when the Baruch res:dence expressed the need for Security Cameras for the safety of our
' community [ rallied the people collected the required petition signatures and was generously
granted $400, thousand dollars by Borough President Scoft Strmger to start the campaign. That was
three years ago and as of today; more than $800 ‘thousand dollars .has been collected.
WHY THE HOLD UP" We received the approval to start the work yet nothing has begun. Three years
ago the holdup was to wait for NEW DOORS and INTERCOMES. During this time tenants have been
ROBBED - MURDERED and TWO POLIGE OFFERCERS have been SHOT. Sept. 2009 Glen Wright a’
student at Manhattan College was MURDERED. Feb. 2011 Ms. Jomali Morales an aspiring Model was
BRUTALLY STABBED TO DEATH IN THE ELEVATOR at 555 FDR Drive. Dec. 2011 my Senior Neighbor
was heaten by two men and robbed whlle in her wheelchair. The past year TWO POLICE OFFICERS
‘at different times were SHOT and only one of the assailants was captured. This is but a few of the
crimes reported. OQur T.A. President Roberto Napoleon was a victim and threaten to bemg shot..

WHAT E!.,SE MUST HAPPEN BEFORE SECURITY 1S OFFERED 222

: Baruch is the largest developrhen‘t_in Manhat_tan and without Seo_urity Cameras L ASK WHY ?
There are 18 huildings with double entrances. The budget for 36 entranoes is great and NYCHA has
come to the table with NO MONEY. The same NO MONEY when we renovated our Community Center

-in 2001. I am working with our Politicians and other Agencies to raise the. need funds.
Itis planned to outreach to private foundatlons for assistance that offer promise pronuse.

However the question remalns -—= )

- IWHEN WL THE WORK BEGIN 229

I am in the process of apartment downsizing and relocating to a different development however
I am COMMITTED to this project and will continue until the JOB IS DONE -- OR NOT DONE.
Cannot NYCHA be more COMMITTED to the needs of the BARUCH RESIDENCE??7?

THANK YOU FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO BRING ATTENTION T0 THIS SITUATION 1Y




ROSIE MENDEZ
COUNEN. MEABER, 2% DISTRICT

DISTRICT OFFICE

237 LIRST AVENUR, #504
NEW YORK, NY HO0G THE COUNCIL

213) G77-10 )
mf\?: (2)-1';) 6?(7-71799n . : OF
, THRE CITY OF NEW YORK

CITY HALL OFFICE
250 BROADWAY, ROGM 1734
NIEW YORK, NY 111007
(212) TIR-TI66
FAX: (212) 4422734

rmendez@council.ayegov

July 27, 2012

 Mr. Roberto Napoledn
Resident Association Pres1dent
Baruch Houses Resident Association Room
605 FDR Drive
New York, NY 10002

Mr. Luther Stubblefield

Resident Association Former Vice Pres1dent
595 FDR Drive # 2B

New York, NY 10002

Dear Mr. Napoleén and Mr. Stubblefield: -

cHAR
PUBRLIC HOUSENG

COMMITTEES
VIR & CRIMINAL JUSTICH SERVICES
HEAD ¥
HOUSING & BUTRININGS
LAND USE
FTOWER MANHATTAN REDNVELOPAIGNT

SUB COMMITTEL
LANDARLARKS, PUBLIC SITING &
MARITIMDE 135138

I am very pleased to inform you that I was able to allocate $400,000 inféapi.tal funds from the .
‘New York City Fiscal Year 2013 budget to Baruch Houses to install secutity cameras.

In the upcoming months'my office will work closely with the Resident Association, residents
and NYCHA to ensure that this project moves along. We would like to schedule a series of

-meetings, including a walkthrough with NYCHA engineers and residerit leaders. If you have any

questions about this funding please contact Vanessa Diaz-Ldpez in my dlstnct office:at 212-677-

. 1077 or via email at viopez@council. nyc.gov.

I am very pleased to have been able to assist Baruch Houses in this way. I thank you for your

hard work and dedication to the residents of Baruch Houses.

