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Meeting Summary 
Canarsie Planning Committee Meeting #3 

Wednesday, August 06, 2014, 7:00pm to 9:00pm 

Hebrew Educational Society, 9502 Seaview Ave Brooklyn, NY 11236 

 

Attendance:   

Emily James Committee Co-Chair Arana Hankin Consultant Team 
Harold Jones Committee Co-Chair Kaye Matheny Consultant Team 
Maria Garrett Committee Member Bill Calabrese Consultant Team 
Molly Griffith Committee Member Sam Saliba Consultant Team  
Avrohom Hecht Committee Member Pippa Brashear Consultant Team  
Yosef Serebryanski Committee Member Gena Wirth Consultant Team  
Debbie Tiamfook Committee Member Kate Hayes Consultant Team 
Chris Gorman NYS GOSR Daphne Lundi NYC DCP  
Chelsea Muller NYS GOSR Jesse Cruz Rockefeller Foundation 
      
  
 

Agenda Item: Introduction/Program and Committee Planning  Presenter: General discussion 

Summary of Discussion:   

 Review of schedule for NY Rising 

o Current meeting is Planning Committee #3 

 Goal is to finalize needs, opportunities, and critical issues 

o Next public meeting will be held on September 8th  

 Here we will present strategies to begin to inform and generate project ideas from public 

o Strategies are the bridge between the goals, vision, issues, assets, needs, opportunities, and risk 

and the projects, which will fall within the Recovery Support Functions 

o Time will be taken to review feedback from public engagement and ensure that all revised lists 

are reviewed and approved by the Committee 

 

Agenda Item: Vision and goals review  Presenter: General discussion 

Summary of Discussion:  

 Review of revised vision statement, based on feedback from Public Meeting: 

“Canarsie, a proudly diverse and peaceful community surrounded by bountiful natural and recreational 

resources, will become a self-reliant, empowered, prosperous community, and a model of sustainability and 

resilience.” 

 Committee agreed to the revised vision 

 Quick overview provided of the goals that came out of the public engagement: 
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Agenda Item: Critical issues review  Presenter: General discussion 

Summary of Discussion:  

 Critical issues from public engagement included the following:  

o Poor storm drainage from aging infrastructure 

o Fresh Creek and Paerdegat Basin are at risk from flooding  

o Lack of maintenance or care of streets 

o Poor maintenance of damaged trees 

o Uncoordinated emergency response 

o Mold and remaining damage to homes and businesses 

o Increased foreclosure risk 

 Planning Committee asked if any issues were missing  

o Insurance problems need to be tied to the foreclosure problem 

o Mental health care post-Sandy 

o Power outages 

o Activating Pier 

 Point made that some of these may be more appropriately covered under “needs and opportunities” 

 Idea expressed to share Rabbi Yossi’s summary of feedback from the public engagement via a cloud-

based document editor to be able to have others add and edit to it 

o Planning team states that this kind of feedback is exactly what the NYRCR process and plan is meant 

to capture, but that this is a fine idea to supplement NYRCR  
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Agenda Item: Needs and opportunities; assets review  Presenter: General discussion 

Summary of Discussion:  

 Some of the ideas not shown in “critical issues” are reflected in needs and opportunities, such as the 

activation of the pier  

 Needs and opportunities heard at the public meeting were shown alongside a graph showing the number 

of mentions at the meeting. These included (in order of most mentions): 

o Increase programmable community space 

o Activate pier and shoreline areas 

o Enhance roadway infrastructure & improve safety 

o Build on local community organization and capacity 

o Broaden access to health services 

o Improve police and emergency response services 

o Strengthen sewage system and flood protection 

o Diversify energy supply and services 

o Secure access to food 

o Expand transportation options 

o Strengthen retail corridor 

o Increase access to information for homeowners 

o Restore wetland ecosystem 

 Committee asked if any needs or opportunities were missing 

 Farming and access to food, could get farmers market to get to the Pier twice a week or other space 

o Mentioned that this really falls under “secure access to food.” Specific project recommendations will 

come further in the process  

 Youth programming mentioned as specified need 

o Public comments of this nature were included under “programmable community space” but this can be 

made more explicit 

 For 12-23 year olds, there is not a lot of programming, they go outside the community for 

everything, with the exception of the skate park  

 Beacon program mentioned as existing as well 

o Need for youth and adult health and exercise programs in parks 

o Comment made that all programs in community are for pay, with nothing completely covered by taxes 

o Need centers for youth with free programming 

 Committee reviewed list of assets added to the maps by the public 

o Some question existed about the Staten Island University Methadone Clinic being a mistake, but this 

was confirmed as accurate 

o All other assets were acceptable to the committee 

 

Agenda Item: Strategies  Presenter: General discussion 

 Discussion of what strategies are and aren’t 

o Strategies are not projects, but will lead to projects, and serve to address needs while taking 

advantage of opportunities 

 Existing plans for Jamaica Bay were presented to clarify how certain strategies might fit into the NYRCR 

plan 
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o Jamaica Bay plans fall into three categories 

 Coastal protection  

 Ecosystem restoration  

 Transportation 

o USACE is biggest player for coastal protection 

 All work requires congressional authorization 

 Focus now is the Reformulation Study, in which they revisit all their plans for the area 

 Previous study had focused more on the ocean side, but now encompasses all of Jamaica Bay 

