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          1  COMMITTEE ON LAND USE

          2                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: The Committee on

          3  Land Use will come to order.

          4                 Normally I would probably identify

          5  the members, but in front of you, you have the

          6  entire City Council. This is the Committee on the

          7  full Land Use Committee. We're hearing today the

          8  application for site selection of waste transfer

          9  stations by the Department of Sanitation.

         10                 As everyone clearly will know by now

         11  at the Subcommittee on Landmarks and Maritime and

         12  Site Selection, the vote was to vote the ULURPs out.

         13  It was a vote of five to two on Land Use No. 468,

         14  C050173 PCM. It was a five to two LU No. 469,

         15  C050175 PSK. It was a vote of four to three, LU No.

         16  470, C050176 PSK. It was a vote to approve the site

         17  selections.

         18                 With us today, we also have the

         19  Speaker of the City Council and I'm taking the

         20  prerogative as Chair of the Land Use Committee to

         21  give him a few minutes to speak. I will remind the

         22  Committee Members, please, those of you on the Land

         23  Use Committee know that normally these meetings are

         24  quite brief. Today, we happen to have an extra

         25  special subject of the site selections and we are
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          2  happy to have so many of our colleagues here joining

          3  us. I will request, however, that people try to keep

          4  their comments down to a minute or two. I know

          5  that's going to be difficult, but there was full

          6  debate at the Subcommittee meeting. I think everyone

          7  spoke as long as they wanted to and I do make a

          8  formal request to you that we try to keep the debate

          9  down to at least one or two minutes. All right? I

         10  thank you. I now call on the Speaker of the City

         11  Council, Gifford Miller.

         12                 SPEAKER MILLER: Thank you, Madam

         13  Chair. Thank you for your leadership and I want to

         14  thank the members of the Committee, the members of

         15  the Subcommittee, the members of the Council that

         16  are here. I respectfully disagree with the

         17  recommendation of the Subcommittee and I would urge

         18  this Committee to disapprove the Land Use

         19  applications, not just for Brooklyn, but also for

         20  Manhattan, all of the Land Use applications that are

         21  before us for the siting of marine transfer sites.

         22                 I have several reasons, but the most

         23  important is that we need to understand very clearly

         24  here that we are not voting on the Solid Waste

         25  Management Plan. I wish we were voting on the Solid
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          2  Waste Management Plan. This Council and the Chair of

          3  the Solid Waste Management Committee and various

          4  members of the Council have attempted over the last

          5  several months to try to get the Administration to

          6  come to an agreement on a Solid Waste Management

          7  Plan. The contains basic principals that I think

          8  everybody here agrees on. We need to use marine

          9  transfer stations to reduce truck traffic.

         10                 We need to reduce commercial waste

         11  that is coming out of Manhattan and overburdening

         12  particularly communities of color in the Bronx,

         13  Brooklyn, and Queens. We need to ensure that we have

         14  borough self- sufficiency and that Manhattan as well

         15  as every other borough has transfer stations. We

         16  need to reduce the reliance on incinerators and we

         17  need to ensure greater environmental justice. We

         18  need to do all these things. We are not doing them

         19  today. We don't have the option to do them today and

         20  they are not before us today.

         21                 What is before us today is a series

         22  three Land Use applications to approve elements of

         23  the Mayor's overall plan. There is a lot of good

         24  stuff in the Mayor's overall plan, but here is what

         25  there isn't. There is no guarantee to reduce
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          2  commercial waste. There is no guarantee to enhance

          3  recycling. There is no guarantee to reduce waste

          4  generally. There is no real relief for communities

          5  that are overburdened with commercial waste. There

          6  is no guarantee that at 91st Street, even if it is

          7  approved, will be able to move forward with the

          8  environmental reviews associated with additional

          9  capacity and what there is, is the location of a

         10  facility on 91st Street in a middle of densely

         11  residential neighborhood in the middle of a park.

         12                 Clearly, we have communities of color

         13  that have been overburdened with transfer stations

         14  all over the City. None of the marine transfer

         15  stations that we're locating today or that are

         16  contemplated elsewhere in this plan are located in

         17  residential communities. It's one of the attractive

         18  aspects of this plan. But if the 91st Street station

         19  was necessary in order to help the City generally, I

         20  would support it. But it doesn't. It doesn't help

         21  anybody else. All it does is cost $120 million to

         22  build a facility that should be built somewhere else

         23  in Manhattan and really provide all the principals

         24  of the rest of that plan. We get one chance at this,

         25  my friends and colleagues. We get one chance at
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          2  this.

          3                 In the past, Mayors have had to

          4  submit Solid Waste Management Plan to the City

          5  Council because we have the ULURP power. This Mayor

          6  has departed from that process and submitted the

          7  ULURPs to us first before submitting the plan for

          8  the Solid Waste Management or rather not before

          9  submitting, but before negotiating it. What we're

         10  left with today is the opportunity to give up all of

         11  our leverage in the pursuit of a plan that will have

         12  no way of ensuring that we actually carry through.

         13  From a Mayor who has shown very clearly that he has

         14  no teeth that are associated with the commercial

         15  waste reduction; none. No teeth that are associated

         16  with the expansion of recycling; none. No plans to

         17  reduce waste. In fact, his plan in Manhattan at

         18  least, plans for Manhattan's waste to go up by 20

         19  percent over the next five years.

         20                 We are left with a plan which on

         21  paper is a pretty good plan, but in practice isn't

         22  being put into practice and the opportunity now and

         23  only now to assert the Council's leverage to ensure

         24  that we negotiate that plan and that we come up with

         25  a process that in the end creates a plan that we can
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          2  then do the Land Use applications for that would

          3  approve marine transfer stations, reduce commercial

          4  waste, expand recycling, reduce waste and so I ask

          5  you all to recognize what you're actually voting on

          6  here. To understand that if we approve these ULURPs,

          7  that's it for us. We have no more role really in the

          8  Solid Waste Management Plan. We have no more

          9  opportunity to try to make sure that we represent

         10  our constituents, those we choose the right sites.

         11  But more importantly, that we protect our

         12  constituents and communities all over this City that

         13  are overburdened. This is it. This is your shot.

         14                 If you approve this, you're trusting

         15  the Mayor to do the right thing down the road. Maybe

         16  he will. Maybe he won't. This is a Mayor who two

         17  years ago walked away from recycling completely.

         18  This is a Mayor who didn't bother the ULURP the 59th

         19  Street station. This is a Mayor who has done nothing

         20  to move Gansevoort forward. This is a Mayor who

         21  hasn't put any teeth in the commercial waste

         22  reduction or done anything substantive in order to

         23  put the principals of this plan into action. We

         24  would just be saying, okay, we trust you. Well, to

         25  paraphrase, I think it was Ronald Reagan, trust but
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          2  verify. We should trust, but we should verify. The

          3  way we verify is by retaining our ULURP powers. The

          4  way we verify is by standing together and fighting

          5  for a plan that protects all our City's residence.

          6  That's what we're voting on today. Make no mistake

          7  and I urge you to vote to reject all of them so that

          8  we have a chance to then ultimately approve these

          9  stations or others that make sense as part of a plan

         10  that achieves all the principals that we need to

         11  achieve. Thank you.

         12                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: A little

         13  housekeeping. LU No. 491 has been withdrawn. I

         14  apologize, Charles. 20055132 has been withdrawn.

         15  That is not part of the agenda today. This is an

         16  unusual vote. It is going to be filed. We're getting

         17  off to a slow start here, but we're trying. I'm

         18  actually going to allow Councilman McMahon to make

         19  the motion for the Committee. Before he does, I just

         20  want to agree on something that the Speaker talked

         21  about.

         22                 My opinion as Chair of the Land Use

         23  Committee is that we are here in a supportive role

         24  of sanitation. The fact of the matter is, this is an

         25  agreement for the waste transfer stations that

                                                            10

          1  COMMITTEE ON LAND USE

          2  should have been negotiated and agreed upon before

          3  it ever reached this point. The parties should have

          4  come to the table. We should have an agreed upon

          5  resolution to bring to the State. The State should

          6  have approved/disapproved it, whatever it was and

          7  then the City Council should have been as a ULURP

          8  procedure in a procedural motion to support the

          9  sanitation plan.