Sincerely,

Rosie Mendez
Councilwoman




THE Ci1ty oF NEwW YORK
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
BOROUGH OF MANHATTAN

ScorT M. STRINGER
BoORrROUGH PRESIDENT

August 11™ 2010

Mr. Luther Stubblefield ,
Baruch Houses Tenant Association
100 Columbia Street

New York, NY 10002

" Dear Mr Stubblefield:

It was a pleasure to meet with you in my office last week. As you know, my door is
always open. : : :

I write to reiterate my unwavering commitment to the safety and security of residents of
Baruch Houses. This year, our office awarded Baruch Houses $400,000 in capital funds
for new security cameras, in a project to be administered by the New York City Housing
Authority. This substantial award should significantly bolster efforts to secure a safe
environment for Baruch Houses tenants and my office will remain committed to this
project until its completion. ‘ '

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact my Director for Budget & Grants -
Susannah Vickers at 212-669-3877. -

Jp—

Yo Ingere :
Manhattan Borough President

MunicIpAL Buwping .» 1 CENTRE STREET, 19TH FLOOR .« Ngw YORK; NY 106007
PuonE (212) 669-8300 Fax.(212) 669-4305
WWW.MBPO.ORG -




CHAIR
SOCIAL SERVICES
COMMITTEES
THE SENATE CODES
. CORPORATICNS, AUTHORITIES
STATE OF NEW YORK .
) . . & COMMISSIONS
DANIEL. SQUADRON E CULTURAL AFFAIRS, TOURISM, PARKS
SENATOR, 25TH DISTRICT & RECREATION
EDUCATION
HOUSING, CONSTRUCTION
& COMMUNITY BEVELOPMENT
TRANSPORTATION
VETERANS, HOMELAND SECURITY
& MILITARY AFFAIRS

September 2™, 2010

Mr. Luther Stubblefield |
Baruch Houses Tenant Association
100 Columbia Street
New York, NY 10002

Dear Mr. Stubblefield:

It was a pleasure to meet with you to discuss security concerns at Baruch Houses.

I am pleased to reiterate my support for efforts that would better protect the safety of Baruch
Houses residents, including security cameras. I have long been a supporter of security cameras
mm NYCHA developments, and I look forward to continuing to work with you, other residents of
Baruch and my colleagues in government to install cameras, protect tenants and ensure a safer
future for our community. : -

~ Whenever we can be of assistance on this matter or any other, please feel free to contact
Rosemarie Diaz in my office at 212-298-5565 or rdiaz@nysenate.gov.

Thank you for your advocacy on this issue.

Sincerely,

Danie] Squadron
- State Senator
25" Senate District

ALBANY OFFICE: 946 LEGISLATIVE OFFICE BUILDING, ALBANY, NY 12247, (518) 455-2625
MANHATTEN OFFICE: 40) BROADWAY, SUITE 1901, NEW YORK, NY 10013, (212)298-5565
BROOKLYN OFFICE: BROOKLYN BORCUGH HALL, ROOM 240, 209 JORALEMON ST, BROOKLYN, NY 1120)



DISTRICT OFFICE
237 First Avenue, Suite 407
New York, New York 10003
{corner of East 14th Street}
212-979-9696
FAX 212-979-0594

COMMITTEES
Housing
Environmental Conservalion
Labor
Corporations, Authorities, and Commissions
Election Law
Cities

—_— g CAPITAL OFFICE
TASK FORCE . I . o .
Puerto Rican / Hispanic Task Force OFFICE OF . Legislative Office Building, Suite 431
b Albany, New York 12248

SSEMBIY MEMBE B - 8
The Lower East Side, Union Square ASSEMBLYMEMBER
Gramercy, Stuyvesant Town ————
Peter Cooper Village, Watarside Plaza BRIAN KAVANAGH EMAIL
Kips Bay, Murray Hill, Tudor City 74TH DISTRICT kavanaghb@ assembly.state.ny.us

September 7, 2010

* Mr. Luther Stubblefield :
Vice President
Baruch Houses Tenant Association
100 Cohimbia Street
New York, NY 10002

Dear Mr. Stubblefield:

I write to express my support for your efforts to organize residents in the Baruch Houses
.community ‘to advocate for installation of security cameras and to identify funding to make this
possible. As you know, I am strongly committed to working with tenant leaders like yourself,
other public housing residents, and all of my colleagues in govemment to promote the safety and
wellbeing of my 18,000 constituents who live in public housing—including, of course, the
residents of Baruch—and more generally, ensuring that public housing is a safe, affordable
housing resource for current and future re31dents for years to come, This is a commitment that

will never waver.

