Board of Standards and Appeals

40 Rector Street, 9" Floor « New York, NY 10006-1705 » Tel. (212) 788-8500 « Fax (212) 788-8769
Website @ www.nyc.gov/bsa

MEENAKSHI SRINIVASAN
ChairfCommissioner

June 1, 2007

Mr. Alan Sugarman, Esq.
17 West 70™ Street, Suite 4
New York, New York 10025

Dear Mr. Sugarman:

This letter is in response to your May 24, 2007 request made under the State Freedom of
Information Law (“FOIL”). The date of your last request was April 12, 2007, so the
Board searched for records dated between April 12, 2007 and May 24, 2007.

Attached you will find a letter and attachments from the Public Advocate; your faxed
correspondence to the Public Advocate; your letter to Roberto Valez, Chief
Administrative Law Judge of OATH and his response to your letter; and a letter from
Friedman & Gotbaum, LLP to David Rosenberg, Esq.

Based on our review, there are no other documents responsive to our request.

This letter is a final determination of the Board. You have the right to seek review of this
determination pursuant to Article 78 of the Civil Law Practice and Rules, and Public
Officers Law § 89(4)(b).

Please also be aware that it is the Board’s policy to charge 50 cents/page for copies made
in response to a FOIL request. Since the attachments total 17 pages, please forward a
check or money order to the NYC Board of Standards and Appeals for $8.50.

Exgefitive Director/Records Access Officer






The Public Advocate for the City of New York Betsy Gotbaum

Improving Access to City Services Public Advocate

May 9, 2007

Jeff Mulligan, Executive Director
NYC Board of Standards & Appeals
40 Rector Street, 9™ Floor

New York, NY 10006

Re: Mr. Alan Sugarman
17 west 70" Street, Suite 4
New York, NY 10023

Dear Mr. Mulligan:

Public Advocate Betsy Gotbaum received a request for assistance from the
aforementioned constituent, regarding his allegation on behalf of himself and his
neighbors that your office has not cooperated on the case of BSA 74-07-BZ Congregation
Shearith [srael, 6-10 West 70™ Street. a/k/a/ 99 Central Park West, Block 1122, Lots 36-
37 Manhattan.

Reportedly, your agency representatives met with the applicants without community
representatives being invited to attend. Subsequently, a Freedom of Information Law
(FOIL) request was submitted for the minutes of that meeting without success. They
contend that your agency representatives are not performing their duties according to
BSA guidelines, and are having ex-parte meetings with the applicant. They have formally
filed a letter of objection, which should also be on file with the NYC Department of
Buildings.

Therefore, we are respectiully requesting an investigation of his charges, aud a
reply to our office with your findings.

Sincerely,

Ralph Perfetto
Ombudsman

cc: Comm..Christopher Santulli,rDOB
Mr. Alan Sugarman

1 Centre Street New York, NY 10007 Tel (212) 669-7200 Fax (212) 669-4701
www.pubadvocate.nyc.gov
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FAXNUMBER 12127888769

FROM Alan Sugarman

DATE 2007-05-01 19:55:18 GMT
RE Shearith Israel

COVER MESSAGE

This letter details further errors in the Congregation's
Application to BSA and requests that the Congregation

refile the Application

www _efax.com
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May 1, 2007

Jeff Mulligan

Execuuve Director

NYC Board of Standards and Appeals
40 Rector Street - 9th Floor

New York, New York 10006

Re:BSA 74-07-B2

Congregation Shearith Israel

6-10 West 70th Street/99 Central Park West
Block 1122 Lots 36. 37 - Manhattan

Dear Mr. Mulligan:

On April 23,2007 I wrote you concerning two deficient aspects of the Congregation
Shearith Israel BSA Application relating to the lack ¢f shadow studies and the failure to
provide information relating to 18 West 70" Street. On April 26, 2007, I wrote to vou
concerning jurisdictional deficiencies relating to the stale DOB application and other
non-compliance with BSA requirements as to variance applications.

I have further reviewed the Application and noted a number of other factual omissions
and innacuracics. The factual misstatements may not on their facc be major, but, together
with all of the other crrors and omissions, still create substantial confusion.