         10                 It is imperative that whatever comes

         11  out of this Council and Administration, whatever

         12  comes out of the City needs to be an agreed upon

         13  plan for the sanitation and the City of New York. In

         14  that light, although it is a bit unusual, I would

         15  like to call on Councilman McMahon, who is the Chair

         16  of the Sanitation Committee to make the motion. And

         17  also by the way, a member of the Land Use Committee.

         18                 COUNCIL MEMBER MCMAHON: Thank you,

         19  Madam Chairwoman. At this time, I move that the

         20  Committee reject the recommendations of the

         21  Subcommittee and pursuant to Section 197D of the

         22  City Charter and on the basis of the application in

         23  decision, the Council disapprove the decisions of

         24  the City Planning Commission and I request leave to

         25  speak on this motion when you deem appropriate,
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          2  Madam Chairwoman.

          3                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Do I have a second?

          4  Councilman Vann?

          5                 COUNCIL MEMBER VANN: Second.

          6                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Second. I'm going

          7  to open up for discussion and call upon Councilman

          8  McMahon.

          9                 COUNCIL MEMBER MCMAHON: Thank you,

         10  Madam Chairwoman. I want to first say that this is

         11  in many ways an unusual day here at the City Council

         12  and certainly having the Speaker of the City Council

         13  quote Ronald Reagan is one of the many highlights

         14  that I will remember of this day and correctly as

         15  well.

         16                 SPEAKER MILLER: I'm having a tough

         17  enough day, Mike.

         18                 COUNCIL MEMBER MCMAHON: Sorry. I

         19  hated to repeat that. I'd also like to say that in

         20  the prior hearing, in the Subcommittee hearing, I

         21  spoke with a high degree of passion because I was

         22  disturbed that we were focusing on the things that

         23  divide us as a City. If in any way my passionate

         24  remarks were seen too edgy for some, I certainly did

         25  not mean to offend anyone here. I do believe that we
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          2  should focus on those things that unite us and if we

          3  disagree on those, we do so respectfully and with a

          4  good demeanor towards all.

          5                 What unites us is the common problem

          6  that all New Yorkers have and many generations who

          7  came before us had as well. Since it's inception and

          8  before as a non- united City or not the greatest

          9  City of New York, this City has never had a good

         10  Solid Waste Management Plan. As I said earlier, you

         11  recall that we dumped at sea. You remember the Mo

         12  Bro. You remember Pennsylvania Avenue and Fountain

         13  Avenue and landfills in the Bronx and Queens that

         14  were blights on our society. You remember the Fresh

         15  Kills landfill as I say and you remember the fact

         16  that there was incineration as well. The opportunity

         17  that we have now is one that was not perceived and

         18  taken advantage of by prior administrations and

         19  prior council's. The two prior Solid Waste

         20  Management Plans were adopted and never put into

         21  effect.

         22                 If we now in a piece mill fashion put

         23  through ULURP applications before we deal with the

         24  important issues that we must and which the Speaker

         25  outlined, we will never have a plan that will be
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          2  implemented. You will have piece mill ULURPs. You

          3  will have a plan on paper that sits in the shelf in

          4  my office and in the Sanitation Commissioner's

          5  Office and that is never implemented. It is time for

          6  us to be honest with each other. It is time for us

          7  to focus on the fact that we have to put together a

          8  plan that is a roadmap not only for us, but for

          9  future generations. If you do the ULURPs first, you

         10  remove the City Council as anywhere close to an

         11  equal partner in this process.

         12                 If you want to have a say in how to

         13  get private waste transfer stations out of your

         14  neighborhood, do not take away this power from the

         15  City Council. If you want to say how we must limit

         16  the burden of commercial trash throughout this City,

         17  by honestly capturing commercial trash into a good

         18  MTS system and really going after commercial

         19  recycling, do not take this power away from the City

         20  Council. If you want to really be serious about zero

         21  waste and getting to a point where we honestly deal

         22  with electronic waste, then if you take this power

         23  away from the City Council, we will pass a plan at

         24  some point. That plan will sit on a shelf and we

         25  will never meet the challenge of our time and
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          2  municipal management; a challenge that has been meet

          3  by no prior generation.

          4                 My colleagues, I urge you from the

          5  bottom of my heart, the vote I take today is not as

          6  the colleague of any member. It is as a man from

          7  Staten Island who believes with all his soul that at

          8  the time and challenge must be met, but it will not

          9  be met --

         10                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Councilman --

         11                 COUNCIL MEMBER MCMAHON: -- If you

         12  take our land use power away. It is not about

         13  politics. It is about good government. Good

         14  government is tough business. It is time for us to

         15  deal with the issue at hand. Let's roll up our

         16  sleeves, come up with a plan, be back here in six

         17  months with ULURPs for facilities that will be built

         18  because there is a consensus to build them. Thank

         19  you, Madam Chairwoman.

         20                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Thanks.

         21                 COUNCIL MEMBER MCMAHON: My

         22  colleagues, please consider these remarks today.

         23                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Thank you. If I can

         24  ask my colleagues once again, whatever side of the

         25  issue you're on, for or against, if you could please
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          2  try to limit your remarks that would be very helpful

          3  to the time of day. Council Member Quinn.

          4                 COUNCIL MEMBER QUINN: Thank you. The

          5  four ULURPs that are before us today don't include

          6  all of the facilities that are under consideration

          7  in Manhattan. For example, and Council Member Brewer

          8  will spoke more to this, I'm sure a very significant

          9  facility is proposed, a large facility for West 59th

         10  Street where there is to be the Hudson River Park.

         11  That is not part of what we're considering today.

         12  There is a facility proposed for the Gansevoort

         13  Peninsula, also part of the Hudson River Park that

         14  is not part of what we are considering today. There

         15  has also been discussions about a possible facility

         16  on Pier 76 at 36th Street in my district, also part

         17  on the Hudson River Park.

         18                 One can't really have a comprehensive

         19  Solid Waste Management Plan if you're not looking at

         20  every component that is under serious consideration

         21  and every component that has been proposed by the

         22  Administration. The Gansevoort facility in my

         23  district may end up working as might something work

         24  on Pier 76, but we need to look at them

         25  comprehensively. We need to review the impact on the
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          2  Hudson River Park comprehensively so we can figure

          3  out what mitigation is needed to make sure that

          4  these facilities are not distributed; are not

          5  distributing the park. So the three sites before us

          6  today are not the whole picture for the borough of

          7  Manhattan.

          8                 As a Council Member from Manhattan

          9  and someone who wants to see a true plan for the

         10  City of New York, I am going to vote to reject the

         11  three sites today because I want to make sure what

         12  we put forward is truly a plan and has truly

         13  considered the full impact of the borough of

         14  Manhattan, a borough that must do its fair share to

         15  deal with our own garbage. On the West Side of

         16  Manhattan, we are willing to do our fair share and

         17  more. But we want it reviewed fully with the full

         18  impacts considered and a clear mitigation plan, if

         19  needed, for the Hudson River Park.

         20                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Just so everyone

         21  knows what's going on because quite a few folks has

         22  asked to speak. The order of speakers are going to

         23  be, I'm going to try to go back and forth from what

         24  I know about people's positions. Councilman Barron,

         25  Councilman Koppell, Councilman Avella, Councilman
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          2  Lanza, Councilman Nelson, Councilman Rivera, and

          3  Council Member Brewer has asked to speak and Council

          4  Member Jackson and Council Member Recchia. Council

          5  Member Barron.

          6                 COUNCIL MEMBER BARRON: Thank you very

          7  much, Madam Chair. I just wanted to encourage my

          8  colleagues to vote no on this resolution to reject

          9  these ULURPs and to the Speaker, there is no one

         10  monopoly on intelligence and understanding. I think

         11  we are intelligent enough to know that we're not

         12  voting for a full plan today. I don't think the

         13  Council Members are confused. We're very, very clear

         14  about what we voting on today. It is not true that

         15  if we give up ULURP today, we will have no power

         16  whatsoever. If you examine a local law and if you

         17  talk to anyone in DEC before a Solid Waste

         18  Management Plan is approved by DEC and the State,

         19  they must be agreed upon by the City and the Mayor's

         20  Office. You still have leverage.

         21                 This is not about not having

         22  leverage. This is about not having equitable

         23  distribution of marine transfer stations in New York

         24  City. Far too long, communities of color have

         25  carried that burden. It's called environmental
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          2  racism. We now have a chance to have environmental

          3  justice and equitably distribute this. This plan as

          4  it goes forth, we will still have input. We can look

          5  at other areas still. The issues that the Speaker

          6  raised could still be dealt with in this particular

          7  plan as it goes forth. We're not voting on a plan

          8  today, but there is a plan. And there are

          9  environmental groups in this State and in this City

         10  who are experts at this stuff. Some of us are too

         11  busy to even read some of the volumes of information

         12  on this. We had groups in every single major

         13  environmental justice group in this State and in

         14  this City supports this initiative.