I am aware of the particular challenges faced by Baruch residents regarding security and I know
that cameras, if properly deployed in a manner supported by the community, can be an effective
 means of increasing safety and giving people greater peace of mind—in public housmg and
many private developments as well. That s one of the reasons the work you’re doing is so

' important.

I look forward to continuing to work with you on thls and many other issues. As always, please
feel free to reach out to my staff or me- any time we can be of assistance.

| Sincerely,

Brian Kavanagh
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5 THE COUNCIL
*THE CITY OF NEW YORK

A ppearance Card

Tintend to appear and speak on Int. No. _______ Res. No.
0 in- favor [ in opposition

. Date:

(PLEASE PRINT)
. Name: Ug &é‘tﬂg\‘_\ \.L’L'.‘\VQ(\"\AS' _
" Address: &qq \ Lo \oe C\Q«\ E o, ,:%\f( o Y Yo U{

I represent:

o Address:

.. THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

intend to appear and speak onInt. No. _____ Res. No.
: O infavor [ in opposition

Date:

—(PL E PRINT)
Name: \-s-«' l L/ /!}Vé@t (Ef:\ ('_Y b

. Addr_el!\fm__m_;_ﬁ __“W’_w / ~

I represent:: \¢15“‘ el D deo Vm S
Addreaa <:(" W \){- ¢ j\)\/ _

g o iy —_bn—-.uﬁk - S
RO i

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. ___ Res. No.
O infavor [ in opposition

Date: _

— (PLEASE PRINT)
Name: béﬂ 22— (s do) 02—

Address: r—g_ 4"?\ 1/'}2@ 71,’7"_‘}4'/‘) At B 5 o
reses ‘p\‘hcf_ﬁ!ﬂ(@ﬂf\’\’ g’*-‘?’i'{"\-’f.. o

I
I represent:

-

Address:.

’ | Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘

e B i




E COUNGL
— OF NEW YORK

A ppearance Card

“I'intend to appear and speak on Int. No: - Res. No.
O infaver . [ in opposition

. Date;

(PLEASE PRINT)

i 'N.meQ -TZ> WA R o {‘Ww’w

Address: __ 25D yhy oo Jw ot —

1 .represent: N y C#A—

Address;’ ___

“THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. _____ Res. No.
O in favor [ in opposition

Date:

T {PLEASE PRINT)
Name: KQ(*h %mg{’ O.\

Addreas: % lO U Ol’} €S h- LQ

I represent: [P\S’k‘lﬂ@ﬂ!ﬂ" G—QY’C_\@(\S

Address ho UQ’\@S Ab(?

o - THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. _ __ Res. No.
O in faver [} in opposition

Dage:

vome: i 4l R o b

Address: 235 Q) G 2 adwﬁ_(v’lf‘

N A

I represent:

Address:

w»
’ Please complete this card and reuﬁzn to the Sergeant-at-Arms




Tt e e g e

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No —  Res. No.

THE COUNCIL
THE GITY OF NEW YORK

L/1 ppearance Card

[J in favor . [ in opposition

Date:

(PL err) @;%7 {/@ﬁ/ [\
Name: \{ m\Q
Address: 9\\ V@U]CJ\% ﬂ Q\}}\/ '-H#,j:- al

1 represent:

Address:

I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. ___ Res. No.

\/\AQ« W [\’TL’ ﬂ 1

THE COUNCIL -
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

(] infavor [J in oppositio-'n _ ,!