 Ocean side to be completed in Fall 2014 

 Bay side to be completed in Fall 2015 

 Ecosystem restoration and water quality issues were major focus prior to Sandy 

 Hudson Raritan Estuary Restoration Plan 
o Creates overarching strategy for restoration around the region 
o Identified specific opportunities, even though not all have funding 
o Paerdegat Basin is considered ongoing project, but less has been done on 

Fresh Creek side 

 USACE looking at how to utilize ecosystem restoration within coastal protection 
projects 

 Other projects have leveraged additional funding sources, such as the Sunset Cove restoration 

in Broad Channel 

 National Parks Service General Management Plan released in 2014 

 NPS called the project “Discovery Gateway” and emphasis is on prioritizing 
active uses and increased recreation 

o Canarsie Pier called out for specific uses that mesh well with community 
ideas around increased active uses 

 Jamaica Bay Greenway, ongoing project and able to tie into for open space and recreation 

 Replacement and upgrading of bridges on the Belt parkway 

 These kind of infrastructure projects can offer opportunities to tie into and layer in 
additional ideas in, such as coastal protection 

 Question about Paerdegat Basin project specifically, and what it entails 

 Basin was a CSO outfall, damaging water quality 

 Facility was built to store water during heavy water events, which can then be 
treated and not be dumped directly into the Bay 

 Question if similar thinking has existed around Fresh Creek Basin 
o It has been shortlisted, but Planning Team needs to confirm if there has 

been advancements around these ideas 

 Lead agency is NYC DEP 

 Question if the facility has created backups in the Canarsie area 
o It is unsure at this point, Planning Team needs to confirm with DEP 

 Question about what committee can do in the realm of these projects 
o Coastal protection solutions are expensive, but money can be given to 

pay for studies and design work 
o USACE will be looking at wide variety of options, so providing them 

opinions and specific recommendations will be useful 
o Timing of Reformulation Study is helpful, as it provides an opportunity to 

give feedback and observations to feed into their work 

 Question about including DEP and engineering firms as a part of project 
development 

o Planning team agreed that they would be consulted regarding potential 
projects 
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 Question about getting tour of basin from DEP to get a more in-depth 
understanding of the issue 

 Point made that projects will need to maximize resources,  build off  existing 
efforts, and realize what can  be achieved   

 Strategy examples from NYRCR round 1 

 Reduced flooding and sewer backup (Broad Channel Sunset Cove oyster 
restoration) 

 Improved access to health services (Rockaway East/West RFP for health services)  

 Strengthening economic resiliency (Rockaway East seasonal amenity and resilient 
streetscaping) 

 Strategy brainstorming session – Planning Team worked with Committee to draft strategies 

and subsequent discussion would highlight additional needs and opportunities that feed into 

this strategy, or potential projects that could come out of it 

 Strategy: Making better use of existing community assets to bolster the 
community’s emergency response day-to-day (programming) 

o Schools limit hours of use, which can hinder utility 
o Needs to be walkable and can embrace multiple locations around the 

area 
o Need to be able to work with schools which were built to high standards  

for use of both emergency centers and after-school programs 
o Other spaces can be new and used after school 

 Strategy: Strengthen existing economic corridors  
o Rockaway Pkway, Flatlands Ave, Ave L 

 Strategy: Improve and augment power and communication in time of emergency  
o Need for communication between residents in emergency and power 

outages 

 Go-tenna or mesh networks  

 Strategy: Activate and enhance access along the shoreline 

 Strategy: Use natural systems to enhance ecosystems and community health 

 Strategy: Improve access to comprehensive health services 

 Strategy: Engaging youth in building a more resilient community 
o After Sandy, lots of young men around that wanted to help, but did not 

have adequate plan in place  
o Dream of a Canarsie Corps for young people, they would be paid and 

could do community aid activities year-round 

 Strategy: Improve safety and security of Canarsie (specifically public spaces) day 
to day and during emergencies 

o Better lighting around parks and streets 
o Some streets are very dark and need better cameras 
o Crime rate has gone up in Canarsie 

 Strategy: Improve water management  
o Catch-basins fill with garbage and flood 
o Confirmation that both sewer and basements flood regularly from heavy 

rain events 

 Strategy: Address existing vulnerabilities from coastal flooding 

 Strategy: Building knowledge and access to environmental sustainability and local 
foods, self-reliance, and ecology 

o Education around vegetation and types of trees 
o After storm, no access to gas, supermarkets had very little food after 

three days 
o Roadways flooded 

 Strategy: Improve access between residents and resources 

 Strategy: Build and coordinate local capacity for emergency response  
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o Getting organizations on the same page, improve coordination 
o Places like Holy Family and HES were relief hubs, but people did not 

necessarily know 

 Strategy: Make homes become more physically and financially more resilient 
o No flooding in NYCHA housing, though one building lost power 

 

Agenda Item: Next steps  Presenter: General discussion 

 Committee voted on two options for public meeting flyer 

o 3-2 in favor of the “Share your vision…” option 

 Need to schedule another meeting or conference call prior to meeting on September 08th 

 Committee decided on in-person meeting at HES (if available) on Wednesday, September 03 

7pm 

 Meeting goals include: 

o Review strategies 

o Review boards  

o Assign roles for public engagement 

o Call scheduled with outreach committee  

 Tuesday, August 12 at 9AM 