         15                 Why we would not trust those groups?

         16  Not the Mayor. Not the Speaker, but the groups that

         17  have been following this and have been doing this

         18  for a long time, have recommended to us that we vote

         19  for these three marine transfer stations and vote no

         20  for this resolution to reject it. I also think it's

         21  rare when a Subcommittee, the intelligence of a

         22  Chair like Simcha Felder, and all of its member

         23  decide that we think that this is good for our

         24  Committee. Usually when it comes to land, the

         25  standing committee is almost like a stamp of
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          2  approval. Usually we go straight ahead from

          3  Subcommittee and it gets to the larger committee and

          4  people have no problems. We have like five, ten

          5  minute meetings and we vote for these things once

          6  the Subcommittees that are working closer on the

          7  issue bring something forward to say that we

          8  recommend this to the standing committee.

          9                 All of a sudden when things don't go

         10  the way folks want them to go, now we have a

         11  resolution coming to reject the intelligence of our

         12  Subcommittee that did all this work and debate and

         13  research and talked to advocates about this plan or

         14  this resolution today around the waste transfer

         15  stations. I want to say to our Committee, don't vote

         16  your politics today. Don't vote for pressure because

         17  of pressure from the Mayor or pressure from the

         18  Speaker, but vote for the children. The children in

         19  our communities that are suffering from asthma, vote

         20  for the children so that we can have a more

         21  equitable distribution of this marine transfer

         22  station and the truck routes, let it be more rail

         23  roads and barges and we even have to watch out how

         24  everything goes to Essex County because those are

         25  black communities in New Jersey that we also need to
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          2  be concerned about because they're going to Newark

          3  and Elizabeth, New Jersey.

          4                 I know Council Member McMahon doesn't

          5  want to talk about race. He said that we shouldn't

          6  be interjecting race in this, but racism permeates

          7  every institution in this country and this City and

          8  you don't get rid of it ignoring it and pretending

          9  it doesn't exist. I think we should address it

         10  squarely. This is a step in the right direction and

         11  I think we should rise above the politics of the day

         12  and vote for the health of our children,

         13  particularly the black and brown babies that have

         14  been carrying the burden of environmental racism for

         15  a very long time. I asked my members to vote no on

         16  that resolution. Let's do the right thing. Thank you

         17  very much.

         18                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: I will ask that

         19  applause be kept on either side of the issue and I

         20  will also respectfully once again asked and then the

         21  next time, I will put a time limit on everyone who

         22  speaks after you. Please keep your comments. I will

         23  maximize it to two minutes, please. There is time to

         24  speak here. Everyone had a time to speak in the

         25  Subcommittee that wanted to speak and it will come
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          2  to the floor as well. Please, keep your comments to

          3  two minutes. Councilman Koppell.

          4                 COUNCIL MEMBER KOPPELL: Thank you

          5  very much, Madam Chair. Madam Chair, I support the

          6  resolution. First of all and most importantly, the

          7  Chairman of our Committee who I know has worked long

          8  and hard on this plan has said quite clearly, we

          9  don't have a complete plan here. We should have a

         10  complete plan. We shouldn't support piece meal, a

         11  plan that could end up burdening communities that

         12  are not mentioned here. There are only three

         13  communities affected here.

         14                 Secondly, the fact of the matter is

         15  that two of these sites are apparently acceptable to

         16  the communities in which they're sited. The third

         17  site, the site on the East Side of Manhattan is not

         18  acceptable to that community and not acceptable to

         19  the representative of that community and

         20  negotiations are far from at an end here. This is

         21  not the last resort. If it were, perhaps we would

         22  have to vote for it. But we are not anywhere near

         23  the final resolution of negotiations on the whole

         24  plan let alone on all the transfer stations. We

         25  haven't even dealt with the West Side of Manhattan.
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          2  We haven't dealt fully with the commercial waste. So

          3  we're no where the end where we're faced with an

          4  ultimate choice that must be made.

          5                 We're asked by the representative of

          6  a district which the Chairman of the Committee, I

          7  don't know all the sites, but Councilman McMahon

          8  said this is the only site in an heavily residential

          9  area. I know that site and most people here know

         10  that site. Since there was a waste transfer station,

         11  there has been tremendous residential development

         12  and there are many residents there of low- income.

         13  There is a housing project right next to it. Go and

         14  look, you will see it. And people of color are the

         15  majority by far in that housing project.

         16                 Furthermore, there are parks that

         17  have been built there in the last few years. Those

         18  parks are where thousands of kids are bussed from

         19  all over Manhattan and even from other boroughs to

         20  play on a daily basis and the garbage trucks will be

         21  going right through those parks and therefore, they

         22  are worried about affecting children with the

         23  exhaust from those garbage trucks or other

         24  discharges from those trucks, you don't want to put

         25  it in a midst of a highly dense residential area of
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          2  the City on the East Side of Manhattan.

          3                 The Speaker has reason to represent

          4  his constituents in opposition and certainly the

          5  Speaker and this Council have the power to come up

          6  with alternatives that are better than this. This is

          7  not the best alternative. That is not the best site.

          8  It is far too premature to come to the conclusion

          9  that we have no other alternative and therefore, I

         10  strongly recommend a yes vote on the resolution

         11  which would table this for the time being. We

         12  obviously will come back to this. We should not do

         13  it now. We should not do it over the objection of

         14  the member whose district it is involved in and I

         15  want to remind everybody here that when it comes to

         16  their district, they will want the respect that a

         17  member of this body is asking us for today. I will

         18  vote aye on the resolution.

         19                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Council Member

         20  Koppell, just to be clear, you're urging a yes vote

         21  on the motion to disapprove --

         22                 COUNCIL MEMBER KOPPELL: Correct. I'm

         23  urging a yes vote on the motion to disapprove these

         24  ULURPs at this time. Yes, on disapproval.

         25                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Council Member

                                                            24

          1  COMMITTEE ON LAND USE

          2  Avella.

          3                 COUNCIL MEMBER AVELLA: Thank you,

          4  Madam Chair. I did speak at the Subcommittee at the

          5  courtesy of the Chair. I do have a couple of

          6  comments that I would like to mention again. But

          7  first, I feel compelled because I did try and get

          8  your attention on a point of order. I want to

          9  comment on something my learned colleague, Council

         10  Member McMahon said about this process and voting

         11  for this resolution against is good government.

         12  Actually, voting against these sites is bad

         13  government. It infuriates me that a Subcommittee,

         14  which I don't sit on, voted to approve these sites,

         15  yet the first piece of paper that is given to the

         16  members of this Subcommittee is a resolution

         17  disapproving the decision. In other words, we have a

         18  piece of paper in fact ignoring what the

         19  Subcommittee voted to. We're not even going to have

         20  the opportunity to support what the Subcommittee

         21  recommended. To me, that is bad government.

         22                 By the way, I know he wouldn't say

         23  anything, but it's got Council Member Felder's name

         24  on it and he voted to support the three sites. This

         25  is bad government. It is as if because we're not
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          2  going the way of the leadership, all of a sudden, we

          3  have to change procedures. This is extremely

          4  unfortunate. If the opposition, whether you're

          5  oppose to it or in favor of it, we should be

          6  following the procedures we always favor. If you

          7  can't stand the light, then you know something,

          8  there is something wrong with your position to begin

          9  with. This is extremely unfortunate the way this

         10  whole procedure has come about. It is extremely bad

         11  government.