I do not wish to nit-pick the Application, but the Congregation did spend over a year in
preparing the BSA application, and so I am not willing to assume that any ormission or

inaccuracy i1s not intentional.

So,lam writing to provide further information not contained 1n my last two letters;

DOB Objections:’

First, though, I would like to discuss again the curious fact that the DOB objections were
. . . . . . 1
1ssued prior to three LPC meetings/hearings in this matter.

Yon Apnl 26, 2007, in conncetion with my FOIL roquests to DOB, I had converastions with DOB legel
staff who assured me that they had absolutely norecord of any March., 2007 DOB objection letter.



Alan Sugarman to Jeff Mulligan BSA
May 1, 2007
Page 2 of §

On August 15, 2005, the Congregation filed anew set of plans with LPC showing a
building 124" 57 high:

The October 28,2005 DORB objections state:
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Whatis curious is that the DOB objections dated October 28, 2005 refers to a building
with maximum building height 0£ 113.70 feet.

i
{ .
N e ”"T' N ~
; N HEAD '.j
] ?
! o TlE -7t L= .
] ¥ ROOF B
' b
! ®
RS . |
! MW ADR T
! P
i 7
, 496"~ 10 1
:

o~y ]
Y R ‘

Figure 1 August 15, 2005 Section B 8 stories plus 2 penthouse

Yet, as shown above, the plans provided to LPC and Community Board 7 at that point in
time, as shown above, reveal a 124.5 foot building. This 1s the proposal considered by
the Community Board in September and October 2005 and on November 15, 2005 by

LPC.
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Figure 2 P-4 BSA Application April 2, 2007 & stories plus 1 penthouse
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Alan Sugarman to Jeff Mulligan BSA
May 1, 2007
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Above 1s an excerpt form the street wall section filed with BSA on April 2. 2007. There
15 a clear discrepancy — was the Congregation filing one set of plans in November 2005
with DOB, but presenting another set of plans later to LPC??

Moreover, the DOB objections number 3 and 7 are not consistent with either set of
drawings.
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Quite clearly, the rear setback shown from floor 5-7 15 not 6.67 feet, butis no setback at
all (because the Congregation failed to provide required cross-sections with the floor
heights, it 15 not simple to determine the floor.) The same discrepancy existe as to the
initial setback ~ there 1s no 1nitial sethack until 94 .8 feer. These are significant
discrepancies, one that should have been noticed by the Congregation when discussing its
proposal with DOB.

INACCURACIES AND OMISSIONS

In addinon, I would like to point cat some other factual errors or omissions 1n the
Congregauon’s Application, not meationed in my prior two letters:

1. Date of Acquisition of 12 West 70'" Street.

The Congregation states in 1ts Statement in Support of Certain Variances (Statement) at p
14 states that “Tax Lots 36 and 37 have been in common fee ownership since 19497
This is not true: the Congregation acquired 12 West 70" Streetin 1965 and demolished
the brownstone in 1970.%

A similar incorrect statement appears at 26.

2, Misstatement as to two rowhouszes once on vacant lot

On page 17, the Statement claims as follows;

“The vacant portion of Lot 37 was created when two of the four rowhouses

Y Title acquired under deed dated 52865 1n Liber 5327 ¢p 339,




Alan Sugarman to Jeff Mulligan BSA
May 1, 2007
Page 4 of 6

owned by CSI, presumably numbered Nos. 16 and 14 West 70th Street, were demolished
in 19507 15 totally inaccurate. and serves to perpetuate the mistaken claim that the
Congregation owned 12 West prior to 19493

Of course, there was on building on this site; it was acquired 1n 1965 and demolished in

1670.

2.  Prior Ownership of 8 West 70'" Street

Relevantto the1ssue of self-imposed hardship. the Statement does not disclose that when
the Synagogue was constructed in 1896-7, the Svnagogue owned the property located at 8
West 70" Street and then conveyed the property to another party - showing that the
Trustee owned the land 1n 1896, which would have allowed a lobby building to be
constructed then. '

3.  Covenants Limiting Height of Buildings next to Synagogue.

The Statement does not disclose that when the Trustees conveyed 8 Westin 1897 to a
third party, the 1897 Trustees imposed restrictive covenants upon 8§ West 70" Street

? These focta ore deseribed in on Agreement with the Congregstion filed ot L-4112, ¢p 178, dated Mezch
22.1921 and documents cited theren



Alan Sugarman to Jeff Mulligan BSA
May 1, 2007
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limiting the height of any building on § West 70" Street to not be taller than the
Synagogue building. so as to avoid a violation of Jewish Law.

