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Submission Statement

Submission Statement from the Council of Brooklyn
Neighborhoods, Inc.

On behalf of our constituents; our member organizations, Brooklyn Community Boards,
2, 6, and 8; the New York City Council; and the New York State Legislature; the Council
of Brooklyn Neighborhoods, Inc. (CBN) is pleased to have the opportunity to present the
accompanying detailed analysis of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) to
the Empire State Development Corporation (ESDC).

History:
COUNCIL OF BROOKLYN NEIGHBORHOODS is a coalition of recognized
diverse community groups active in Community Boards 2, 3, 6, and 8, concerned
with the cumulative effects of development proposed in their area of Brooklyn. Of
particular focus is the development of the Atlantic/Vanderbilt rail yards. As a
group, we have experience in civic advocacy, transportation planning,
neighborhood preservation, urban planning, the development of affordable
housing, safety and security improvement, quality of life promotion, and small
business development. We believe our collective background enables us to
represent the concerns of our communities.

Mission:

COUNCIL OF BROOKLYN NEIGHBORHOODS shall undertake to ensure:

That the environmental review process that takes place related to any development on the
Yards, whether conducted under the State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) or
City Environmental Quality Review Act (CEQRA), is transparent, comprehensive,
incorporates meaningful methodologies and assumptions, fully discloses all impacts and
effectively addresses all potential negative impacts;

That the Environmental Impact Study (EIS) thoroughly explores all proposals to develop the
Yards;

That the community is effectively engaged throughout the environmental review process, and
the community obtains the financial resources, access to information and technical
assistance to oversee and participate in the same.

Accomplishments:
To ensure the DEIS fully disclosed all impacts and effectively addressed all negative
impacts of the proposed project, CBN

acquired funding

developed and published a Request For Proposals,

interviewed, hired and directed a team of highly-regarded professional technical
consultants to review and analyze all the information disclosed in the DEIS for the
community, and

disseminated all the information freely to the entire community.
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Submission Statement

SEQRA. The appearance of cherry-picking procedures best suited to the quickest, least
accommodating public review of this enormous development is completely unacceptable
and taints the entire review process.

The Sponsor took many actions to minimize the participation of the community in the
environmental review process:

1) One public hearing was scheduled for election day

2) Only one hearing was held after Community Boards and local schools were
back in session from the summer holidays

3) Calling these public hearings “Community Forums” appeared intended to
avoid the UDC and CEQRA requirements for written comments to close 30
days after the final public ‘hearing and thus limit the community participation
in the environmental review process.

Our consultants requested supporting data, the delivery of which was denied by the
sponsor, and instead the request was termed and treated as ‘comments’ on the DEIS.
Other requests for information were denied and incorrectly labeled by the sponsor as
Freedom of Information Law requests. They were not, in any event, answered.

CBN filed a formal FOIL request for information, which was neither acknowledged nor
responded to by the sponsor, in clear violation of the law.

Conclusion:
Based on the professional review of our team of expert consultants, the Council of
Brooklyn Neighborhoods concludes that the General Project Plan and Draft
Environmental Impact Statement are insufficient.

Based upon the experience of the community at the public hearing and forums and the
time frame for public comments chosen by the sponsor, the Council of Brooklyn
Neighborhoods concludes that the sponsor has failed to meet the requirements of the
public review pursuant to Sections 6 and 16 of the New York State Urban Development
Corporation Act (Chapter 174, Section 1, Laws of 1968, as amended; the “UDC Act”),
Article 2 of the New York State Eminent Domain Procedure Law (“EDPL”) and the State
Environmental Quality Review Act (Article 8 of the New York State Environmental
Conservation Law) and the regulations adopted pursuant thereto (6 NYCRR Part 617)
(collectively “SEQRA”).
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Submission Statement

In light of the above, and in light of the substantive shortfalls, inaccuracies, and
insufficiencies identified repeatedly by our consultants, it is the considered opinion of the
Council of Brooklyn Neighborhoods, Inc. that the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
released for the proposed Atlantic Yards Land Use Improvement and Civic Project is
inadequate as an assessment of both the benefits and adverse impacts of the proposed
project and the Empire State Development Corporation cannot approve it.

Respectfully submitted,

Candace Carponter Therese Urban

Co-chairpersons, The Council of Brooklyn Neighborhoods, Inc.









CBN Response to Atlantic Yards DEIS Page 9

Overview of the DEIS

Alternatives Not Seriously Evaluated
The DEIS too often reads like a promotional piece for the project as proposed. It does
not present an objective comparison and analysis of the project with the three alternative
plans – the UNITY, Extell, and Pacific Plans. These plans are discounted with general
statements to the effect that they don’t provide the same benefits as the proposed
project. The DEIS states that only the Project fully meets development goals, but the
goals were set arbitrarily by the project developer to favor an extremely large-scale
development, and the other, smaller-scale plans therefore do not measure up. This is
self-serving, circular logic.

Mitigations
The DEIS acknowledges significant adverse impacts but fails to provide adequate
mitigations in the following areas: traffic and transit, air quality, noise, urban design,
open space, shadows, historic resources, and school facilities. Some appropriate
mitigations are suggested within the chapters of this Response.

Coordination with City Agencies.
As called for in the CEQR Manual, the DEIS should involve coordination with appropriate
City agencies. There is scant evidence of such coordination in the DEIS, and where
there are references to contacts with the City, no substantive backup material is
provided. For example, no backup data is provided to justify the assertion that Police
and Fire response times will not be affected by the project; this was requested of
Sponsoring Agency but not provided.

Lack of Access to Backup Data
The Sponsoring Agency was only partially responsive to CBN requests for backup data,
but failed to provide all data requested.

As a result of the problems mentioned above, and repeated consistently in sections of
this commentary, a Supplemental DEIS should be issued and presented for review
before any decisions are made about the project.