         12                 My district, I'm very proud of the

         13  fact that my district has approved the one site in

         14  Queens. We are doing our fair share. I'd like to

         15  back up with Councilman Charles Barron said, which

         16  is probably the first time I'll do that, in saying

         17  that you know sometimes it's hard to understand

         18  where the truth lies. You have to take with a grain

         19  of salt the Mayor's position. You have to take with

         20  a grain of salt the Speaker's position. Because as

         21  individual Council Members, we don't have our own

         22  staff to review these issues. We have to rely on the

         23  opinions of others. But as Charles said, the one

         24  opinion I think we can all rely on here is the

         25  people who have no ax to grind other than doing the
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          2  best for the City in terms of the environment. And

          3  that's the environmental groups who have come out

          4  wholeheartedly in favor of all three sites. My

          5  colleagues, I urge you to deny this resolution,

          6  disapproving the sites and in effect come back with

          7  another motion approving the sites. Thank you.

          8                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: I'm next going to

          9  call on Miguel Martinez, but before I do I'd like to

         10  respectfully point out to my colleague, Council

         11  Member Avella, that the first thing that was done by

         12  the Chair of this Committee which is me, was pointed

         13  out that the Subcommittee vote was a motion to

         14  approve. It was obviously on the floor. Everybody

         15  knew what that vote was, the Subcommittee vote. The

         16  staff not knowing how the vote was going to come out

         17  at the Subcommittee meeting which to be honest

         18  about, none of us knew, how the vote was going to

         19  come out at the Subcommittee meeting.

         20                 If you want to talk about good

         21  government, that's good government. None of us even

         22  knew how the vote was going to turn out. As such,

         23  the staff printed up three versions of the

         24  resolution and to put the three versions; you don't

         25  have the floor, and put the three versions on the
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          2  table, I believe, would have been a little bit

          3  confusing. If anybody would like to see the other

          4  versions, please we have them in the box in the

          5  back, I believe, would be happy to hand them out.

          6  Council Member Martinez.

          7                 COUNCIL MEMBER MARTINEZ: Thank you,

          8  Madam Chair. Madam Chair, I've heard various

          9  arguments for and against this resolution and

         10  against or for the ULURP process. I heard one of the

         11  issues that mostly concern me is the process in

         12  which this whole ULURP took place. The fact that we

         13  believe in the government of checks and balances,

         14  the fact that we're here to represent the best

         15  interest of our constituents, the fact that we're

         16  here making decisions and impact on a ULURP process

         17  that is not a total fool plan and complete plan to

         18  deal with solid waste in the City of New York and as

         19  a member of the City Council and as member

         20  representing the Borough of Manhattan understanding

         21  that yes, we in Manhattan must also play our role in

         22  defining the way and the burden of dealing with

         23  solid waste in Manhattan also, I will stand in favor

         24  of this resolution. Because I think that the City

         25  Council has a role to play in negotiating a
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          2  comprehensive plan that will deal with the issue of

          3  solid waste for the entire City of New York and for

          4  the borough of Manhattan.

          5                 When we speak about environmental

          6  injustices, that's a concern that we all share and a

          7  concern that we have all and for that particular

          8  reason, if we want to avoid further environmental

          9  injustice, we must be part of the plan. We must be

         10  part of the negotiation and the decision making

         11  process to deal with solid waste. I will stand in

         12  favor of the resolution to disapprove.

         13                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Thank you.

         14  Councilman Lanza. Just for the record, Councilman

         15  Martinez is the only one who kept it under two

         16  minutes. Thank you. Although, Councilman Avella

         17  might have also. Council Member Lanza.

         18                 COUNCIL MEMBER LANZA: Thank you,

         19  Madam Chair. First let me say this, I hear arguments

         20  on both sides of this and I know when the passions

         21  rise, there is an inclination to cast negative

         22  dispersions upon those who disagree with you. I'll

         23  refrain from doing that. Because I think an issue of

         24  this complex and this important, we can agree to

         25  disagree on the merits here. Let me tell you, as a
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          2  member of the Sanitation Committee under Mike

          3  McMahon's leadership as Chair, I've watched the

          4  dedication that he has brought to this issue under

          5  leadership of Speaker Miller. We just happen to

          6  disagree on this.

          7                 As we sit here, there is no plan. As

          8  we sit here today, there are trucks rolling through

          9  neighborhoods, congesting our streets and spewing

         10  pollution into our air. Those trucks are rolling

         11  across Staten Island, Brooklyn and the Bronx. There

         12  are communities in this City that are shouldering

         13  more than their fair share of the burden. As

         14  Councilman McMahon and Councilman Oddo have said

         15  before, I can understand that strikes home with me.

         16  Because as a citizen of Staten Island, we lived

         17  under that environmental debacle, the landfill, the

         18  dump for 50 years. We're sensitive to that. There is

         19  no other plan on the floor to say that Mayor

         20  Bloomberg and Commissioner Doherty have come forward

         21  with a plan to bring us beyond that. They have come

         22  forward with a plan the whole mark of which is

         23  borough based handling of waste. That is something

         24  that the citizens of Staten Island, the people of

         25  this City have fought for, for decades. This plan

                                                            30

          1  COMMITTEE ON LAND USE

          2  accomplishes that.

          3                 The argument that says that it is

          4  premature to vote that this vote today has nothing

          5  to do with that plan really doesn't hold water. That

          6  would be like saying, I want to build a house and I

          7  vote in favor of building the house, but I'm going

          8  to deny the application to build the foundation. I'm

          9  going to deny the application to put rooms and to

         10  frame that house, to put electricity and plumbing.

         11  If we vote no, make no mistake about this, if we

         12  vote in favor of this resolution which would be no

         13  against the ULURPs, then we have no plan. The plan

         14  unravels. This plan will take us miles away from a

         15  time when that landfill was opened. Voting in favor

         16  of those ULURPs will put more distant between us,

         17  this City, and that landfill. That's why I urge a no

         18  vote on the resolution.

         19                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Councilman Nelson.

         20  Councilman Rivera.

         21                 COUNCIL MEMBER RIVERA: Thank you very

         22  much, Madam Chair. I'll restate something I said

         23  earlier today and that is the decision we make today

         24  is a decision that we have to live with for a very

         25  long time. It's how we handle garbage within the
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          2  City of New York. It's been a very difficult process

          3  up to here. A lot of people have questions in how

          4  the process has gone forward. I, myself have a lot

          5  of concerns on that. But when we talk about the fact

          6  that we are not really talking a real plan, I

          7  actually beg to differ. Because what I have here on

          8  my left is three very extensive volumes on the waste

          9  management plan for City of New York.

         10                 There has been a lot of time, a lot

         11  of effort being put into this by a lot of people and

         12  I think that we have a responsibility to vote for

         13  something that is very well thought out. I've met

         14  with both sides of this issue and I've given an

         15  opportunity to both the Mayor's side and the

         16  Speaker's side to enlighten me on what their plans

         17  are. What I see in the SWMP, the Solid Waste

         18  Management Plan is that we are really talking about

         19  borough self- sufficiency. We're talking about

         20  making sure that the fact that Brooklyn has 19

         21  transfer stations, the fact that the Bronx has 15

         22  and Queens has 15, that we're not going to look over

         23  that. We're going to find a real resolution towards

         24  that and that's what is right here towards my left.

         25                 It's a shame in my view and I'm
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          2  better sure in a bunch of my colleague's view that

          3  our response is this thick. This is our response.

          4  It's probably about 15 pages in reference to about

          5  three full volumes that probably consist of more

          6  pages than Winston Churchill's biography. I know a

          7  lot of us did not have time to read this. I wish we

          8  would have debated this in the full Council. We've

          9  had this for months upon months upon months upon

         10  months and we haven't done anything with it. I am

         11  very concerned and that's why I am voting against

         12  the motion to disapprove the ULURPs. I'm voting in

         13  favor of the ULURPs. Thank you very much. It's about

         14  environmental justice. Thank you.

         15                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Okay. Council

         16  Member Brewer.

         17                 COUNCIL MEMBER BREWER: Thank you very

         18  much, Madam Chair. I am here not as a member of the

         19  Committee, but because on West 59th Street, much of

         20  the discussion focuses on the Hudson. As Council

         21  Member Quinn indicated, it is a small MTS now that a

         22  couple times a week takes recycling to New Jersey.