4, Confusing East and West:

At page 7 of the Statement the Congregation states:

It1s perhaps the most glaring design flaw of the Synagogue. Because according to
Jewish Law a synagogue must be designed so worshippers face west when
praying toward the altar, the altar1slocated along the western wall of the
Synagogue.

Nozronly is this an exaggeration, and as can be shown self-imposed, but the writer of the
Statement incorrectly describes Jewish Law. Jewish Law provides that when praving
facing the Ark, the worshiper must face East (in the Americas) toward Jerusalem. And,
indeed, the Ark in the Congregation’s Synagogue 18 in fact on the Eastern wall.
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Synapopgue.

We will not at this point discuss the convoluted over- the-top self-serving rhetoric
associated with this error. but, this error alone establishes the factwal disconnects in the
Statement's rthetoric.

Nor does the Congregation, in discussing Jewish Law. mention the prohibition of
constructing a building taller than a Synagogue, next to a synagogue. This prchibition
was well understood by the Trustees of the Congregation when the Svynagogue was
constructed in 1896-7, imposing a restrictive covenant on 8§ Westand constructing the
low Parsonage to the South on Central Park West.

5. Absence of Factual Predicate for Rhetoric

The Statementis permeated with repetitive conclusory narratives, replete with 72-21 code
words, but absent spceific factual predicates. For, example, there are multple references
to elevators resolving accessibility 1ssues, butnot even one indication on any of the
drawings as to where this elevator (or 1s there only one) 15 located and how replacement
or creation of a new elevator required construction of the proposed buitlding or relates to

the requested variances.

It1s requested respectfully thatthe Applicant prepare a drawing which 1llustrates the
locauon of the rhetorical exercises in the present and proposed buildings. Conclusory
representations by an applicant are not a sufficient basis for findings by the BSA -
findings must be supported by facts, and not merely self-serving representations of an
applicant. Furthermore, there must be a factual predicate for each of the eight variances.

JE— . - . o - P
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Alan Sugarman to Jeff Mulligan BSA
May 1, 2007
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6. Uses of the Parsonage

The Congregation has included the Parsonage as being within the Synagogue site, but,
strangely, 15 s1lent a5 to the use of the Parsonage space. Itis not clear why certain of the
essential programmatic needs of the Synagogue are not being accommodated in this
building, such as offices and archives. At the present, or in the recent past, some state
that the upper floors have been rented to a third party. DOB records show thatin 2003
the Congregation obtained a permit for $350,00 of interior demolition and construction in

the Parsonage. DOB Job No 103500329,

Conclusion

The BSA should rejecting the application, and requiring the Congregation to submit a
new application in conformance with BS A requirements and without these errors and
omissions.

The Community Board and the Community must have a complete and accurate
Application sufficiently in advance of any Community Board meetings and of course
prior to the BSA hearing. The public should not be subjected to amoving target, which
~ould casily be remediced before the beginning of the hearing process. The Zoning
Resolution 1s clear that the Applicant must cstablish a factual, not rhetorical, basis for
each of the five findings for each of the 8 requested variances. Itis improper for the
Applicant to 50 confuse the facts withincomplete drawings, missing drawings, misstated
facts, and assertions unsupported by facts. Moreover, 1f one assumes the accuracy of

DORB files. the representations of DOB officials. and the dates on the DOB objections.
resubmission to DOB is required.

