











We continue to support our area schools and their needs that were previously
related to our Board: outfitting each school with a science laboratory and to provide
wireless computers and stations for the schools within the Community School District.
We continue to support (1) After School, Saturday, Summer Instructional and
Recreational Programs; and (2) Repair, Refinishment of our area's School Buildings. In
the past, budget cuts to several capital projects caused them to be eliminated in a
number of schools and many educational programs were either ceased or reduced as
well as staff connected with those programs.

We are concerned about the need for student protection and support all
recognized security programs approved by the Department of Education to protect our
children.

A maijor push by parents, community residents and teachers to reorganize the
academically declining Comprehensive Eastern District High School proved to be quite
successful as the 850 Grand Street Campus facility was instituted. In 1996 the Board of
Education started three smaller schools, also called academies, that focused on
particular themes of study (Progress HS for Professional Careers; Enterprise Business
HS: and the School for Legal Studies), and eventually phased out Eastern District High
School. Since that time, several other smaller schools were established in our district:
The Academy for Young Writers; Williamsburg Preparatory School; Williamsburg HS for
Architecture and Design; El Puente Academy for Peace and Justice; Harry Van Arsdale
HS GED: Green School: An Academy for Environmental Careers; and charter schools:
Williamsburg Collegiate Charter School; Williamsburg Charter HS (“Beginning with
Children” was a pioneer charter school in our community for elementary school age
youngsters. It grew out of a private partnership with Pfizer and opened its doors in
September 1992). \We look forward to our educational facilities having future success in
serving the educational needs of our children.

It has been reported by the Department of City Planning that according to the
2000 Census, out of the total district's population, in the group 5 years and over: 89,085
persons are proficient and 57,775 are not proficient in English. Those persons not
proficient in English had another language spoken at home. Roughly 46.5% spoke
Spanish/Spanish Creole; 20.8 % spoke Polish; 20.5% spoke Yiddish (with the remainder
percentage scattered in other categories). We encourage programs that will assist
persons with attaining better English proficiency skills.

PUBLIC LIBRARIES

Community Board No. 1 contains four public libraries (Greenpoint, Bushwick,
Leonard and Marcy Avenue branches) which provide a variety of services for the
community. We support their needs for enhanced equipment, computer linkages,
increased book budgets and physical improvements.

The Leonard Branch is seeking to construct a ramp and elevator as well as other
sorely needed improvements for this aging Carnegie branch. We support their efforts to
have the facility wheelchair accessible. Greenpoint Branch is an existing facility that can
no longer accommodate the growing needs of the community in terms of function and
programming and the construction of a new facility, on its current footprint, is being
sought. It is most encouraging to see that these facilities are being highly used by both

young and older residents alike. CB #1 strongly opposes cuts to the budgets for our
libraries.
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MASS TRANSIT

Mass transit is inadequate to meet the needs of our district. Local bus service is
frequently delayed because of overall traffic congestion. Overcrowding on the L train is
so severe that riders often must allow 2, 3, or more trains before they can board; while
on the G train, growing ridership is straining the limits of the current 4-car trains and the
service schedule, which is that of a non-rush-hour service schedule.

MTA-NYC Transit's E/F/G/V service change in 2001, which terminated the
northbound G line at Court Square on weekdays, interfered with many commutes;
service has deteriorated further: the MTA indicated that the G would run its full route on
weekends, but on any given weekend, that is not the case. G riders suffer from short,
overcrowded trains and a halved line most of the time. For those North Brooklyn
commuters who solely depend on the G, improved service must be a priority. The Board
has read with interest — not to mention a sense of irony — that the V line has the lowest
ridership in the entire system — lower, even, than the G line, which makes far fewer
stops.

In 2001, the G line was shortened from its then-6 subway car trains to its present
4-car trains in order to supply the newly created V line. Since the V line has been so
clearly underutilized since its inception and since the crowding on the G has increased
dramatically with no downward trend in sight, the Board recommends that MTA-NYC
Transit reallocate subway cars from the V line and returning them to the G line to offer
relief for G line riders.

Everyone agrees that the extreme ridership growth on the L train seems to have
caught many agencies by surprise although we have been consistently warning them to
expect this shift for several years now. We understand that more cars are on their way,
but in the meantime, district residents and businesses are frustrated by the increasing
unreliability of L service. The Board recommends that the MTA-NYC Transit consider
implementing an express-style L train, running in morning peak hours from Myrtle-
Wyckoff to 8" Avenue, and in evening peak hours from 8" Avenue to Broadway
Junction. This would allow the L train fleet to turn around more quickly and service more
riders.

We must also express our concern about delays in local bus service. Our bus
schedules have been changed, and combined with increased traffic, our bus riders are
waiting longer than ever for many routes, such as (but not limited to) the B24, B48 and
Q59. Given the changes in our community — notably the increases in our nightlife, with
many visitors to our galleries, restaurants, night clubs, boutiques, and our slowly-
developing waterfront parks — we are seeing more ridership on local bus service, and
ask the DOT and MTA-NYC Transit to develop a service plan to meet ridership demand.

We are pleased that MTA-NYC Transit has begun to install smaller, more
streamlined bus shelters; we plan to request more bus shelters, now that the odds are
better that they can be accommodated at certain bus stops.

We note that the City and State are collaborating on a Bus Rapid Transit pilot
project; the proposed Brooklyn route terminates at Williamsburg Bridge Bus Plaza, which
is within the Community Board No. 1 district. \We believe it would be beneficial to CB #1
residents if the BRT could extend over the Williamsburg Bridge, so that CB #1 residents
could also use the service to reach Manhattan.
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Given our growth, transportation along the District's waterfront needs to be
planned now. The DOT and MTA-NYC Transit must take an aggressive, proactive
approach. The implementation of a new bus route along Kent Avenue would provide a
much-needed service to our district, and complement service provided by other routes,
such as the B61.

With the siting of the MTA’s revenue depot at 46-25 Metropolitan Avenue,
Community District #1 has been inundated with armored trucks flying through residential
areas. The MTA must take immediate action in advising their drivers to adhere to truck
route designations.

The addition of water transportation, such as ferries and water taxis, must be
encouraged with any new development on the waterfront. ® \We urge the formulation of
an MTA “Needs Assessment” panel to review the service in our district and make much
needed service changes to better serve our community and the Authority.

COMMUNITY BOARDS

Community Board No. 1 still lacks adequate funding. The meager budget
provided for our board does not keep pace with inflation and any increased operating
costs. The costs for acquiring much needed newer technology, computer software,
upgraded hardware as well as internet/web access capabilities is expensive. Our only
restorative measure for our budget was in 1997, when a portion of the funds were
restored by the New York City Council; however, it did not provide the Board with a full
complement. In order to continue delivering the Board's mission per the 1989 revised
City Charter, we oppose any cuts to the Board's budget, and instead, advocate strongly
for increased allocations.

CONCLUSION

Community Board No. 1 is prepared to discuss each of the items addressed in
this Statement of Community District Needs. Please do not hesitate to contact us. In
closing, we trust, that the City of New York will act favorably upon the items contained in
this report or advise reasons for not implementing the needs of the Greenpoint-
Williamsburg Community.

Respectfully submitted,

Wasit Vit

VINCENT V. ABATE DEL PEKA RALD
CHAIRMAN THIRD VICE ISTR
CHAIRPERSO

I;'ozotanotes:
@@ incorporating comments submitted by CB #1’s Transportation Committee Chair
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