         23  It has been the subject of much discussion. I'm

         24  going to vote to plan, that's what I'm going to do

         25  and not to vote for the ULURPs today and I'll tell
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          2  you why.

          3                 On 59th Street, there is in the

          4  Mayor's plan no specific recommendation for what

          5  should happen to that site. I could easily say, vote

          6  for this plan and then we'll deal with it later. But

          7  that's not responsible and that's not fair to my

          8  friends in the Bronx or Brooklyn. My friend,

          9  Marjorie Carter (phonetic) and my friends in

         10  Brooklyn, were very, very concerned as I am about

         11  the trucks and the waste going through their

         12  streets. Today, we had a meeting with Community

         13  Boards 4 and 7, all of whom are in the room today

         14  who have been here since 9:30 this morning who care

         15  deeply about their community and about the City.

         16  Because guess what they say? They say we're willing

         17  to take our fair share of waste, but we are not

         18  willing to take everything for Manhattan. We want to

         19  sit down with our brothers and sisters in Manhattan

         20  and plan so that we come up with the best possible

         21  plan, not just for Manhattan, but for the entire

         22  City. I think that's a very admirable position. It's

         23  been consistent.

         24                 Of course, along Council Member

         25  Quinn's district, the same issue is we're all
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          2  willing to work together, but we're not going to do

          3  it unless there is a plan. I'm really urging my

          4  colleagues to vote to make sure that there is a real

          5  plan in process here. I don't fault the Mayor's

          6  office. I'm one of these people who looks at the

          7  glass half- full and not half- empty. They have

          8  their issues. We have ours. As a body, we should sit

          9  together and figure out a way to have a plan that

         10  addresses particularly the commercial waste, which

         11  unless there is some attempt to figure out where it

         12  is going to go, it is going to continue to travel

         13  the streets.

         14                 I finally want to thank Council

         15  Member McMahon. I've been around for a very long

         16  time and I've never seen the kind of leadership that

         17  I have seen on this issue. It's fair. It's making a

         18  level playing field and I'd like to continue that

         19  process. I promise you that we in Manhattan will

         20  work together. We will come together as a delegation

         21  and as community boards to figure out how Manhattan

         22  takes its own waste and the minimal, minimal amounts

         23  of waste go through the streets. I am a big believer

         24  in making sure that there is no environmental

         25  racism. I use that word clearly. I know it well. I
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          2  make sure that 59th Street is part of the solution

          3  and not part of the problem. Thank you, Madam Chair.

          4                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Thank you. Council

          5  Member Jackson.

          6                 COUNCIL MEMBER JACKSON: Thank you,

          7  Madam Chair. I appreciate the opportunity to be

          8  heard. I am not a member of the Land Use Committee.

          9  But as you know, I am a member of the Sanitation and

         10  Solid Waste Committee. Let me just state from the

         11  onset, that Chair Michael McMahon, who chairs the

         12  Sanitation and Solid Waste Committee and he comes

         13  from the borough of Staten Island, no one has put

         14  more time and energy in dealing with the Solid Waste

         15  Management Plan than Michael McMahon. For the

         16  constituents of Staten Island, let me tell you, you

         17  have a serious fighter and leader to ensure that

         18  Staten Island remains a focus of his energy along

         19  with the Minority Leader Oddo and Lanza as far as to

         20  ensure that Staten Island is not dumped on.

         21                 If you don't know what I'm talking

         22  about, every time that there is a Solid Waste

         23  Management Committee meeting, you better be sure

         24  that all three of those members from Staten Island

         25  are there. I've seen it with my own eyes. As far as
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          2  135th Street and this draft, Solid Waste Management

          3  Plan, the one in my district is not scheduled to be

          4  reopen. Some people say I should be ecstatic. Well,

          5  I am very happy. But I do know that as a team, this

          6  whole approach has not been dealt with. Quite

          7  frankly, I believe that as the Speaker said, that

          8  right now we want to be able to come together as a

          9  huddle and a team in order to put forth the best

         10  strategies to come up with the best plan not just

         11  for one community, but for the entire City of New

         12  York.

         13                 With that, I am looking to work for a

         14  comprehensive plan that keeps 135th Street closed;

         15  that talks about borough self- sufficiency dealing

         16  with your own trash in your own borough; and my

         17  colleagues from Manhattan, Miguel Martinez, Gail

         18  Brewer, Christine Quinn, we're all members from

         19  Manhattan delegation. And we're willing to work on

         20  the plan to ensure that Manhattan takes it garbage.

         21  I understand that the biggest part objection is 91st

         22  Street. Well, if we in Manhattan are willing to deal

         23  with that, give us that opportunity and the time is

         24  now. Let's stay together and let's come up with a

         25  plan that's going to ensure that the South Bronx and
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          2  Brooklyn receives the relief that they have been

          3  asking for. Thank you.

          4                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Council Member

          5  Recchia.

          6                 COUNCIL MEMBER RECCHIA: Yes, Madam

          7  Chair. First, I would like to thank my colleague,

          8  Mike McMahon for the outstanding job he did on the

          9  Committee. I would like to set a few things

         10  straight. Everyone is talking about Manhattan and

         11  justice to children and children of color. Well, I

         12  represent a community of color. We should all be

         13  united together and stand up to the Administration

         14  and say, why you do keep these in the neighborhoods

         15  of children of color? Why does it have to be in

         16  Williamsburg? Why does it have to be a southwest

         17  incinerator? Why does it have to be in the South

         18  Bronx? When the Administration came to speak to me,

         19  why are you doing the ULURPs before we are passing a

         20  SWMP plan and it was told to me, this is what we are

         21  doing.

         22                 When I asked them, how come we can't

         23  move it, their response was, we can't. Mr. Rivera,

         24  my colleague, I respect you and everything, but you

         25  held up the volumes of the plan. We had no input in
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          2  that plan. They're saying, this is what we want.

          3  They're shoving it down our throats. We should be

          4  united as a City Council and stand up. Yes, our

          5  reply was only a few pages, but it was more

          6  effective. I don't know if you read that plan, but

          7  me and my staff did. I was heavily involved because

          8  the people of South Brooklyn are tired. We had the

          9  incinerator. Now we have the transfer station. We

         10  have trucks and we had many more trucks coming in.

         11  But I want to tell you something, we're tired of

         12  having this in our community.

         13                 Why don't we sit down united as a

         14  City Council and with the Administration and come up

         15  to where this should be placed and let's first vote

         16  on a SWMP plan. A plan that's going to be in effect

         17  dealing with recycling more effectively. I'm asking

         18  all of my colleagues to vote this down because we

         19  have to send the message to the Administration,

         20  don't take us for granted. Come to the table where

         21  we have input. Not telling us this is the way its

         22  going to be because we have no input. I'm asking you

         23  everybody to vote down the ULURPs.

         24                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Councilman Oddo is

         25  the final speaker.
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          2                 COUNCIL MEMBER ODDO: Thank you, Madam

          3  Chair. Let me just say to all my colleagues that I

          4  really love each and every one of you and I love the

          5  fact that you believe what you believe and I believe

          6  what I believe and that we can debate this. Let me

          7  just make some comments in reference to specific

          8  statements made by a couple of my colleagues.

          9  Council Member Barron pooh poohed the argument that

         10  we're giving away leverage and said that we could

         11  always go to DEC and we need to get DEC's approval

         12  and he's absolutely right. I'll give you a concrete

         13  example. Those of us on Staten Island before this

         14  City Council was in place went to DEC and said we

         15  want specific language on the waste transfer station

         16  on Staten Island that it be Staten Island waste

         17  only. You know why we did that? Because frankly, we

         18  didn't trust DOS and we needed some leverage.

         19                 Yes, you can go to DEC. But the fact

         20  of the matter is, they believe what they believe. We

         21  believe what we believe and we need all the tools

         22  that we have at our disposal to get we want.

         23  Secondly, to Council Member Avella, I absolutely

         24  agree with you. I commend all the advocates, their

         25  passion fighting for their communities. But I will
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          2  not, I will not with this group or any other group

          3  defer my opinion and my vote to them. Because if I

          4  did, Fresh Kills would still be open. Remember that

          5  great environmental group that loves to give us a

          6  score card, the New York League of Conservation

          7  voters said, yes, let's close Fresh Kills with a

          8  ten- year phase down. That's happy horse, you know

          9  what. I'm not going to defer to them. I'm not going

         10  to defer to any environmental group.