Sincerely,
Alan D. Sugarman

P.S. Supporting Documents are posted at ProtectWest70Street orp.

ce: Office of the Mayor of the City of New York
Hon. Betsty Gotbaum, Public Advocate of the City of New York
Hon. Gail Brewer, New York City Council Member
Hon. Scott Stringer Manhattan Borough President
Hon. Richard Gottfried State Assembly Member
Hon. Sheldon J. Fine, Chair Manhattan Community Board 7
Norman Marcus
Kate Wood, Executive Director, Landmarks West
Shelly Friedman, Esq, Friedman & Gotbaum LLP
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TO Jeff Mulligan

COMPANY Board of Standards and Appeals

FAXNUMBER 12127888769

FROM Alan Sugarman

DATE 2007-05-14 16:11:19 GMT

RE Re Recusal of BSA Commissioners
COVER MESSAGE

Letter of May 14, 2007 to the Honorable Robert velez,
Chief Judge, Office of Administrative Trials and Hearings,
re request for recusal of BSA Commissioners.

www efax.com
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FAX COVER SHEET

TO Betsy Gotbaum

COMPANY

FAX NUMBER 12126694701

FROM Alan Sugarman

DATE 2007-05-14 16:11:19 GMT

RE Re Recusal of BSA Commissioners
COVER MESSAGE

Letter of May 14, 2007 to the Honorable Robert Vvelez, |
Chief Judge, Office of Administrative Trials and Hearings,

re request for recusal of BSA Commissioners.

www_efax.com
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Alan D, Sugarman 17 . 70 Streer
Suite 4

Attorney At Law Noew Yok, NV OHNIZS
212.875-1371

mobile 917-206-1516

fax 212-202-3524

sugarman@rzugaraw.com

May 14, 2007
Fax 212-442-8910

The Honorable Robert Velez

Chief Judge
Office of Administrative Trials and Hearings

City of New York
40 Rector Street
New York, NY 10006

Re: BSA 74-07-BZ
Congregation Sheasith Israel
Recusal Request

Dear Judge Velez:

"I am enclosing a letter dated April 10, 2007 to Commissioners Meenakshi Srinivasan and
Christopher Collins of the Board of Standards and Appeals ("BSA”) asking that they
recuse themselves from further involvement in the vanance application for the
community house/condominium project filed by Congregation Shearnth Israel, BSA 74-0-

BZ.

The basis for that request is the ex parte meeting held by these Commissioners with the
variance applicant on November 8, 2006, as compounded by the failure of BSA to invite
known community groups opposing the project to the meeting, the failure of BSA to
record or otherwise transcribe the meeting, and the refusal of BSA to disclose notes taken

at such meeting.

Since my letter of April 10, 2007, the Executive Director of the Board advised me that
the recusal request would not be considered until the first BSA heaning. A heanng has
yet to be scheduled. In the meantime, the BSA has decided to stonewall proper Freedom
of Information Law requests and refuses to provide documents of any type whatsoever
concerning its communications with the applicant. This correspondence may be found on
the web site I established for these documents:

http/fwww.protectwest?0 org/topic-pages/BSA-DOB-FOIL. html

The ongoing stonewalling suggest the intention of the Commissioners to not recuse
themselves — moreover, the communications with the Applicant are themselves ex parte,
in that the BSA keeps no public records of the communication. Accordingly, I will be



T0: Betsy Gotbaum

Page 3 of 10 2007-05-14 16:13:57 (GMT) 212-202-3524 From: Alan Sugarman

Alan Sugarman to Office of Administrative Trials and Hearings
May 14, 2007
Page 2 of 2

initiating litigation within the next few days. Because the BSA is a part of the Office of

" Administrative Trials and Hearings, I will also be naming your Office as a defendant.

The Office of Administrative Trials and Hearings of the City of New York has functioned
since 1979 as a central tribunal with the authority to condict administrative hearings for
any agency, board or commission of the city. OATH was established by Executive Order
No. 32 1n 1979, to professionalize the .administrative hearing system serving city
government. To secure this objective, OATH was meant to function as an independent
agency of government so that its judges would not be unduly influenced by the
prosecutor or petitioning agency. As stated by OATH, administrative adjudication is a
"quasi-judicial” process: that is, a judicial function conducted within the executive branch
of government. Variance proceedings consistently have been held to be quasi judicial
proceedings. Full administrative due process takes the form of a tnial or heaning 1n which
an administrative law judge serves as the trier of fact And, similar to the role of the
courts, independent administrative tribunals like OATH serve as a protective barrier to
unwarranted or improvident executive action.