Date: '«' ! _. f;'r‘ :! 2_
! - (PLEASE PRINT) o o
Name: Y i*‘il 3‘55 AV £ _ ”‘ RIS 1
Address: r
-7t o A ALy A .
I represent: ji ﬁ'{ L E oo "Ml %_ L L it/ i
Address: :. E /.1._ gl ,J ‘i»;‘:' 2.7 ; )
" THE COUNCIL
‘THE CITY OF NEW YORK
Appearance Card
I intend to appear.and speak on Int. No. ___ Res, No. _-=->
(0 in favor [J in opposition
Date: _
X (PLEASE PRINT)
Name: M V
Addremm:
Y SE] F
I repres

Address

:em: 17 Eﬂﬂﬁ@j @‘gkzzg LV

Pleuse complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘
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THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. Res. No.

J in favor ] in ;:ios;KzIRo 3{, (D 20&2/
g \esemn

Address: %O Abvexanskal A
YO TResvents
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

I represent:

"Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. Res. No.
[ infavor [J in opposit \\.p
}; )JSQH 'LO[
- Date: )/

(PLEASE PRINT

Name: I‘ Q ‘ HER UﬁE)L E\ E— L (\
Address: gq ‘-3 ‘FL‘R bg had 2.8 N\{C \(,mz.-

| represent: ‘RFE N\&Q—b RI‘.\QLLC,\(\ P(O\}.&:’ Q>
L {\drdresa - Q;O LEQ_) \(Oq %Q 1?) ‘m?

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. Res. No.

[0 in favor [J in opposition

Date: HU% ‘Laf 2‘0 ll-‘
{PLEASE PRINT)

Name- .GE-NW\Q SOWNVLen)
Address: %’I’O CO UI,L“‘/—DS M‘Q_h& / 3

I represent: ’)QMQ\G\SS ‘H‘:‘DQSGQ m Mhﬂ:’_&p

Address:

. Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘



o Addressi ‘3%“1@. DS Abpee

~ THE COUNCIL.
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to api)ear and speak onInt. No. _______ Res. No.
[J] infaver [J in opposition

s Date:
- : (PLEASE PRINT)
Name: }\j\ \A(& \/ \ihj 'ﬂEf‘J OC Q,A)—f_/
. Address: /7‘6'0)‘) db U\,W\/\nb( Ry H"V{ ﬁt =3 @

I represem )DM ﬁ\ 1s5< )_l’b\i ses
Address;

THE GOUNL,_
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. __________ Res. No.
[:I in favor [ in opposition

Date: Q—' ‘LD"’ {Q\

{PLEASE NT)
T Name: é* Hh [xﬁ«(waD Qc&
Address: Q)\% ’{—‘_D‘-\fp_ SteeeT l FD\ el el [UL{‘)fj

{
Irepresent)f*\;\blséﬁ\f)\\{- ‘\cb \\ii L\‘X a9l ﬁ&‘_u(url ~ la o

; z

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

. Tintend to appear and speak onInt. No. __ Res. No. .
(] infavor [J in opposmon
Date / / 'é / V
(£|,EASE PRINT)
veme: ALLAN _F£1)B L) H

Addrees: )

‘A I represent: ﬁ’l PD ’%’&HE Fog fé\(CP‘YCﬁMED [QOPZE" wiTH

' Address: Pﬁ %?*f”/ﬁé W M /D/[ é PSV(‘H/'?TXIG
| [/ DISABF Tiis
. ~ Please complete this card and return té the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘
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.*% Iintend to appear and speak on Int. No.

o Address:

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card Sl

T O m favor [ in opposmon

2

i o
Name: F7TEL

Addreu CR L!‘SC) A M)#[?/LM [005@
I i'epresem I{W W %MLZ; }4 54&.%

Ad,dresa -

THE COUNC[L |
_THE CITY OF NEW YORK

7 ppearance C“ard-—-f

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No,

Res. No.
[ in favor [] in opposition ~

Date:
E PRINT)

C? DA TR
| sasen: 120D SUTTOC v BXWD NY 120F
% 1 e PSS WS HoOUSES

CTHE COUNCHL,
"'THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear ;rf&--spdak on Int, No. Res. No.