         11                 Let me say this, the notion of

         12  borough based or borough self- sufficiency, that

         13  didn't emanate with the Bloomberg Administration.

         14  That emanated with the Giuliani Administration. This

         15  is not a concept that those folks brought up. This

         16  is a concept that we held their feet to the fire to

         17  live up too. And lastly, with the analogies of

         18  building houses and permits, the better analogy,

         19  this is like nailing the living room without a blue

         20  print. Let's get the blue print in place and then

         21  let's nail the living room.

         22                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Okay. Thank you. My

         23  colleagues, I need to have some order in the room

         24  first of all and second of all, I will remind

         25  everyone here including everyone in the balcony and
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          2  the back as the voting continues, I expect this room

          3  to remain in order. This is going to be a motion to

          4  vote to reject the recommendation of the

          5  Subcommittee and to disapprove the three site

          6  selection applications. I will explain my vote. I

          7  call the roll.

          8                 COUNCIL CLERK: Council Member Katz.

          9                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: The Speaker is

         10  reminding me so it's clear, a yes vote here is to

         11  disapprove the ULURP applications. A no vote here is

         12  to approve the ULURP applications. Call the roll.

         13                 COUNCIL CLERK: Perkins.

         14                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Wait, I didn't

         15  vote. Does the Chair get to vote?

         16                 COUNCIL CLERK: Council Member Katz.

         17                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: To explain my vote,

         18  my colleagues, Mr. Speaker, and everyone in this

         19  room, I hate being put in this position. It is not

         20  one for those of you that know me, know that I

         21  enjoying being in. We are as the Land Use Committee

         22  in a supportive position of the Sanitation

         23  Committee. It is a position that the Administration

         24  should never have put us in. It is a position that

         25  we should not be in under any circumstances today.
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          2  The Council should have been part of the

          3  negotiations to get to where we are today and it

          4  should have gone to the State as a joint application

          5  and as an agreement to the State for approval or

          6  disapproval for the waste transfer stations.

          7                 To be put here today, I believe is

          8  just unfair. Councilman McMahon has worked on this

          9  for so long at this point for so many years and has

         10  no reason not to have been part of this discussion.

         11  I will also say to all the advocates that are here,

         12  you may like this plan. You may think this is a good

         13  plan. What happens next time? What happens when the

         14  Mayor or the Administration or any future Mayor

         15  comes out with a plan that you don't like? That you

         16  want your Council Member to be part of; that you

         17  want your City Council to be able to vote for. I

         18  will ask for order in the room, please. That you

         19  want your City Council to be part of.

         20                 If we approve the ULURPs today, in

         21  any future action that affects your districts, where

         22  you need an agreement, we would not have a leg to

         23  stand on and you would be coming to your City

         24  Council Member and your City Council Member would

         25  have to say to you, I have no authority here. This
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          2  has nothing to do with me. Go back to the Mayor. I

          3  just want to remind everyone here, what you like

          4  today, you may not like tomorrow. And the fact of

          5  the matter is, this City Council was elected to

          6  represent their districts; district by district and

          7  to be on equal footing with the Mayor of the City of

          8  New York. We should have had an agreement. It should

          9  have gone to the State. We should be here in the

         10  Land Use Committee as a supportive role to something

         11  that the Speaker and the Councilman who is the Chair

         12  of the Sanitation Committee and this whole body had

         13  already agreed upon. I vote yes to disapprove the

         14  recommendation of the Subcommittee, and yes to

         15  disapprove.

         16                 COUNCIL CLERK: Perkins.

         17                 COUNCIL MEMBER PERKINS: Yes, thank

         18  you. I'd like to explain my vote. With all due

         19  respect to the Chair, the Land Use Committee and I

         20  am going to voting no. I think that this is a right

         21  policy that moves us in the direction that is good

         22  for the City. This is not about politics. This is

         23  about what's good for the people, especially the

         24  children of our City and so again, I just want to

         25  vote no to this resolution.
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          2                 COUNCIL CLERK: Nelson.

          3                 COUNCIL MEMBER NELSON: Excuse to

          4  explain my vote for a moment, Madam Chair.

          5                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: So ordered.

          6                 COUNCIL MEMBER NELSON: Another

          7  analogy is, it's sort of like signing a blank check.

          8  We should have had more input into this. It's not

          9  political. I believe the Mayor believes what he's

         10  doing is right for the City. But vague appears to be

         11  the operative word. We do need to put together more

         12  of a solid waste plan. The plan should not be solid

         13  waste. I vote yes.

         14                 COUNCIL CLERK: Quinn.

         15                 COUNCIL MEMBER QUINN: I just want

         16  before voting want to add my voice to those

         17  congratulating Councilman McMahon and recognizing

         18  all of his hard work on this issue really for years

         19  and years and years. I vote aye.

         20                 COUNCIL CLERK: Rivera.

         21                 COUNCIL MEMBER RIVERA: Thank you very

         22  much, Madam Chair. If I can be excused to explain my

         23  vote?

         24                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: So ordered.

         25                 COUNCIL MEMBER RIVERA: Thank you very
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          2  much. It's been a lot of trash talk for the past

          3  couple of days on this issue, no pun intended. I

          4  think that we as a body, that's a beautiful thing

          5  because we are elected.

          6                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: You should not even

          7  get to speak after that.

          8                 COUNCIL MEMBER RIVERA: I think that

          9  like Simcha said earlier, this is a beautiful thing.

         10  Because as a legislative body in the City of New

         11  York, it's our job to be able to debate issues that

         12  come before us and I appreciate and respect all my

         13  colleagues and their opinions because I think that

         14  we all are leaders within our respective communities

         15  and it's our job to be here in the City Hall to be

         16  able to articulate what our opinions are. My opinion

         17  is that we should have discussed the plan. We should

         18  have debated the plan. We've had the plan in the

         19  City Council for months, for months.

         20                 This is an 11th hour tactic and I am

         21  partially insulted of the fact that this is coming

         22  at the end game trying to derail a proposal that is

         23  something that I feel honesty is positive for the

         24  entire City of New York. It's something that deals

         25  as I said earlier with borough self- sufficiency and
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          2  it's something that each Council should have met on

          3  a long time ago. It is a sad day that we are over

          4  here debating this at the 11th trying to see which

          5  side we are on. None of us want to put anything like

          6  this in anybody's district, but we live in a

          7  metropolis, we don't live in suburbia. We have to

          8  find a way to best utilize our City and with that

          9  being said, I vote no on the resolution and yes on

         10  the ULURPs.

         11                 COUNCIL CLERK: Avella.

         12                 COUNCIL MEMBER AVELLA: No.

         13                 COUNCIL CLERK: Baez.

         14                 COUNCIL MEMBER BAEZ: No.

         15                 COUNCIL CLERK: Barron.

         16                 COUNCIL MEMBER BARRON: May I be

         17  excused to explain my vote?

         18                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: So ordered.

         19                 COUNCIL MEMBER BARRON: I think we

         20  have to be at least accurate on the fact that no

         21  matter how times my colleagues you are told that you

         22  have no leverage, it is not true. It is not true.

         23  They can say it 50 more times. You will have

         24  leverage because the waste management plan has to be

         25  approved by both the City Council and the Mayor
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          2  before it's accepted by the DEC. You do have

          3  leverage. They are only saying that and I want to

          4  caution Miguel Martinez and others, if it's not 91st

          5  Street, look out for your neighborhood. Because if

          6  it doesn't go there, it opens up --

          7                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Order.

          8                 COUNCIL MEMBER BARRON: -- Other

          9  neighborhoods that are already overly burdened by

         10  that. That's I want to appeal to you to change your

         11  mind and others to change your mind on this vote

         12  because you will be protecting your children and I

         13  really believe we're making a big mistake here by

         14  letting those on our Committee convince you that you

         15  have no leverage. Joel, I appreciate you showing the

         16  amount of work that went in to the plan that we can

         17  approve down the road and the amount of work that

         18  went into our knee jerk reaction at the last minute.