The position of the BSA as to ex parte meetings 1s improper;, moreover, its claims of
attorney client privilege to avoid disclosure of the content of communications with
applicants in the quasi-judicial proceeding is abusive and improper and further creates ex

parte communications.

Please have your office contact me immediately if you believe that this matter can be
resolved without tnitiating a court action.

Sincerely,

ﬂm ﬁj t»jfw“w

Alan D. Sugarman

ce: The Honorable Meenakshi Srinivasan
The Honorable Christopher Collins
Office of the Mayot of the City of New York
Hon. Betsy Gotbaum, Public Advocate of the City of New York
Hon. Gail Brewer, New Y ork City Council Member
Hon. Scott Stringer Manhattan Borough President
Hon. Richard Gottfried State Assembly Member
Hen. Patricta J. Lancaster, Department of Buldings
Hon. Robert B, Tierney, Landmarks Preservation Commussion
Hon. Sheldon J. Fine, Chair Manhattan Community Board 7
Norman Marcus
Kate Wood, Executive Director, Landmmks West
Sheily Friedman, Esq., Friedman & Gotbaum LLP
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‘Office of the Public Advocate for the City of New York
Betsy Gotbaum
1 Centre Street, 15™ floor, North, New York, NY 10007

(212) 669-7200 phone (212) 669-4701 fax
www.pubadvocate.nyc.gov

FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION

To: | VIR, ML G- AN | From: /éz’ic//% /éﬁﬁem

Fax: |2/ “}r?ff'— ffc‘_,} Pages:

Phone: Date: §7/ (f 72)2

Re: CC:

As Requested 8 For Review O Please Comment O URGENT O ’

Fax DID N Go TITR0VEH

Confidentiality Notice: This facsimile communication and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged
information for the use of the designated recipients named above. If you are not the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that you have received this communication in error and that any review, disclosure, dissemination,
distribution or copying of it or its contents is prohibited. if you have received this communication in error, pleass
contact above number immediately. Thank you.
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o May 3,.2007° .




. Jeff Mulhgan Executlve D1rector o

40 Rector Street 9th Floor ‘- o
New York .NY-10006 S

Re Mr Alan Sugarman
e “TDear_Mr-' Mulhgan

nelghbors that your office has not cooperated on the case 6f BSA 74-07- BZ Cong_rega,tlon e
.+ Shearith Israel 6_ 1.0 West 70th Street a/k/a/_99’Central'ParkWest' Block 1122 -Lots 36

he Publlc Advocate for the Clty of New Yorkr R gatey Gotbaum
lmprowngAccess to CftySerwces : L RttbltcAVd\V/ocarte

) May 9,2007 B

NYC Board of Standards & Appealsh . '3 : B

17-west 70" Street; Su1te 4
New York NY 10023

<2 Public: Advocate Betsy Gotbaum recelved a request fo r ass S
: aforementloned constltuent re gardmg his; aIlegann on. behalf of hlmself a




{ no.
d’ré ! "?,\‘
TR LA
WAL A
; Gu Ed

THE CITY OF NEW YORK

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE TRIALS AND HEARINGS

40 RECTOR STREET & NEW YORK, N. Y. 10006-1705
212-442-48300 FAX 212-442-4981 TDD 212-442-4939
NYC.GOV/IOATH + RVELEZ@OATHNYC.GOV

ROBERTO VELEZ
CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE
212-442-4911

o May 16,2007 . ]

Alan D. Sugarman, Esq.
17 West 70" Street — Suite 4
New York, NY 10023

-Re:  Recusal Request

Dear Mr. Sugarman,

This is in response to your letter dated May 14, 2007, concerning procedures
followed by the Board of Standards and Appeals in processing a variance application.
You ask whether I can address your concemns without the need for litigation because the
Board is part of this tribunal.

Although section 659 of the City the Charter establishes BSA within OATH, the
Charter clearly states that BSA is an independent body. As such, I exercise no oversight
authority with respect to the Board’s processing of variance applications or its variance
procedures.