~ [ infavor [J in opposition

£ | _ Date: 4 /éj I g
T (PLEASE PRINT) ~ .
Name; Lbb” S e Eé‘Ae'Q/V )
Address: LONGO L oPin b f%/@"‘wf 7D /E’ngan/‘/(/

1 represent p N/<' '/_bL{Se—S IQ’W /453/(&#{5/\/
Adeenw: L3R Lindeps 3] BKlue NG

. Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘




THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. ______ ___ Res. No.
in favor [ in oppositio

' ' Date: %//; ,;:J/,/ Z/
(PLEASE PRINT) |

Name:; W = //j

Addreu )2 /K /4//{7‘// /&/// '

I represent: /?ﬂlﬁ/%ﬂﬂ//;ﬂ’ ﬂ%/ﬂjﬁ/mﬂ%

B VAddreaa / 7 éf)& /1("—/// //477,«/"

~ THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

TR b e

I intend to appear and speak onInt. No. __ Res. No.
[J infaver [] in opposition

L : . Date:
o ‘ (PLEASE PRINT)

Name: ﬂ[OK(F} )J!L_S’o — UV’ﬁ'(/H’i?p
‘Address: /7‘/@ L&ﬂjmq_r{)rbﬂ'\ff_; V. \} I'DDS&S
I represent: CVQKOL[MD)&K)B \ﬁK%—‘Q-'—- U‘lp}/'}'(u ,4”$
Address: ] ??D }\‘e‘#wﬁ?—o\(\/ [ R i G P N \/ /’D’Dj’é

R i SRk

"THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

~ Iintend to appear and speak onInt. No. __ Res. No.
in favor [] in opposition

3 noshraiiomsy A EL. @71101 Y3

: (PLEASE PRINT)
Name: _ REV- PRAVY SKELLY

Address: 385? E 2b % ST 5 @’ON% ’01155
I represent: 50 J T{”L 61@ 4 NX < ?-jt VR CH E-S‘
Address: 3 g4 €./50 ST . g Row balll OYSS

. Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘




U e T e TS Sy

THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I intend to appear and speak on Int. No. Res. No.

X in favor = []. in opposition

of resbyatis Dor 8’)16)2_0)7_

(PLEASE PRINT)

Name: QQU G‘-Q_'t’“ C\(\b{%’ j‘\"
Address: _ Mok Sisn 297 E.3wd S+ Y AY JooT

1 represent: mab’} V?O\H”O\V\ ﬁﬁ'}{}"ﬂf‘f‘ — n"l'd-r() AF
Address: ]15- E 19SS ‘F'L\ %"‘l‘ NYNY ,OOZGI

. Pleuase complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘

TTTmATL e T T st it e - - — S S -

" THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

Res. No.

I intend to appear and speais on Int. No,
0O infaveor [J in opposition

Date:

e Xa00 STV Dol

Addreas
1 represent: L] \ ddﬂg C JC \M .

Address:

. Pleuse complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘




TR i e — - e ————, S

" THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

_ l'intend to appear and speak on Int. No. _________ Res. No.
L] in favor [] in opposition

Date:
{PLEASE PRINT

Name: (\/M'&’/ o4 ~ 5”7/7 ’Wéaﬂ?z/*t/
Address:

I represent: M M//ﬂﬁf?f!% /‘75/) mr//'?
Address: 30 7!/5/%/‘1' %‘Wh 2g /g%ﬁ 2

’ Please complete this card and return to the Sergeant-at-Arms ‘

“THE COUNCIL
THE CITY OF NEW YORK

Appearance Card

I'intend to appear and speak on Int. No. — Res. No.
P O infaver [J in opposition

Date: I/}ij /6/ ? 0/2
PLEASE PRINy '

Name: J)F’ S P em /( Lo .//
Address: /;/:;”ﬂ /9/?9;. /’/‘Z’ / /(0

1 represent: S@( e L(/(:‘;?Z(/ 0 "7/
Address: P /(’n, //0'3¢ /é’)/ M

’ Pleuse complete this card and re:urn zo :he ?ergeant-a: Arms ‘

e e e mwa g