         19  I think that was a good way of letting everybody

         20  know who really prioritized this and it wasn't

         21  evidently important months ago. So they didn't have

         22  any time for this. But now all of a sudden, it's so

         23  important and we had to delay ourselves and couple

         24  all of these meetings together. With that, I applaud

         25  Joel Rivera in particular. I think you presented our
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          2  position very, very well. With that, I vote no on

          3  this resolution.

          4                 COUNCIL CLERK: Comrie.

          5                 COUNCIL MEMBER COMRIE: Permission to

          6  explain my vote.

          7                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: So ordered.

          8                 COUNCIL MEMBER COMRIE: I'm also

          9  voting no on the resolution. I do believe that we

         10  have had enough time and we need to remember that in

         11  order for us to come together as a City on this

         12  issue, we're not going to give up any power or

         13  leverage if we really have some real discussion. I

         14  think that in order to have some real discussion and

         15  bring this to the forefront of everybody's agenda

         16  and not wait until the last minute or the last

         17  possible second, this is something that I know I've

         18  been working on since I've been in the City Council.

         19  It's something that I promised my constituency that

         20  I would work on. And I've been trying to make every

         21  effort to do that; bring the parties together and

         22  make the parties sit down and focus on this issue.

         23                 Again, as I said earlier, today is

         24  just the start of the real work on this issue. We

         25  have not embraced this issue as a City. This issue
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          2  is critical to our survival as a City. This issue is

          3  critical because we need to bring the cost down. We

          4  need to ensure that waste transfer stations are not

          5  overly dependent or our Solid Waste Management Plan

          6  is not overly dependent on any one entity or any one

          7  borough or any one community. We shouldn't have to

          8  transport most of our waste to New Jersey and be

          9  dependent upon Essex. We shouldn't have to be

         10  focused on what part of the City is hurt and part of

         11  the City isn't hurt. We shouldn't have people in the

         12  City that are just focused on their own particular

         13  back yards and not dealing with this in a

         14  comprehensive manner.

         15                 We shouldn't have to wait until the

         16  last minute to do this plan because we tried to put

         17  money in the budget to have studies done that would

         18  have the entire City sit down and look at this

         19  thing. We can't sit back today and allow this to go

         20  back on the back burner for another nine months. And

         21  as I said earlier, I think that whichever way this

         22  goes, unfortunately that is the reality. I'm voting

         23  yes to approve the motions. I mean I'm voting no to

         24  approve the motion to reject. Thank you.

         25                 COUNCIL CLERK: Dilan.
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          2                 COUNCIL MEMBER DILAN: Yes.

          3                 COUNCIL CLERK: Felder. Gioia.

          4                 COUNCIL MEMBER GIOIA: Madam Chair,

          5  may I have a moment to explain my vote? Madam Chair?

          6                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: So ordered.

          7                 COUNCIL MEMBER GIOIA: There are parts

          8  of this plan that I like very much. But there are

          9  parts of this plan that I don't like. I received a

         10  letter about six months ago from an elementary

         11  school teacher in my district. He actually was my

         12  gym teacher when I was at PS 11. He told me that in

         13  all his years in teaching and it had been over a

         14  quarter of a century teaching in western Queens, he

         15  had never seen as good a program as Asphalt Green.

         16  Asphalt Green is a program of structured recess and

         17  playing and children are bussed there every day from

         18  my neighborhood to go out and experience parkland

         19  and the ability to run around outside and play.

         20                 It's unfortunate that children in my

         21  neighborhood need to bussed somewhere else to go

         22  outside and play. But the truth is we don't have

         23  enough parkland in western Queens; not enough green

         24  space. It's one of the reasons we play waffle ball

         25  that Council Member Oddo likes or we play stoop
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          2  ball. It's necessary. When I look at the children I

          3  represent, particularly along 21st Street in

          4  Ravenswood and Queensbridge and I realize that when

          5  they go outside and they face the garbage dump on

          6  21st Street and 34th Avenue; the smells and the

          7  sounds and their inability to go out there and play,

          8  so we then bus them to Manhattan and then under this

          9  plan, that place would be ruined as well because of

         10  the truck traffic and the pollution. I can't vote

         11  for that. That's the reason I vote yes on this

         12  resolution. Thank you, Madam Chair.

         13                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Thank you,

         14  Councilman.

         15                 COUNCIL CLERK: Koppell.

         16                 COUNCIL MEMBER KOPPELL: I wish to

         17  explain my vote, Madam Chair.

         18                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: So ordered.

         19                 COUNCIL MEMBER KOPPELL: Let's hold on

         20  a moment here. Some of the comments made by

         21  colleagues and I won't single them out saying that

         22  we're just looking at this at the last moment.

         23  That's very, very unfair. We know that the Solid

         24  Waste Committee and the Chairman Mike McMahon have

         25  been looking at this for months and months and
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          2  months. We know that they have had hearings on this.

          3  We know that they have asked that the plan be

          4  considered as a whole and not piece meal. It was not

          5  this Council that decided to send up this piece

          6  under the ULURP timetable now. It was the Mayor. It

          7  was in complete disregard of the rights of this

          8  Council to be a full participant in the

          9  consideration of this plan. The Mayor said, I'm

         10  sending up these two pieces. It is like approving

         11  part of a house before you know what the whole house

         12  is going to look like. You don't do that. If you're

         13  going to approve the building of a house, you don't

         14  approve part of a house and then say, well we'll see

         15  later what the house is going to look like. You

         16  approve the whole house.

         17                 It was the Mayor again assuming that

         18  he knows best. So just approve this part and don't

         19  worry what I'll do later, I'll do the right thing.

         20  That's not bargaining on a co- equal basis. That's

         21  not saying that the Council and the Mayor are

         22  partners in what happens in this City and with

         23  respect to one of the most important aspects of what

         24  happens in this City, affecting everyone of the

         25  boroughs and everyone of the residents in the City.
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          2  We are partners. Since the charter changed, the

          3  Council is no longer a lap dog to the Mayor. It's

          4  about time that this Mayor understood that and

          5  indicated and showed that we are fore partners and

          6  that we negotiate together. We've done it on

          7  occasion with the budget. But we've done it too

          8  rarely. Now is the time to say this Council is going

          9  to stand up for the rights of all its members and

         10  have a full negotiation and approve a full plan

         11  before we go ahead with pieces that may doom us to

         12  have other pieces that hurt our communities. I vote

         13  yes for the resolution.

         14                 COUNCIL CLERK: Martinez.

         15                 COUNCIL MEMBER MARTINEZ: Aye, yes.

         16                 COUNCIL CLERK: McMahon.

         17                 COUNCIL MEMBER MCMAHON: Madam

         18  Chairwoman, I request leave to briefly explain my

         19  vote and before I do --

         20                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: So ordered.

         21                 COUNCIL MEMBER MCMAHON: -- I was

         22  remiss in my earlier statements and not commending

         23  the Commissioner of the Department of Sanitation and

         24  his staff and Ms. Kate Ascher (phonetic) from EDC.

         25  They have put more effort, I think, into this
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          2  process than prior administrations. I simply believe

          3  that this piece meal approach is not the way to go.

          4  But now to my colleague, Joel Rivera, I must say

          5  this and I hope you heed my words. Because what you

          6  were given by the Administration during this hearing

          7  was not the plan. It was the final environmental

          8  impact statement which was given to us as a Council

          9  in April. The plan, my colleagues, is this document

         10  in front of me. Sixty pages only in plan. The rest

         11  is executive summary and glossary. How much about

         12  recycling? One page or two pages. How about emerging

         13  technologies? One page or two pages. Take the whole

         14  glossary.

         15                 My colleague, is this the thorough

         16  thoughtful document that you want to base the future

         17  of the trash system in our City on. I say to you,

         18  you should now be suspect and asked to change your

         19  vote because you've been duped into thinking that

         20  that document was the plan. It was not the plan.

         21  This is the so- called plan. Sixty pages are the so-

         22  called plan. This my brothers and sisters is not

         23  what we should not vote on. My colleague, Joel, it

         24  is not your fault. They probably handed it to you in

         25  the middle of the meeting and didn't explain it to
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          2  you. We received the plan, we received the plan -- I

          3  take it back. I'm sorry. Joel --

          4                 COUNCIL MEMBER RIVERA: Personal point

          5  of privilege?