Sincerely, /.7

w47
ﬁj T""//’é L L"ﬁ ﬁ ’
Roberto Velez J 7

c: Hon, Meenakshi Srinivasan
Hon. Christopher Collins



Jeffrey Mulligan

Page 1 of 1

From: Kate Wood [katewood@landmarkwest.org]
Sent: Monday, April 30, 2007 6:13 PM

To: Jeffrey Mulligan

Subject: Congregation Shearith Israel

Dear Jeff.

| heard from the appficant that Congregation Shearith Israel will not present its proposal to Community Board 7
until June. Since they submitted their application to BSA on April 2, 1 had thought that CB7 only had until june 1

(60 days) to vote on the application. Has another arrangement been made?

Thanks,
Kate

Kate Wood

Executive Director

Landmark West!

45 West 67th Street

New York, NY 10023

Phone: 212-496-8110

Fax: 212-875-0209
katewood@landmarkwest.org
www landmarkwest.org

5/10/2007



FRIEDMAN & GOTBAUM LLP

548 BROADWAY SUITE 505
NEW YORK NEw YORK 10012
TEL 212.925.4545

FAX 212.925.5199
JONING@ FRIGOT.COM

May 21, 2007

BY HAND AND TELEFAX 2i2-755-8713

David Rosenberg, Esq.

Marcus Rosenberg & Diamond, LLP
488 Madison Avenue

New York. NY 10022

Re: 74-07-BZ
Congregation Shearith Israel
Block 1122 Lots 36 & 37
Manhattan

Dear Mr. Rosenberg:

This letter responds to your letter dated May 9, 2007 on behalf of your clients “Landmark
West and various Upper West Side residents’ conveying a number of requests with regard to
documents relating to the subject Variance application, which proposes replacement of
Congregation Shearith Israel’s (“CSI’s”) current community house with a new commumty house

and four floors of condominium units.,

First permit me to say that CSI's Trustees wholeheartedly support the Department of
Building's (“DOB’s") policy of requiring an owner’s consent prior to the release of sensitive
structural informaticn regarding synagogues and other similar sacred and public sites. If it is the
combined and apparently uniform opinion of Mayor Bloomberg’s Administration and federal
agencies that sensitive construction and structural information should not be disseminated to the
general public, the Trustees would consider it imprudent to disregard that opinion. Accordingly,
the Trustees will not provide their wholesale consent to the release of such material to Landmark
West! and certainly not to “various™ unnamed persons but will take such requests under
consideration on a case-by-case and need-to-know basis.

In light of the above. the responses to your specific requests are as follows:

On pape two of your letter you state:

[1]1 would be unfair o force our clients — and the members of Community
Board 7 — to attempt (0 respond to your Application without having access fo the
documents filed with and produced by DOB. Under the circumstances, this is to



request that you immediately provide CSI's written authorization for my firm to
access and obtain copies of all records relating 1o the Property and the New
Building in DOB’s possession. custody or control.

With all due respect, the Community Board and others in the community received full copies of the
application and therefore have all the documents necessary to inform themselves and others of the
contents of the application under consideration. Accordingly, the Trustees are not prepared to act
on your omnibus request. Moreover, you have not indicated what documents you believe DOB is
holding or has produced and for what purpose and by whom they are going to be reviewed. Please
identify the documents or types of documents you believe are in “DOB’s possession, custody or
control.” Access to documents is also a much different issue than dissemination of copies. There is
a strong predisposition due to security concerns against providing consents for any copies
whatsoever, so it would be helpful to understand why whatever materials you are seeking need to
be released and disseminated as opposed to reviewed i sitw. Finally, please provide the names and
addresses of the individuals who would review any shared documents. Confidentiality agreements
with named individuals appropriate to the obvious security concerns will be required.

On page two of your letter you state:

The only DOB documents we have seen indicate that plans and applications
Jor the New Building were filed on October 7, 2003, objections were issued by the
DOB on on [sic] October 28, 205 [sic] and the application was disapproved on
November 10, 2003. Then, on March 28, 2007, CSI apparently obtained a DOB
stamp which sated [sic]: " Denied for appeal 1o the Roard of Standards and
Appeal” and indicated that it had been signed by the Borough Commissioner.