          6                 COUNCIL MEMBER MCMAHON: I'm sorry. I

          7  don't mean to insult you.

          8                 COUNCIL MEMBER RIVERA: We'll follow

          9  our Rules of Order. Personal point of privilege?

         10                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Yes.

         11                 COUNCIL MEMBER RIVERA: For the past

         12  seven months, the Administration has met with the

         13  Bronx delegation in reference to this plan. For the

         14  past seven months. How long have we been talking

         15  with the Speaker's side? That is my question.

         16  Seventy-two hours.

         17                 COUNCIL MEMBER MCMAHON: Council

         18  Member Rivera, I extend to you my heart-felt apology

         19  if I, in any way, said anything that was untoward to

         20  you. I simply meant to underscore the point that

         21  this is the plan, 60 pages. That's the future of

         22  garbage in the City of New York. We received this in

         23  the middle of October. Two weeks later, they filed

         24  the ULURPs. Therefore, and Joel with deepest

         25  respect, I apologize. Again, I'm a little too

                                                            56

          1  COMMITTEE ON LAND USE

          2  emotional today. I hope you will accept my apology.

          3                 COUNCIL MEMBER RIVERA: I do.

          4                 COUNCIL MEMBER MCMAHON: Thank you.

          5  And I vote yes on the motion.

          6                 COUNCIL CLERK: Monserrate.

          7                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Councilman

          8  Monserrate.

          9                 (No response.)

         10                 COUNCIL CLERK: Sanders.

         11                 (No response.)

         12                 COUNCIL CLERK: Seabrook.

         13                 COUNCIL MEMBER SEABROOK: Aye.

         14                 COUNCIL CLERK: Vann.

         15                 COUNCIL MEMBER VANN: Aye.

         16                 COUNCIL CLERK: Gentile.

         17                 COUNCIL MEMBER GENTILE: Yes.

         18                 COUNCIL CLERK: Palma.

         19                 COUNCIL MEMBER PALMA: No. On 470, I

         20  vote yes and the rest no. I vote no to disapprove.

         21                 COUNCIL CLERK: Lanza.

         22                 COUNCIL MEMBER LANZA: Permission to

         23  explain my vote.

         24                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: So ordered.

         25                 COUNCIL MEMBER LANZA: I'm glad that
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          2  my house metaphor has taken root here. To my good

          3  friend, Councilman Koppell, if you want to see what

          4  the house looks like, you can between Councilman

          5  McMahon and Councilman Rivera, I'm sure you've got a

          6  plan there that you can look at. The point is, it

          7  seems to me a little odd that people are acting as

          8  though this vote has come out of left field. It has

          9  not. We are right to commend Councilman McMahon. As

         10  I said, I witnessed as a Committee Member of his

         11  Committee, his dedication that he has brought to the

         12  issue. A lot of work has gone on with this. There is

         13  only plan. It's the plan that has been submitted by

         14  the Mayor. It's the only plan that will take the

         15  trucks off the road. It's the only plan that will

         16  ensure borough based handling of waste. It's the

         17  only plan that will take us from what is happening

         18  today which I don't think anyone in this Council

         19  believes is the right thing; believes is right by

         20  the --.

         21                 In fact, the only criticism I've

         22  heard from this Council in the past was that the

         23  plan has not been implemented; that we don't have a

         24  long- term plan. Well, this is our opportunity. To

         25  my good friend, Councilman Koppell, to anybody else,
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          2  I submit to you that if you disagree with this plan,

          3  you could have proposed your own and brought forward

          4  your own plan last week, last month, last year, two

          5  years ago, three years ago, four years. The bottom

          6  line is, this is the only plan that will bring us

          7  beyond what is happening today which is wrong by the

          8  people of this City. I vote no.

          9                 COUNCIL CLERK: Oddo.

         10                 COUNCIL MEMBER ODDO: May I be

         11  temporarily excused to explain my vote --

         12                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: So ordered.

         13                 COUNCIL MEMBER ODDO: -- So I can

         14  continue my dialogue with Charles Barron.

         15                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: So ordered.

         16                 COUNCIL MEMBER ODDO: Thank you. Let

         17  me just say to Council Member Barron, the fore

         18  fathers and the fore mothers of the advocates

         19  sitting today were a group of folks by the name of

         20  recycle first in 1992 in the first Solid Waste

         21  Management Plan. They were the advocates and their

         22  position was, we would have less garbage if we

         23  recycled first. I wondered how many of these folks

         24  are a part of that movement. But I wondered if we

         25  queried the folks who made up recycle first and
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          2  asked them should we give away this leverage. Are

          3  we? Let's not give a leading question. Are we giving

          4  away leverage by doing this? I would think that

          5  those folks having experienced the Solid Waste

          6  Management Plan like I did would fall on my side of

          7  the ledger. I vote yes.

          8                 COUNCIL CLERK: Felder.

          9                 COUNCIL MEMBER FELDER: May I be

         10  excused to explain my vote?

         11                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: So ordered.

         12                 COUNCIL MEMBER FELDER: Thank you.

         13  First of all, I want to thank Council Member Barron

         14  for being the only of my colleagues to see the

         15  intelligence of the Chair of the Siting Committee.

         16  Everyone else has been thanking Councilman McMahon.

         17  I just want you to know I forgive you all. Okay.

         18                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Continue, please.

         19                 COUNCIL MEMBER FELDER: Okay. We won't

         20  go there again. Second of all, I want to reiterate

         21  what I said earlier is that this is probably and

         22  since I've been elected to the City Council, the

         23  finest day in the City Council. This certainly is

         24  good government. Listening to my colleagues insult

         25  each other by accident, I mean that in all

                                                            60

          1  COMMITTEE ON LAND USE

          2  seriousness, by accident because they are passionate

          3  about an issue is wonderful. It's just wonderful. I

          4  mean we have the City Council Speaker. I want to

          5  thank him publicly for his leadership on the issue

          6  whether you agree or disagree. At the same time, the

          7  rest of so- called leadership which I never believed

          8  in anyway, disagreeing with him, it's wonderful.

          9  This is really what's so good about --

         10                 SPEAKER MILLER: I believe that was an

         11  insult.

         12                 COUNCIL MEMBER FELDER: I don't think

         13  so. I think it's wonderful. I think it's wonderful

         14  that we finally have an issue where we are able to

         15  discuss something in a relatively intelligent

         16  fashion. I'm talking about myself and disagree. I

         17  think to all my colleagues and to the Speaker, I

         18  think that you should be proud and all of you should

         19  be proud to be able to be a part of this body and I

         20  just want to thank you, Speaker Miller. Mr. Speaker,

         21  when you assigned the Landmarks Public Siting to

         22  Committee, you said that this was the most important

         23  Committee when you assigned it to me.

         24                 SPEAKER MILLER: Yes.

         25                 COUNCIL MEMBER FELDER: I never
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          2  understood why. But I now do. Because it's the only

          3  Committee that has been forcing the Council to start

          4  it's session at 3:30. It's only the Committee that

          5  has been able to do what we have done today. I want

          6  to thank you publicly and I vote no.

          7                 COUNCIL CLERK: By a vote of 14 --

          8                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: Before I ask the

          9  Clerk to call the roll, I just want to thank my

         10  colleagues and really echo something Councilman

         11  Felder said.

         12                 One of the comments here today was

         13  whether or not this was good government. I do

         14  believe this was good government at its best. This

         15  debate was one of the most open debates that I have

         16  heard here in the four years of being in the City

         17  Council, and I commend all of my colleagues for

         18  their work.

         19                 Call the roll.

         20                 Call the vote. We're not doing it

         21  again. We need the count.

         22                 COUNCIL CLERK: By a vote of 13 in the

         23  affirmative, nine in the negative, the resolution is

         24  adopted, with the exception of LU 470, which is

         25  adopted by a vote of 14 in the affirmative and eight
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          2  in the negative.

          3                 CHAIRPERSON KATZ: The ULURPs

          4  applications will go to the floor with the

          5  recommendation to disapprove.

          6                 Meeting adjourned.

          7                 (Meeting adjourned at 3:35 p.m.)
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