Since it had not been possible to obtain the New Building filings from DOB
and since I also have been advised that they are not obtainable from the BSA, this is
to request that you immediately provide me full and complete copies, including
evidence of filing and objections issued.

The materials requested have already been provided to your client. Consistent with a commitment [
made to Landmark West! over a year ago, | provided Kate Wood with a complete set of our
application on April 3, 2007. the day after it was filed at the BSA. The application includes copies
of the complete set of plans filed at DOB and the Objections Sheet issued with regard thereto.

There is certainly no procedural mystery regarding these filings. It is common knowledge
that the Landmarks Commission requires an Objections Sheet in connection with a review of an
application for which its form of application indicates the project will require land use
discretionary approvals. This accounts for the 2005 Objections Sheet, which remains in the
Landmarks Commission’s publicly accessible files. For BSA purposes, an Objections Sheet must
be dated within thirty (30) days of the submission of an application, thus accounting for the more
recent Objections Sheet. The subsequent Objections Sheet was also required because the New
Building approved by the Landmarks Commission was smaller and shorter than the building
associated with the earlier Objections Sheet.



On page three of your letter you state:

It is also my understanding that DOB’s rules require that a request for a
reconsideration be filed in order fo obtain a determination by the Borough
Commissioner. Under the circumstances, 1 request a copy of the submission by CSI
e ohtain the denial and the dates of any meetings held with the identity of the
participants, in connection therewith.

Once again, the “submission by CSI to obtain the denial” is already in your client’s
possession. being the plans and the Objections Sheet included in the application and provided to
Kate Wood on April 3, 2007. A copy of the Objections Sheet is once again enclosed. Complete
disclosure on this point having already been provided, I see no relevance between the stated
purpose of your [etter and the further submission to you of names and dates of meetings.

Very truly yours,

Enclosure

cce: Hon. Scott Stringer
Hon. Betsy Gotbaum
Hon. Richard Gottiried
Hon, Jeff Mulligan
Hon. Sheldon Fine
Kate Wood
Norman Marcus. Esq.
Rabbi Marc Angel
Peter Neustadter
David Nathan, Esq.
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REQUIRED ACTIONS BY THE BOARD_OF STANDARDS & APPEALS

‘ ZRI R10A EXCEEDS THE
1. PROPOSED LOT COVERAGE FOR THE INTERIOR PORTIONS OF RBB &
MAXIMUM ALLOWED. THIS 1S CONTRARY TO SECTION 24-11/77-24. PROPOSED INTERIOR PORTION
LOT COVERAGE IS .80.

2. PROPOSECD REAR YARD IN R8B DOES NOT COMPLY. 20.00' PEOVIDED INSTEAD OF 30.00°
CONTRARY TO SECTION 24-36. )

3. PROPOSED REAR YARD N RTOA INTERIOR PORTION DOES NOT COMPLY. 20.00" PROVICED
INSTEAD OF 30.00° CONTRARY TO SECTION 24-36.

4. PROPOSED INITIAL SETBACK IN R8B DOES NOT COMPLY. 12.00° PROVIDED INSTEAD OF 15.00
CONTRARY TQ SECTION 23-633.

5 PROPOSED BASE HEIGHT IN R8B DOES NOT COMPLY. 94.80' PROVIDED INSTEAD OF 60.00°
CONTRARY TC SECTION 23-633.

6. PROPOSED MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT IN R8B DOES NOT COMPLY. 113.70° PROVIDED INSTEAD
OF 73.00" CONTRARY TO SECTION 23-633.

7. PROPOSED REAR SETBACK N R8B DOES NOT COMPLY. 6.67 PROVIDED INSTEAD OF 10.00"
CONTRARY TO SECTION 23—-662.

8, PROPOSED SEPARATION BETWEEN BUILDINGS N R10A DOES NOT COMPLY. 0.00" PROVIDED
INSTEAD OF 40.00° CONTRARY TO SECTION 24-67 AND 23=711.

DENIED
FOR APPEAL TO BOARD OF

B
STANDARDS AND APPEALS




